Urbanscape Emanation in the Heritage Layers of the Urbanarchipelago

UNESCO World Heritage Sites as Core Attractors in Split Urbanarchipelago
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Design Innovation in Archaeological Contexts

The construction of the limit as a synthesis between ethics and semiotics in new architectures

THE INTEREST FOR HERITAGE
> IDENTITY, MEMORY, TRADITION

For anew system of values

The origins of the interest in the archaeological ruins have probably to be freudianly found in the fall of the
Roman Empire: this event, slow and full of long agonies, has meant a dramatic break of continuity caused by the
end of: i i

expressed, over the centuries until today, through a constant altemation of approaches/departures,
memory/oblivion, continuity/discontinuity in relation of the ancient: an everlasting split that makes the taking
care of ruins a characteristic feature of our culture and an indispensable action as part of our identity, tradition
acn memary. Tis Historical moment hows  significant ncrese n the desre of knoladge of the st fr the
society, whost n are sberrated "valorisation devices” that on one hand confirm the
ociorlural importance of the ancent, bt onshe other hand they poin ot 3 new prablers i the relationship
between archacology and architecture: the “spectacularization” of the archaeological uin and its mass
ween the existing guidelines in the protection of archacological heritagy
contamporary debate on intervention crteri in the archaeclogicalstes, the ideatstc conception bosed on
Reritoge dscrmintion and on the proference of a historcal period i relation to another seams essentilly

away the risk of

planning approache that tends to “protect” indiscriminately everything resulting in not protecting anything
eming e wehasclogisl sts. 10 hoglr an dogradoion, e sccupy hat she projet v bt

point of view in this sense, the ethical
order to overcome.
the problem of integration between “ancient” and “modern” and between ruins and contemporary life.

ARCHAEOLOGY AND WASTE
> RESIDUE/WASTE VS RUIN/FRAGMENT

The aesthetic of ruins: from the potential value to the real value

The issue of defining a new system of values for the architectural design starts from the necessity to recognize
the meanings of ruins and, in the second instance, to establish the reasons why they have o be preserved and
for whom, in relation to their
entity and i of Therefore, what does an
i foran ot of? Shoud i incon o e mow vt existing
aesthetic value, make up for a lost one or create a new one? On the figurative level, the ruin i with no doubt a
oss in relation to the work it descend from; but it can happen that the original work had not artistic values and
that the ruin, following casual events or natural mechanisms, has acquir us aesthetic
dimension for "compensation”, as an effect of a dual process of “loss” and "acquisition”. Not for all the
archacological rests is possible o identify an objective aesthetic value: in this sense, the problem of attributing
significance would remain unsolved if the role of context had no part in it with its double dmension of
place”/“landscape”, the strong “ethical”
lmk hat they have with he istorical memory of peoles nd society ko I s formative nd pedagogical
s. The ruin has therefore an “intrinsic" sesthetic value that comes from its memories and its symbols,
Tecogniables, i, though he comt. In th rlatonthip botweon Ininst esthatcs and conext another
facor play » fdamental e the human actin, ot nanded s itimate s lcltad bt n s exteral
projection,
talk about ary aesthatc vl for s f ot rlted ta o humnn activiy: this mears tha the oot s ot ony

pirenty pwem !t aesttic s oo iace deponds o 1 sociel vse poryives any place s cjected rom e
human actions, itk

A NEW SYSTEM OF VALUES
> CONSERVATION VS TRANSFORMATION
APPROACHES:

CASE-BY-CASE
TYPOLOGICAL FRAME
CONTEXTUALISM
POETICS OF COLLAGE
PERMANENCE
ADDITION
SUBSTRACTION
TRANSFORMATION

ARCHAEOLOGY AND RECYCLE

> RECYCLE AS EPISTEMOLOGICAL REVISION

RENEWAL
REPARATION

RECOVERING
RE-DUCE
RESTORATION

REHABILITATION
RE-CYCLE
TRANSFORMATION

> USE, FUNCTIONS, SIGNIFICANCE

NO
HUMAN
ACTIVITIES

REST/
RESIDUE

WRONG
HUMAN
ACTIVITIES

REST/
RESIDUE

> AESTHETIC OF RUINS
RUIN AS:

