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Abstract: Urban form is exposed to transformation through time. Its ability of adaptation rests 
on its characteristics. Cypriot refugee areas have come to life after the Turkish occupation of the 
island`s north. Though thoroughly planned, they have meanwhile undergone change on various 
levels and exhibit clear signs of robustness as they were able to withstand changing conditions 
and adapt to newly emerging needs. This ongoing adaptation rests not only on actions taken by 
the government but is also stirred by dwellers` activities who in a process of assemblage have 
reused certain components within the given frame. The outcome can, though, not always be con-
sidered as favourable as areas now also show signs of underuse, abandonment and degradation. 
This paper investigates criteria based on which urban robustness and resilience can be further 
reinforced. The study is grounded in a translation of the concept of critical practice into a critical 
approach to urban planning and design and applied to the specific case of a refugee area in Nico-
sia. A methodology is suggested that appreciates the potential of the existing urban morphology 
and derives quality of life from a micro perspective and a position of interiority.
 
 

1. Introduction

Critical practice questions the distinction between critique that is usually thought as being the-
oretical and passive and practice that is assumed as active and practical. Critical practice is, 
therefore, understood as practice based on a critical evaluation. For Foucault (1982) critique 
should be neither approving nor disapproving but rather anticipating the future. The limits 
of cognition could be overcome through the formulation of profound questions that guide the 
researcher towards a new practice. A critical practice in architecture is formulated by Rendell 
(2007) as investigative, self-reflective process that breeds new knowledge by questioning norms. 
As such it can support building resilience and guiding decision makers in the constant process 
of urban transformation. 

The Cypriot settlements of the displaced exhibit today clear signs of underuse, abandon-
ment and degradation. The change, though, concerns various aspects that do not only showcase 
negative development but also a positive resistance related to continuity of form that is up to 
changing circumstances and able to adapt to evolving needs. This condition of “long life/loose 
fit” is known as robustness, an important characteristic of resilience, that minimises the costs 
of urban transformation. These urban morphological characteristics of the Cypriot settlements 
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for the displaced that condition robustness are quite unique within the general Cypriot urban 
context and have not yet been examined. Therefore, an investigation is carried out based on 
several profound questions that are put forward. Which are the characteristics of the specific 
urban morphology that allow easy adaptation through time? Which of those are operative and 
which are latent and can be exploited in the future? 

Robustness, though, is just one characteristic of urban resilience, which describes the cyclical 
adaptation of the urban system in space and time. A resilient urban environment has the ability 
to withstand disturbances whilst remaining operational. The aspects of resilience are in the case 
of the Cypriot settlements for the displaced also not yet investigated. A set of questions is formu-
lated that guide the research. Which are the principles and the process of urban resilience, how do 
they operate and effect the urban environment? Which are effective and counter effective charac-
teristics of resilience that either foster or restrict a progressive urban development?

Critical practice also questions the oppression of citizens. Structures of power plan and design, 
hence, produce the urban environment. The individual is not able to participate in its formation 
but is solely restricted to its use and consumption. Liberated spatial practices can surpass prevail-
ing social codes and meaning and contribute to the development of a new identity. The Cypriot 
settlements for the displaced seem to be sunken into a deep slumber concerning citizens’ actions 
being visualised within their setting. Despite an obvious withdrawal of authoritarian power that 
opens up a wide field of opportunities, only few attempts of modest re-appropriation can be ob-
served. Therefore, current power relations are investigated and opportunities of active citizens’ 
engagement are revealed. Research questions look into how bridging of social capital, participa-
tion and motivation can be stimulated and lead to urban reformation. Specific focus is given to 
the relation between liberating intentions of experts and the real practice of residents.

2. Methodology

This paper uses a critical approach to urban planning and design and applies it to the specific 
case of a refugee area in Nicosia. The goal is to recognise the robustness of the settlements for the 
displaced in Cyprus, to harness this potential and to complement it by mechanisms of building 
further resilience. First, literature review is used to define urban robustness and to identify rele-
vant characteristics. The derived criteria are then used to analyse the planning of the settlement 
Strovolos III in Nicosia to reveal adaptations in space and time and their relation to urban robust-
ness. Then, other aspects of urban resilience are investigated and relevant criteria are deduced. 
In parallel, critical practice in urban design is outlined as a methodology to promote innovation 
and broken down into techniques. The results are applied to the case of Strovolos III in order to 
provide a valid approach that is capable of reinforcing urban resilience.

