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RECONNAISSANCE
INTERPRETATION

2005/10/26 14:52




ANALYSIS
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SYNTHESIS:CONSENSUS
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SYNTHESIS: COORDINATED




SYNTHESIS: DEBATE

2005/11/01 22:54 —




APPLICATIONS

2005/11/02 18:12




LOGISTICS

2005/11/03 19:11




TRANSLATIONS

ULk 1/038 22:22




PARADIGMS

THE FOX THE HEDGEHOG
Primacy of the
Single Idea




STUDENT COMMENTS

 During the first few days | was completely

confused about the way the italians thought
about the project and in general. | was trying
through their words (as long as they were In
english) to understand what they thought about
the study area and how deeply they got to know
it. | knew It would be hard for them to do it in

such a few days and | was really afraid that
they wouldn't understand what is going on in the
basin and its problems.




STUDENT COMMENTS

* | was surprised by the fact that day by day they

discovered the facts, problems and where
they apply, just by discussion and observation. It

seemed to me that they knew that there is, or

there always is, an existing framework,
a bunch of problems in all similar areas and

cases, repeated everytime in a different
places, with different symptoms.




STUDENT COMMENTS

e Although it was hard to communicate, not
only because of the language, but also

because of a different way of
thinking, it worked out very well. |

believe that they are too general when
they discuss about urban problems,

because it first point they try to apply
this framework no matter if it can be
applied or not, like a stereotype.




STUDENT COMMENTS

« |talians have a very theoretical approach, or
better they spend too much time on it, but it always
leads them somewhere, ... americans ... have
a more practical approach. They go straight

to the point of interest, to the heart of the problem.
| believe that this applies not only on the specific project,
but it comes from the different way of thinking and
culture in general. So it was very interesting to work in
such a way, where diverse views are combined, mixed
together and finally have a successful result.
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NATIONALII AND REGIONAL FORECAST

FUNDAMEN OF THE PROJE‘CT

Masterplan with
projectual attitude

cranarin

uvuliiivo

DIFFERENT
TYPES

OF
ANALYSIS

STRENGHTS /
WEAKNESSES OF
CINCINNATI BASIN
STATEMENT AND

GENERAL

OBJECTIVES

PROJECTUAL
SIMULATIONS
BEST PRACTICES

The planning diagram




social perception
and perspective
for the study area

proiect image
which considers
people’s needs

territorial
dynamics acting
on the study area

understand the
territory in all its
dimensions




PLANNING PROCESS

SCENARIO

VISION
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OBJECTIVES

MULTI NODAL
REGION MODEL
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ACTIONS
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RECONNAISSANCE AND
ANALYTICAL FORMS

OBSERVATION DATA
SUBJECTIVE OBJECTIVE







SECTION I

SECTION II

SECTION I11

SECTION IV

SECTION V

SECTION VI
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perceptions and
feelings people have
about the community
they live in

Interviews

relationship with
environmental and
Infrastructural dominant
elements

social relationships
between every district
and the neighboring
ones




+ I'd like more parks and

recreational centers for children . .

» | hope toget drug dealers off =4[ - like least the drugs and trush

He lee , « | want more employment

opportunities
« Keep trash.picked up
* We need jobs, meie money and
caring

* Not enough street lights
* Crack down on the diug
dealers and the shooting
among each other

_ ' 1 « There are troublemakets from otlier areas-
* | don't like crime drugs
* We need economic development, a « Not enough police 100 offset driig deals
small business el s «We need more police and lower speed limits
* To improve guality of life it's 1 » More greenspace and parks

necessary run the city with less ' « We need to improve air quiality
politics

« Railroads are loud and scary

« \We would make cincinnati a cleaner place

« Mill Creek stinks, and is dirty and bad forus

* We need more parks where kids can play

safely

= L will get rid of a lot of drug dealers

« There seems to be no law
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People’s th'()_"ught
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TERRITORIAL STRUCTURE




WORKSHOP PATHOLOGY
SYNTHETIC FORMS

INTERVENTIONS INTERVENTIONS
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Project / Program

Harbor

Residential area

¥ >tors

MCWC Greenway Commitee
US Army Corps of Engineers

The Riverfront Advisory Council
Private investors and developers

Various developers

Objectives




THE CULTURAL STREAM
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*Variety
*Quantity
*Speed
*Dynamic
*Selective

«Comprehensive
*Coordinated
«Strategic

e[ndividual
Random
*Synthetic

Coordinated
«Strategic

eIndividual
Polemical
Reactive

*Negotiated
Consensual

eIndividual
*Selective
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