NATURE

CONSTRUCTIVE REALISM
FRAGMENT

SOCIAL SIGN

DIALOGY

MULTIPLE DIALOGY INTERPRETATION

ARCHAEOLOGICAL
DIALOGY

NEW LIFECYCLES FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

> RUINS REUSING

CONCLUSIONS
> REFLECTIONS FOR A NEW PERSPECTIVE

Landscape as ethical fusion of interpretative horizons

Undor leads the to go beyond the
tradiional concet o “temtory wanstormation” and approsches he Gadamerian “interpretate® phiosopy:
e project ntended 2 action of ransformaton,infacts, agree tha th teritorylves in  condition of perennal

isthat ofered by i

iy the teritory to complex
at the same
time, the l.admg possibilty of the context are many, constantly changing, and each of them is influenced by a
different culture and vision of reality: @ “fusion of horizons” (Horizontverschmelzung), then, in which
interpretation of architecture merges with that of the physical-social context with al the identity and historical

confronation f the desgn aperating sratgies need a confrontation with rins, with contex, with other

disciplines’ e and the emotional,
P  and i ' true that its spatial and
temporal conditions, then the relationship ruin/pr , the

cilogical dimenion befors being o design stategy of ethicallegtmecy. s & conditon that ninscaly and
pacically charctaies the st archcape n s pl tenporl(ccaric, mentland itoricalsociel and
spatial dimension (phisical, historical and social), and, as such, i finally “archaeological” being in the nature of
tho ploca i this sonse, the archtoctural design s o los tha a furthe interprotarive horizon which foms port
of this "arcaheological dialogue” that in conclusion i the real ethical essence of landscape.

> RUINS REDUCING

Vincenzo P. Bagnato

HISTORICAL SIGN
(INDIVIDUAL DIMENSION)

TRACK

ENVIRONMENT

REST/ SIGNIFICANCE

RUIN
RESIDUE (COGNITIVE
PROCESS)
S0CIO-CULTURAL MONUMENT FRAGMENT
CONTEXT (UNIVERSAL DIMENSION)

> ETHICS OF ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN
NEW INTERVENTION AS:

CONTEMPLATION

ACTION

HISTORICAL VALUE
| EMOTIONAL VALUE

BEAUTY

NECESSITY

The role of design: the “multiple dialogy” approach

I order b
also its sethical value that depends to its capacity to partecipate as a place to human activites in the
comermporay ndscage; corsacuent th purpote of s eson acon becomesthat of arpeating  pece
“into a “place” when it
Pridos  pat a prven anc fture; space tht b become o place, b i torn, 2 brige
s0d Watory contrcing o “cure of he ety n contiity with s soco-cukura, reigout and ymbolic
ks, ayred n the collctv mamony, The ethiel imenson of archiecturl design n rchaslogia s
then, finds  aynthesis n the meeting of two main directons: the capacity to generate 8 ~diologue:
various parts forming the context (spatially and temporally far from each other) and the possibilty to recover the
uing’ these
two. s depends on the case and is regulated by  new design sensibility based on a multiple dialogical
opociy “Mltple dstooy" i herelore. dulined 1  mew spposch tha, sbiobing e archsectonica
interpretation “by elements”, recovers the analogical approach and gets closer to the situationist policy, then

9 po
are talking about a new awareness that, starting from what already exists, improves it in a constant and not
of “history” and “context” in some specific modalities: the relationship with history is translated, on an
ontological level, into a relationship between history and being, where being is intended os freedom, in tum
conceived as creative initative: the dynamism of the free creativity does not destroy the past but makes it a

old . value for the proj the respect
forfreedom and for creative actions. The context, complex compostionand ephemeral a hesamo time, with
its obligations and its requirements, s completed by a suitable form that makes sense and, in the relationship.
Beecn ot snd comony the mite Geiogy a0 scairo th. concordonce bomten the concept of
“territory” and that of “project”, introducing the idea of “tone” in the architectural ntervention.