3. Analysis/discussion/ results

3.1. Cypriot settlements of the displaced

The Cypriot settlements of the displaced have come to life in the aftermath of violent conflicts 
between Greek and Turkish Cypriots. Violent acts in 1963 resulted in a first separation along the 
green line safeguarded by UN forces. The war in 1974 consolidated this separation and forced 
subsequently Greek Cypriots to live in the Cypriot Republic in the south and Turkish Cypri-
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ots under Turkish occupation in the north. The now internally displaced and homeless 200.000 
Greek Cypriots led to a sudden rise in population by one third and the urgent need for new 
housing (Τμήμα Πολεοδομίας και οικήσεως, 2011). 

Soon after, in 1975, first settlements with 500 to 1000 residential units for the displaced were 
coherently planned and quickly implemented by the Department of Urban Planning and Hous-
ing. The choice of location was based on common criteria. Affordable land was found outside 
the continuously built up urban fabric. For better access the settlements were aligned along 
the main road network. Proximity to existing industrial areas was thought to provide access to 
work places. A specific set of rules was also developed in relation to the planning and design 
strategy. Due to the precarious economic and housing situation the solutions needed to be fast 
and inexpensive. Main focus was on housing provisions but because of lacking integration into 
the existing urban fabric and infrastructure, the settlements were planned to work autono-
mously and a central area with shops and services was foreseen. A medium degree of urban 
density was chosen in order to reduce the amount of land use. A mix of row and apartment 
houses was considered as adequate and a variety of typologies were developed and implemented 
to cater for a certain degree of privacy and a variety of sizes, to prevent monotony and to ensure 
a convenient exposure to sun and light (Τμήμα Πολεοδομίας και οικήσεως. 2011). 

3.2. The settlement of the displaced Strovolos III, Nicosia

The settlement was planned in 1976 and located in the south of Nicosia, next to the motorway 
that connects Nicosia with Larnaca and Limassol. It is a monofunctional residential area with 
the exception of a central area in the north that consists of a small square, a small park with a 
basketball field and buildings that house shops and kafeneion on the ground floor and apart-
ments on the floors above. The area is accessible through a network of streets, a ring road that 
surrounds the area and many dead end roads that intrude into it. Through traffic is not allowed. 
All cul-de-sacs end in small squares which are linked via a network of pedestrian paths that link 
public open space and residential units. Small pocket parks are inserted in-between the row of 
houses or aligned along streets. The residential units are either provided in form of apartment 
or row houses. Six different typologies of row houses vary in size and floors. Three typologies 
expand only on the ground floor and offer either one or two bedrooms. Three typologies offer 
two floors with two to three bedrooms. All three apartment typologies expand over three floors 
and house between nine and fifteen residential units. The original plan also foresaw future de-
velopment that has never been realised. The central area was thought to be complemented in the 
future by a cafeteria and additional shops in the east. In addition, a church was foreseen in the 
west and a central square and a kindergarten south of the central area. 

A comparison between the original plan and the contemporary settlement reveals interim 
adaptions. Later annotations in the plan indicate that additional rooms were added to some of 
the row houses to expand them to either three or four bedrooms. Additional rooms were added 
to row houses as these were seemingly too small for larger families or not adequate for an age-
ing population. New apartment blocks were added south of the central area. The central area is 
nowadays only partially used and maintained. Many spaces dedicated to shops or services are 
vacant and the pedestrian area is lacking maintenance. The paving of paths that penetrate the 
residential area is also in a bad shape and often rendered inoperative. Some of the small squares, 
which were originally offering only a few parking spaces, are now to a large extent overtaken 
by cars. Due to the hot climate simple carports have often been built that organize the squares 
in regular forms of parking lots. Some apartment houses, that were planned with additional 
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parking, are missing it whilst elsewhere planned parking was formally built but expanded over 
all open space surrounding these apartments and using valuable space dedicated to human use. 
Sometimes parking also took over spaces originally planned as public green space or private 
front gardens. The linear pocket parks are also in a state of neglection and abandonment and 
lack aesthetic and recreational quality. Positive aspects, on the other hand, can be found in ad-
aptations by residents, who replaced certain components. Modest attempts of re-appropriation 
materialise in the reuse of vacant land, parts of linear parks and road green as fruit, vegetable 
or flower gardens.