> RUINS RECYCLING

KNOLEDGE
RE-ACTIVATION

From top to bottom, from left to right:

. Colo, The course of Empire distruction,
Historcal Society, NY (USA), 1836; G.
Romano, Hal of the giants, T Palace,
Maews . 153 °C. Aymonio,

erone”  project  of
ccomsction, Rome. o). 1954 6
Piranesi, Temple of Hercules, Cora, Latina
(kaly), 1769: P Zumthor, Shehers for Roman
Archacological Site, Chur  (Switzerland),
1986; . Grass, Recomsruction of th

(taly), 2002 EMBT, Santa Caterina Market,
Barcelona (pain), 2005, G. Vezquez
Consuegra, Hospital Gardens, valencia
(Spain), 2012; AGF, Roman Baths Museum,
Sant Boi de Llobregat (Spain), 1998; V.

ina, Artomision Temple Access Pavilion,
Siracuse (taly), 2010; P. Sorrentino, The
Great Beauty, Acqueduct Park, Rome (italy),
2013; D. Pikionis, Filopappo Archaeological
Site, Athens (Greece), 1954.
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An excursion into the Cultural Landscape along the
Peloponnesian Railways

The train as a “backbone” mechanism along the cultural landscape of Peloponnese!
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Region of Western
Greece

Potential as UNESCO’s
World heritage site

Integral transport system
(potential)

Touristic arrival gates
airports/ports

"\ Administrative borders

GMYSTRAS 4
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Problem 1:
a) Instead of several

sections, the rest of the
network which illustrates
potenial as railway

Normal gauge/double line/electr.

Normal gauge/single line/electr.

Normal gauge/double line/electr.

heritage and touristic
routes is inactive.

b) For all travellers from
Athens to the touristic 00 km
hotposts of Peloponnese

public transport remains

uncompetitive comparing

to private transport.

(long-time trips, poor

passenger services,

inefficient transitions).

Normal gauge/double line/electr.

Inactive/ meter gauge

z -

Meter gauge/ diesel
o UNESCO’ s World heritage sites

Anc.Olympia

Anc.Olympia

Isochrone diagrams for basic
touristic routes comparing
indicative public transport and
private journeys

What happens around important railway nodes?

Problem 2:

a) Thereisno a
strategic plan for future
railway and tourist
development along the
network and mainly
around transport hubs
improving accessibility
and services. .
b) There is no railway 1
culture but a strong N
tension to keep railway
stations out of the
historic centres.

Public transport (train & bus)

Private transport

Byzantine Despotate of Moreas.
)

R.S Anc.Olympia R.S. Kaifas R.S. Nafplio R.S. Patras

thermal springs

T — I — I —
I worm T H Ym N

o w0 wo o 1 2 3km

00km

Archaelogical site of Ancient
Olympia (UNESCO).
Poor conditions around RS

Thermal baths and protected
wet land (“Strofilia” forest) by
Natura 2000.

First capital of Greece after
Ottoman empire , neoclassic
architecture

Non integration of RS in the
historic center.

The Western gateway to

Europe and the biggest city of
Peloponnese.

Industrial heritage

Actors’ conflict for rail integration
in the city.

If the railway line is
reactivated/ improved, a
spatial strategy is needed
toward:

a) Classification and enhancement of significant railway stations

b) Synergies of other public transport networks and slow mobility networks (pedestrian, bicycle)
c) Analysis of inner development potential before urban sprawl

d) Combined conventional and/or touristic passenger services

e) Exploration of the tourist market area in balance with the cultural landscape

O  Railway station (R.S), existing
o

Railway station (R.S), new/
under discussion

Collaboration at any cost! Shared market risk vs. hierachical mandates and bureaucratic entitlement

Railway line

Historic centre

Problem 3:

IN-FORMAL PLANNING

. X Projects 1. Railway reactivation 2. Railway as part of
a) Combine the various and Tourism Unesco Word Heritage site
interests between
cultural heritage L R L
National/ Ministry of Transportation Ministry of Culture H
management and regional/ 4 Pe v Mediator
e s independent
b) There are polrieal P P team or person
numerous involved bodies OSE (Hellenic Railways Organisation) toward a rational !

stakeholders in each
part of the network
with limited culture of
collaboration.

- GAIAOSE (Asset Management)
- TRAINOSE (or another operator)

Port authorities

collaborative
procedure

International WTO/WTTC (international) UNESCO, ICOMOS, ICOM

€) The spatial planning /National EOT (Hellenic Tourism (international)

system of Greece political Organisation) ] ,
orientates to a strong bodies/NGO's ?Or\l’lhab;ora(tlve progedurcte :
top-down approach. Other SETE (Greek Tourism Various cultural groups and - Rhytm (preparatory steps

main procedure, meta-
strategies)

2. Problem and solution
oriented

3. Interaction on local,
regional and national level
4. Acceptance from all
various stakeholders

stakeholders Confederation)
Friends of Railway
Business groups, local

cooperatives etc

cooperatives

Key stakeholders for tourism and cultural heritage management in the
case of Peloponnese
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Assessing urban management policies:

An application of an innovative assessment framework on Florence (Italy) as a case study

INTRODUCTION

000000000000000000000000000000000000 00
The conservation and management of historic urban environments is
one of the most urgent tasks of our time. The recent definition of the
UNESCO Historic Urban Landscape approach and the adoption of
its related recommendation in 2011 represents one of the most recent
international contribution in the identification of a new holistic urban
management framework for reconciling heritage conservation with
urban development. It exemplifies the international recognition
that a new paradigm for urban conservation and management
has gradually taken shape since the beginning of the 21st century.
This research started from the assumption that in order to implement this
new paradigm of urban conservation toward a better integration with
development, there is a need to assess how existing urban management
frameworks currently operate as well as to develop systematic assessment
methodologies for an adequate consideration of the gap between
cultural heritage management and sustainable urban development.

OBJECTIVE
L)

The objective of this poster is to propose a way to develop a

critical assessment of local urban management policies in order
to evaluate if the new paradigm’s principles have been already
incorporated into local urban management policies and how.

With this objective, it presents the assessment framework developed by the
authorthatallowstoevaluateandcomparedifferentkindandlevelsofregulatory
and planning tools involved in a (or more) urban management system(s). It
presents the results of its application on the case study of Florence (ltaly)

METHODS AND MATERIALS

1st Phase: .
Definition of a sample urban management policies to be assessed

Consideringthatthepurposeofthisresearchisnotanexhaustiveassessment
of all the policies involved in the urban management system (including
infrastructure and mobility, education, environment, pollution, garbage,
culture and sport, etc.), but the evaluation of those policies directly and
currently involved in the conservation, management and development
of Florence’s historic urban landscape, only a selection of the most
recent and publicly available plans and specific regulations of these three
sectors was carried out. They were selected according to a multi-sectorial
and a multi-scalar perspective: multi-sectorial because they refer to the
research sectors of interest (heritage conservation, heritage management,
urban and territorial planning and socio-economic development) and
multi-scalar because they belong to the four levels involved in the urban
management system (regional, provincial, local and World Heritage)
Moreover,thedatacollectedfromthetext-basedsourcesweresupplemented
and validated by semi-structured interviews carried out with relevant
local stakeholders (policy makers, officers, academics and professional
experts) involved in the definition and implementation of these documents.