3.3. Robustness of urban form

Robustness related to urban form describes its capacity for transformation. Robust spatial forms 
can adapt to changing needs or desires and retain their shape at the same time. The physical 
setting of an environment, when robust, bares several possibilities of use. The “effective” envi-
ronment is what has been made out of it at the specific time, while the “latent” environment 
refers to future possibilities which at that time have not yet come to the surface. In relation 
to that, Lynch (1965) argues that activities in public open space are changing in time. If public 
open space is formed according to the credo “form follows function” as demanded by Modernist 
design, then, a shift of activity would not be feasible without changing the form. In contrast 
to that, robust urban form can be described as “long life/loose fit” (Carmona et al., 2010) and 
renders costly urban redevelopment unnecessary. Lynch (1958) investigates the urban aspect of 
constant change and the increasing speed with which the changes are occurring. He highlights 
the difficulty to plan for contemporary needs while knowing that these will be soon subject to 
unpredictable change. His strategy to allow for adaptability concentrates on the provision of 
extra capacity and the zoning of land into fixed and fluid areas. Fixed areas would concentrate 
costly structure whilst fluid or transition zones would exhibit no-cost or low-cost characteristics 
and could, therefore, easily accommodate change. The definition of potential growth directions 
would, then, determine their spatial relation and allocation. 

The “effective” environment of the settlement for the displaced Strovolos III showcases the 
current state of adaptation. Effective, positive and negative transformations can be seen side 
by side. Negative transformations are mostly observed in public space. This ranges from vacant 
shops and neglected open spaces in the central area to neglected and abandoned pocket parks 
in-between the rows of houses. Concerning the obvious lack of parking spaces extra capacity 
was detected in public and private locations such as squares and green spaces, on the one hand, 
and private open spaces surrounding apartment houses and front gardens, on the other. Despite 
that the system has shown here the capability to adapt, these transformations are makeshift 
and negatively influence the use of space dedicated to social and recreational activities. Positive 
transformations concern private initiative in private and public space. With regards to the row 
houses it seems that, despite of the obvious density of this form of single family houses, solu-
tions to expand were found and applied. Other adaptions were also initiated by residents who 
re-appropriated parts of public open space. Some of these transformations showcase that the 
urban form bares robustness with regards to a shift from public to private initiative or to extra 
capacity found in zones that are considered as dispensable and have shifted functions, though, 
not with an entirely positive outcome. 

Previously revealed criteria of “long life/loose fit” are in the following investigated in or-
der to reveal the latent potential of robustness. As described above, functions that have been 
planned but were not realised manifest in vacant plots located around the central area. These 
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spaces provide the excess capacity demanded by Kevin Lynch. They could in the future house 
functions such as parking that have been falsely arranged on land valuable for other purposes 
such as private, recreational and public, communal space. But they are also valuable concerning 
uses that cannot be yet foreseen. In the meanwhile, they could be considered as fluid zones and 
used as a test ground for interim uses of low investment and high communal value. Fixed areas 
are definitely those that cannot be considered as obsolete. These include the residential in- and 
outdoor spaces as well as the road and path network. But, beyond the above described unused 
spaces that could obtain a fluid character, other areas have already proven to be flexible such 
as squares and public green spaces. Though of a big communal value, their edges could be to 
some degree considered as flexible. Limited excess capacity could, then, be provided to expand 
necessary functions and push edges inwards. This refers, especially, to the aspect of growth 
directions that indicate the location of excess capacity. With regards to the row houses this 
capacity can only be found on the ground at the two sides where buildings are not aligned or in 
form of additional floors above. This would, then, mean that residences for elderly, which need 
to offer ground floor accessibility, can only expand into the front or the back garden reducing 
the already small gardens further in size. In cases where those buildings are aligned along pocket 
parks a small part can be either dedicated as private garden or the entire area could be seen as 
open space shared by all direct neighbours in a more communal form. 

3.4. Urban resilience 

Robustness is just one aspect of urban resilience. Resilience is a concept that is widely used across 
disciplines and in relation to various aspects. The dominant concept of resilience was originally 
based on the characteristic of equilibrium. Other approaches that developed during the second 
half of the last century were ecological and adaptive resilience (Gunderson and Holling, 2002). 
The latter understands the urban environment as a complex and dynamic system in space and 
time that adapts in cycles. These cycles change between long, stable periods and short, instable 
intervals. An urban resilient environment stays functional and sound despite disruptions due to 
its capabilities of remembering, learning and self-organising. In contrast to the concept of equi-
librium resilience the system is not only potentially able to return to a balanced state but also to 
improve its performance through evolution (Sharifi and Yamagata, 2016).