List of documents and referral

2nd Phase:
Linking theory to practice: an original policy assessment framework
00 00 000000000000 0000000000000 00000 00000

The second methodological step focused on the definition of an original

policy assessment framework. After a literature review, six existing
assessment frameworks related to policy document analysis in the
field of tourism planning (Simpson, 2001, Ruhanen, 2004), World

Heritage site management (Landorf, 2009; World Heritage Centre,
2008; SITI, 2012) and Historic Urban Landscapes (Veldpaus, 2015), were
considered the most relevant in relation to the research scope and field.
However, whilerelevantforsomeaspects,none ofthemwas completely adequate
to the research scope and an innovative assessment framework was designed.
A literature review carried out by the author identified four main principles
as characteristic elements of the international approach (“the new
paradigm”) to urban heritage conservation and management. These key
concepts were transformed into four specific sections of the assessment
framework developed by the author, working as initial coding categories for
carrying out the assessment. Then, four (section 1,2 and 4) or five (section 5)
qualitative coding items have been associated to each of these sections to
delineate specific operational parameters to be considered during the analysis.

AN ORIGINAL ASSESSMENT FRAMEWORKS

SECTION 1 - COMPREHENSIVENESS OF THE URBAN HERITAGE

LA Does
identify urban heritage attributes?

plicitly denifi

1B o
interconnection between urban heritage
tangible and intangible attributes and
values?

cily identified.
values i not recognized.

tag P »
e

1.C Does the document link urban heritage
I

b o0
Urban heritage values are not identified.

1.D Does the document identify both urban
and natural attributes?

s i ribut
) The document identifies only urban or natural atributes

SECTION 2
X B g dobjectives.
e R I [ b e o sk el
(structural, social, functional) identifled? o 1 s of change are not identifid.
2.B Does the document recognize the objectives.
¥ componentof | 1. fub butitis nottaken inits actions an

heritage (attributes and values)? objectives.

0. por h el

B i s
2.C Are pressures and factors affecting the actions and bjecives.

i ) orits 1. Presures and fac . butare ot

urba po
Vulnerability status identified? document’sactions and objectives.
o.p d

identified

the document.

2D Are limits of aceeptable change for

identified.

3 gration o linkage
AL i inked to
other national/regional/sectorial plans/tools 2. The document is coherent with other nationalregionalectoral planstools.
involved in urban Y integraion,
hage

3B Are different urban management
et iplines involved in the 1.

definition of document’ integraion or linkage

d local) of stakeholders.

3.C Does the document envisage

stakeholders in
objectives/actions?
3.0 Does the document envisage .
i i i P p
2 fofficialparersiy
private and the s = officialparmerships.

implementation of ts abjectives/actions?
3.E Does the document provide any specific 2 WH
objective/actions related to the World 1. Wi butit i

2 ) W property.

bject

ON 4 - PARTICIPATION, DI

E AND COMMUNITY INVOL

4.A Does the document involve the 2
participation of different level of T
i ition of its actions?

particpa

i Stakcholders.
0. The document does na envisage any kind of stakeholders” artcipation.
3. The document ipation ofal stakeholders,
the definton of it acions.

4B Are different kind of stakeholders
involved in the definition of
objectives/actions?

2, paricipa pe
the defintion ofits actions.
the local communit

in the deiniton o is sctons.

0.

4Cls

ity involved in the

ts ations.
1 y its actions
0. The local community is o involved in the definition ofis actions.

RESULTS
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The importance of the role of the Municipality in the implementation of the Recommendation

on the Historic Urban Landscape. The case of CUENCA, Ecuador

|s“’5twdy,1\concelved as a new

way to«appra“twthe‘gonserva-

| “tion andiinterytentiop of Cuenca.
ty, taking int 'accﬂqnt that,its
s /l(ncludedﬁn

This project also alms to ela-
‘W:borate a avant guard ‘proposal
to base the futurejdévelop-
entfof Cuenca Clt¥ ﬁccor-

“ding to.its cultu?arval es.
)

Specific product: elaboration
of a methodology proposal ba-
sed on the HUL approach, as a

model for heritage conserva-

tion in other cities of Ecuador.