Principles of urban resilience are adaptability, flexibility, foresight capacity and redundancy. 
Sharifi and Yamagata (2018, 2016) have also included other aspects such as diversity, modular-
ity, resourcefulness, efficiency, collaboration, agility, creativity, equity, and self-organization. 
Flexibility is understood as the offer of choice, hence, to use space in multiple ways without 
changing the form. This indicates that also diversity plays a role in form of a diversity of uses, 
users or modes of travel. It also refers to modularity where components are recombined, may 
it be the general urban components in the context of the overall neighbourhood or urban fur-
niture within larger modules, for example public open spaces. Adaptability, on the other hand, 
is known as the capability to accommodate change of use with few modifications that are easy 
achieved. It, therefore, also entails resourcefulness and efficiency, a responsible use of re-sourc-
es such as finances, material, manpower or time. Foresight capacity can provide additional 
space for expansion of existing uses or future uses that cannot be foreseen. Redundancy, on the 
other hand, concerns the components that are separate but fulfill similar functions. In case of 
failure of one, others can take over functions and provide reserve capacity so that the failure 
of one does not lead to the failure of others. In this regard maintenance is significant too as 
it is managing what has been already achieved and steering the process of gradual adaptation. 
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Collaboration of stakeholders and participation in decision making are crucial as they offer a 
more effective communication and a direct feedback, allow to mobilise resources and augment 
flexibility. A self-organised community takes over its own management that does not depend 
on a centralised authority nor resources but rather builds and reinforces networks. This drives 
agility as resources can be easier and faster mobilised which, then, also prevents a domino effect 
of failure accumulation. It also pushes creativity that bears innovation potential and the pos-
sibility to not only react but rather advance to a progressed state. It strengthens the transfor-
mational adaptability of the overall communal system and its related spatial form. Last, equity 
and sociability play a vital role. The first pursues social justice and a fair distribution that both 
safeguard a necessary, social balance. The second fosters the development and upkeeping of so-
cial networks as well as the sense of belonging and the motivation for participation. 

Whilst one of the principles of resilience, robustness and related aspects, can be found in 
Strovolos III, none of the others come to the surface. This is especially obvious concerning main-
tenance which with regards to public open space lies idle. This has a huge impact on the entire 
settlement as it counteracts a more effective resilience. It is, indeed, not only hindering progress 
but also constitutes a regress with regards to the original planning.

It also needs to be recognised that resilience is a process that evolves in stages. The system 
is exposed to a stress or shock which is absorbed before the system recovers. Both, shock and 
stress, are affecting the system and increasing its vulnerability and that of its components. But 
whilst a shock is a sudden event, stress is a slow, long-term development that turns into an ex-
treme event when the tipping point is reached. Initial resilience can be overcome by reforming 
and adapting towards a more resilient future. 

In the case of Strovolos III it is interesting to see that the national shock of division and 
displacement caused, in the first place, the existence of the settlements of the displaced. This 
bears an initial stress of up-rootedness that has not been sufficiently addressed. Due to the fact 
that residents were allocated to specific settlements along bureaucratic criteria and not based 
on their community of origin, previous social bonds with neighbours could not be success-
fully transferred. Such a social embedment could have relieved the traumatic experience and 
allowed for an easier and faster identification with the new environment (Michael and Vural, 
2018). The settlement was in its further course subjected to a stress, the slow development into 
a car dependent society. This exerted pressure on open space with regards to necessary parking 
spaces let to a gradual taking over of public and private open space initially dedicated to im-
portant social and recreational use. The earthquake that took place in 1999 and reached 5.8 on 
the Richter scale was another shock that the settlement was exposed to. In its aftermath the 
seismic adequacy of buildings was assessed, the damages repaired and the seismic safety up-
graded. As the residents of the settlement were slowly ageing, it became obvious that the build-
ings, single family and apartment houses, were not fitted to the restrictions of the elderly and 
needed to adapt to newly evolving needs. The most obvious problem was that elevators were 
missing. After 2007 lifts were gradually added to apartment houses. Though, for many elderly, 
who were living in row houses, the problem remained and needed to be solved on their own by 
adding accessible space on the ground floor supported, on request, by governmental financial 
assistance. Nowadays, the settlement is exposed to yet another stress, the issuing of title deeds 
as decided by the parliament in 2006. Ownerships are transferred to the displaced that are still 
living in the settlements based on specific criteria (Τμήμα Πολεοδομίας και οικήσεως, 2011). 
As a result, the community is in a new state of transformation from a homogeneous community 
of displaced for whom the government cares to a community that is increasingly independent 
and mixed. Today displaced that have not yet been granted ownership status live together with 
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displaced owners of their property and tenants or owners without refugee status who are late-
ly joining the community based on market prices. This transformation affects buildings and 
open spaces alike. Many inhabitants must now overtake responsibility for maintaining their 
property. The maintenance of public open spaces, on the other hand, is not yet clear according 
to verbal information provided by members of the town planning department and the munic-
ipality. So far the maintenance of public spaces was in the hands of the town planning depart-
ment but as the settlements are in the process of developing into ordinary neighbourhoods the 
obligation seems to pass over to the municipality. The transfer of control from a single regime 
to individual ownership is according to Jacobs (1992) also a positive development. She sees large 
settlements managed by one authority as the management of slow decline which due to missing 
capacity and stimulation lacks innovation and creativity. The process of ownership transforma-
tion also coincided with the shock of the economic crisis that accelerated in 2011 and affected 
the circulation of money and restricted financial resources. In the future, a new stress might 
surface in the case of reunification as nobody knows how many displaced will return back to 
their communities of origin. According to the official political position all refugees have the 
right to return (Hadjiyanni, 2002). Many displaced also stated in the past that they also long 
to do so. This might, potentially, lead to elevated numbers of vacancies and consecutive deteri-
oration of the social fabric and the visual appearance of the urban environment. It might also 
promote segregation due to a lack of residential units with a satisfactory, up to date, standard 
size for families. 

After all, resilience is also a cyclical learning process with regards to faults. Mistakes that 
were made have a negative impact and are recognised in a first step. This is followed by at-
tempts of repair which, in the best case, have a positive effect. When the system starts to mal-
function again this cycle is repeated. Such a development is characterised by repair rather than 
replacement. It is according to Alexander (1987) most effective if it is gradual, occurring over 
a longer period of time and in a small scale. But, it is not just about following up mistakes that 
were made in order to return to a balance but rather to develop visions that steer the develop-
ment and enhance performance through evolution. 

3.5. Critical practice

For Rendell (2007) a critical practice in architecture is an investigative, self-reflective process 
that generates new knowledge by questioning norms. For her this is best achieved through in-
terdisciplinary practice where experts from different fields share a common interest. Innovative 
practice would, then, come to the surface through the paring of diverse ideas and perspectives. 

For Adorno (1972), a member of the Frankfurt School, citizens are oppressed through poli-
tics, economics, culture and materialism. The individual is part of a system that cannot be con-
trolled. Only the desire to change the world based on self-reflectivity can liberate the individ-
ual and lead to innovative practice. Similarly, Michel de Certeau (2011) differentiates between 
producers, structures of power or institutions, who plan and design the environment and the 
individual, who does not have the power to participate in the formation but solely acts in the 
given environment and is, therefore, considered as consumer. For Dovey a critical architecture 
“destabilize(s) the field of architecture, its boundaries, identity formations and reproductive practices” 
(Dovey, 2007). He demands to mediate spatial representations, spatial practices and communi-
ty identity to overcome existing social codes and meaning that could lead to the formation of 
a new identity. This is also confirmed by Foucault for whom architecture can be beneficial “… 
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when the liberating intentions of the architect coincide with the real practice of people in the exercise of 
their freedom” (Foucault, 1982, p. 434). 

Similar to the mating of ideas in interdisciplinary collaborations the bridging of social cap-
ital can foster innovation. Bourdieu (1986) defines social capital as capital that is collectively 
owned by a group and its members. Through sharing and discussing knowledge, interests and 
concerns common denominators can be identified and future scenarios can be co-created that 
would ideally lead to the generation of new intellectual capital. But social capital is also linked 
to social norms and individual economic interests which can result in domination. It is there-
fore necessary to install balancing mechanisms such as temporary networks and organisation 
principles of structuring, coordination and communication (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998). 