© Sebastian Astudilo

Questions socioeconomic gentrification
Gec:')graphy Besides the ones included in the Decla- LIRS
Environment ration, which are the heritage values of T o 9 architecture
the Historic Centre of Cuenca?
Other :I:l?:ents of N
2R Which are the elements that threat or ON
[ benefit the conservation of the cultu- Py . 4
‘ + ral heritage in Cuenca City? tourism Why it was it necessary to lack of
[ implement HUL approach in maintenance
Utb. How the cultural heritage of the city 2
rban can become a resource for the sustai- .
or threatened heritage
Urban Morpholo nable development of the Cuenca? mobility 5 o
{ P ov/ and traffic  “~ buildings

Citizens’ perceptions/

| How to understand in a collective wa:
social processes) &

Cuenca’s cultural heritage values and
conservation challenges ?

-_——
=

HERITAGE VALUES

© Karina Rivera, ]

Which are the strategies of the local
government that allow the sustainable
management of the the cultural and
natural heritage of the city in a sustai-
nable way?

Project: Reassessment of the Cultural and Natural Heritage of the city of Cuenca
from the strategies of sustainable development supported in the Recommendation
on the Historic Urban Landscape (PUH_C).

Goals

-New Patrimonial view (HUL city as a whole)
-Interdisciplinary
-Role of the citizen

Multidisciplinary Perspective

METHODOLOGY
PHASE 1: ANALYSIS:

STEP 1: MAP RESG? cé's\\

1. Territorial and urb, C,qhar
-Geomorphological analysi

-Environmental a [E 7 s
. l PR
-Normative analy, ¥
-Historical-cartographic'@nalysis ® 5
-Density of occupation and use anﬁs
-,

"y
2. Heritage character
-Anthropolpgvcal analysis
-Al:chaeologlcaﬂ ‘analysis’
-Econom\cactwmes 3
-Architectur:

3. eptions

-Image review//

-Cmen articipatio on
p AN

PUH_C Team

Despite the effort displayed
during the execution of the
Project, the lack of continuity
from the Municipality as well
as the scarce follow-up of ac-
tions, constitutes the main ris-
ks. To allow a permanence, The
Municipality as the institution
in charge of heritage manage-
ment in Cuenca should guaran-
tee the application of the Re-
commendation and, in specific
the actions resulted during the
Visionary Conference as the
result of the participatory pro-
cess. Likewise, it is Municipa-
lity's responsibility to use the
third and fourth tool proposed
by UNESCO, - Regulatory sys-
tems and Financial- in order

to implement step 6 form the
action plan, consisting on esta-
blishing local partnerships and
management frameworks and
to ensure the right develop-
ment of step 4 and 5.

PHASE 3: DEnTIFICATION OF LANDSCAPE
UNITS AND ELABORATION OF LANDSCAPE FILES ' {
ASSESSMENT 4

© PUH_C Team

real estate
investment

Building a research methodology for:

1.Asses the state of conservation of the city

5.Urban indicators

emigration and
immigration

abandoned modern
heritage in “El Ejido”

© PUH_C Team

proliferation of poor
contemporary

Six steps for implemeting Historic urban landscape
approach
MAP RESOURCES: natural, economic and human

REACH CONSENSUS ON WHAT TO
PROTECT: values and atributes

2.Identify the cultural values of the city (besides the
ones acknowledge by the 1999

ASSES VULNERABILITIES to
change and development

3.Identify the urban impacts that affect the cultural he-
ritage values of the city.

INTEGRATE THESE ELEMENTS in
the development plan of the city

4.Elaborate strategic guide for cultural heritage
intervention in Cuenca

PRIORITIZE ACTIONS for conservation and
development

ESTABLISH COMMUNITY ASSOCIATIONS and normative
and management framework

(UNESCO, 207; Veldpaus
et al, 2013)

pHASE 2: IDENTIFICATION OF CULTURAL VALUES AND ATTRIBUTES:

STEP 2: REACH CONSENSUS
STEP 3: ASSESS VULNERABILITY
~ What elements of the Historic Urban Landscape are

belng affected, specially in the field of design and ar-
chitectural heritage?