Community development is a process that is steered by initiative and participation by the 
very members of the community. The goal would then be to invite people to think about their 
build environment, its opportunities and challenges, and to exchange and discuss desires and 
needs as well as ideas how to use opportunities in a way that benefits the community. Looking 
back at Adorno`s (1972) view of citizens as consumers it is necessary to see how citizens can be 
motivated to become active, take control and change their environment based on self-reflec-
tivity. Personal motivation can be promoted in two ways, extrinsic and intrinsic motivation. 
The first is based on rewards and sanctions that can be monetary, or material or as in the case 
of a community development project related to the improvement of quality of life. The second, 
though, could catalyse motivation and the sense of community through pleasure in contribut-
ing to a common good and proudness in what is achieved (Alford, 2002). Other motivational 
factors are the relatedness to people`s life and interests, the prospect of positive transformation, 
feasibility in relation to time and effort and the ease of involvement (Wagenaar, 2007). Last, 
people need to be convinced that they are competent or can develop competency in the process 
through learning supported by an interdisciplinary team of experts and an adequate method-
ology (de Graaf et al., 2015). 

An adequate tool for cooperative urban design is the Design Charrette. A variety of stake-
holders with a background in practice as well as citizens are invited to a workshop that is lim-
ited in time and happens on site (Condon, 2007). It facilitates the sharing of knowledge and 
interests between participants and fosters creativity and work flow. Knowledge in this sense, 
then, does comprise all forms of knowledge, the rational as well as the intuitive and emotional. 
In the process that evolves among members of the team tacit knowledge comes to the surface 
(Polanyi and Sen, 2009). Several stages of brainstorming, survey, discussion, formulation of 
alternative concepts and evaluation conclude in a final representation communicated via well-
known, easy to be used and communicable techniques of drawing, mapping, collaging or mod-
elling (Girling et al., 2006). As motivation is also steered by achievement in relation to quality 
of life and not only by contributing, it is important that concepts are followed up by direct im-
plementation. While implementing, possible scenarios can be verified in test runs and support 
a cycle of designing, testing, evaluating and adapting. 

Till now such a participatory approach has not yet taken place. The project Refugee Camp 
ran in 2017/18 in form of a collaboration of practitioners and citizens aimed at an innovative 
approach to stimulate urban life and looked in parallel into spatial and social aspects but only 
for a limited time and without getting to the heart of real, participatory practice. It is, there-
fore, suggested that a participatory process is initiated that looks into aspects of resilience and 
robustness. Its main goal should be to link and guide residents towards a self-driven creative 
process combining social capital and man power. This could enable them to take control of the 
implementation of their very interests and concerns and determine a common and resilient 



A Critical Approach to Urban Resilience 577

future. An effective participatory process thrives upon balance, a focus on the members of the 
community, a limited number of specialists from different disciplines and the involvement of 
an expert in participatory methods. Further critical aspects are emphasis on facilitation, mo-
tivation, inclusion, and effective communication as well as collaborative implementation. A 
more detailed discussion of criteria can be found in Smarter together: towards a collective smart-
ness on the neighbourhood scale via technology and beyond (Zippelius, in press).

4. Conclusion

The Cypriot settlement of the displaced Strovolos III is characterised by a robust and resilient 
urban morphology that proved to be capable to adapt within its 45 years of existence to various 
changes, may it be stresses or shocks. These adaptations, though, are not always ideal nor are they 
exploiting the latent potential of robustness and resilience. 

The present investigation of the settlement of the displaced Strovolos III has investigated this 
latent potential and identified urban morphological characteristics of robustness. Furthermore, 
principles of resilience and their effect on the urban environment were elaborated in relation 
to shocks and stresses that the settlement was exposed to. These do not only refer to urban form 
but also to power relations with regards to who should be engaged in the active shaping of the 
urban environment. It is not only showcasing this latent potential but also a specific method-
ology and relevant tools to address this potential.

The appropriateness of such an approach is, on one hand, rooted in shifting power relations 
from government to municipality which surface in the obvious lack of maintenance of public 
space and reveal a current power vacuum. Many small attempts of re-appropriation and care 
for the environment are, on the other hand, nourishing the author`s believe that residents are 
mature to take their concerns in their own hands. Such an approach also seems to be in due 
course concerning recent, perpetual, social and demographic shifts and the increasing hope for 
a political solution to be found.
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