OUR IDEA FORCE IS: “We want a heritage,
alive, habitable and aware Cuenca”

* No alternative mobility * Assessment of architec-
tural object * Lack of knowledge * No management
models ¢ Poor relations with green space * Lack of

awareness * Economic resource
o
©PUr.C Team -

STEP 4:INTEGRATE IN URBAN DEVELOPMENT ‘ E 4 -,

FRAMEWORK and STEP 5: PRIORITIZE X - .

ACTIONS, RETURN OF INFORMATION TO THE * e P
COMMUNITY. VISIONING CONFERENCE

Proposals V. Proposals V. Proposals V. Proposals v
Historical Centre pe- |25 | Promotion of housing in |18 |Transport (mobility):= | 20 | Establish a compre- |19
destrian the historic center Quality public trans- hensive, inclusive
port, alternative trans- | | and interdisciplinary
port, reduced space normative that is.
for car continually asses-
sed, updated and
massively dissemi-
nated
Policies for Educa- |18
tion: Formal, Orga-
nizations, Church,
Business, Strategic
Partners

Proposals v
The revitalization of |17
public space through
the diffusion and so-
cialization of cultural
heritage activities

Holistic territorial 15 |Strengthen and create 13 [BIOLOGICAL PLAN- 17
planning. Citizen par- spaces of social inclu- NING (nurseries, bio-
ticipation Environ- sion with cultural activi- logical cadastre, citi-

mental protection. ties zen action, inclusion

Organization residen- and increase of green
tial use. areas)

To Develop clear he- |13
ritage management
policies, that allow to
document and to ac-
company the herita-
ge processes making
them viable but never
encapsulating them
Culture as an axis |10 | Generation of syste- |3
for development.n- | [matic and technical
terdisciplinary Dialo- | | processes for the
ques Social partici- registration of intan-
pationResearchand | | gible heritage
Documentation

Architecture takes |4 |Integration design with |15 | Alternative energy im- |6
advantage of climatic | |nature plementation
conditions

@

Profitability and social |3 |Raise awareness of chil- [13 [Industrial sector con-
diversity. Priority of dren trol
local resources

Propose new stages |2
of study in the city to
integrate archaeologi-
cal sites

Take advantage of the|2
resources offered by
archaeological sites

Conservation and reco- |9
very of typologies, in-
troducing new materials
and construction techni-
ques

Rethinking a mobility |3
system that allows con-
necting the cente
the rest of the city wi-
thout harming structu-
res and visuals

STEP 6: AGREEMENT BETWEEN MUNICIPALITY
OF CUENCA, UNIVERSITY OF CUENCA AND
WHITRAP.

Recognition and 1
strengthening (ur-
ban-rural)
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HUL Recommendation in action

Ecuadorian and worldwide urban management practices

PILOT CITIES: Application of the HUL Recommendation
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Cuenca in Ecuador, a HUL Recommendation implementation World Heritage (WH) and HUL Recommendation implementation Towards a learning process
Knowledge Civil Regulatory
rasing engagement Systems jecks 2

Stakeholders 10

Figure 1 & Table 1 show cities (wether or not on the WHL)
engaged on the implementation of the Recommendation
on HUL. Initiatives started in 2008 with special attention
on Community and academic involvement processes

Six-sep action plan
(UNESCO)
1Map resources

2Reach consensus
3 Assess vulnerability

4 Integration 2 Strengths
5 Prioritize actions X o v, Opportunities
6Establish partnershlps 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 202

—e—Forests Marine & Coastal —e—Cities —e—Cultural landscapes
Following the six-step action weaknesses
plan, strengths were found in Increasing number of WH properties surpasses the Threats

monumental spectrum and includes a much wider context
1052 properties on the World Heritage List (WHL)
814 Cultural, 203 Natural and 35 Mixed

the case of Cuenca. Necessary to:

* Evaluate in which stage of the HUL implementation cities are

An academy-driven process:
identification and interaction | Government Experts

between actors involved.

* Set proper objectives in every context
* Carry on an academic/government/expert driven

68% of the WHS classified: cities and cultural landscapes processes, depending on the site strengths.

Maria Eugenia Siguencia Avila

Universidad de Cuenca - Ecuador
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Addressing the interplay between preferences and the picturesque in

Historic Urban Landscape Approach Landscape Preferences Vs Photos on Flickr What is behind prefering or liking an illustration

Conceptual Framework
RELATIONALITY

Processes
Ecological
Cultural

C|

Spatial
strueture IR @l Cultural Values

VALORIZATION

Tangible &
intangible attributes

WHAT?
Cultural

values
WHY?
Cultural
Heritage

Valued by WHO?
Experts & decision
makers vs users
definition of
heritage

PARTICIPATION

Community
Empowerment

Cultural
Mapping

Local
Participation

ADAPTATION to change over time
City Level

Project Level

User Level

Historic Urban Landscape Assessment

Between preferences & the picturesque Tags include personal reflections, sentiments, and thoughts

Fishet Port Ind|
el Industrial Zone .——==

O Rail /
Station .=~

FLICKR: most posted photo
east preferred

Informal |
)Between 1947 1961 Settlement \\ |nternational
Fair

Between1961 1995

After 1995 ;:2"5 §
& ?
Zone under development ,@
a

Traditionall Undeveloped Zone
[OTIN . Main roads
Abu Ali River

\

FLICKR: lest posted photo ' FLICKR TAGS PREFERENCES

FIELD SURVEY: most representative photo of the cit
Form/ Physical Features Form/ Physical Features |[Literature
Historic Features Historic Features - —

RELATIONALITY '
Landscape Scenery Social Features
Natural Features Economic Features
Food | The essence of
the HUL
VALORIZATION
Social Practices Mood/ Feelings

PARTICIPATION Care/Neglect from authorities

FLICKR: second most posted photo FLICKR: medium sted photo - FLICKR: medium posted photo
FIELD SURVEY: second most preferred photo FIELD SURVEY: medium preferred photo FIELD SURVEY: medium preferred photo
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Authoritarian Modernism of Le Corbusier

¢ . @ e
@randgur .Global Influenc_n \
. Wodernism

A= AR A ZASEEET)

UNESCO World Heritage

| & Volumes

static|[horizontal |- Dynamic Vertic:

LEGEND FOR VISUAL SURVEY-FABRIC AND ITS COMPONENTS
AT

o v
| peeer || .
e Fo
[ _—
!mm@
— :
e

\ | Receding - Protruding

| i
] | {id
7
e i
N LN
> o e L e R
o | Immedble locatif a’ la Porte Molitar
nce
o/'
o . .
=)
E LY
o | |
o 2
10} ! =
o
ANA : 3 ——
S kL
© | |
~ 3 L
2 S O
j=}
< .
3 ’ L
C
Perspectile Modulor Geometric o

Statement

—

| E{HiWLL

e
Ao
Arianos - oaLL sl R |

SR ca Feen
Aivios bl iy | e

P
[t
1

EDIFLCES

Anu Singh, Tejasi Gadkari

{ 17 NOMINATED PROPERTIES IN TRANSNATIONAL SERIAL NOMINATION

Cite’ Fruge's, Pessac

Villa La Lac, Corseaux,
Switzerlan:

Spatial Dynamism

=1
N =
N
dison-deé la\Weissenhof, StuttgZi
vt PLons | saae gasmen

—

2 b Vi
niterd2 fation, e

‘ | || Fenestration Pattern | ]
o PN b

Majestic Pylons
Formalism

Capitol Gomplex, CHandigarh

« Sculptural Form as Crab shell

4

Nt
¥ -
. jCh Pe Dame
Trabeated Spatial Dynamism

Registered Member of Council of Architecture India, Associate member of Indian Institute of Architects
Council of Architecture India, Toronto Society of Architects, Canada

anusingh.cca@rediffmailicom, tejasi.gadkari@gmail.com



