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ABSTRACT: Modern cities comprise of a colourful amalgam ofges, scents, sounds and
pendulous feelings of diversity. They are no lomgatms of homogenous communities. On the
contrary, the modern metropolis exists only throuigh heterogeneity and its patchwork
character; a patchwork that consists of people,rgag different cultures, social backgrounds,
desires and ways of life. “The city is the placeevehstrangers meet” and it is where we
experience the most the coexistence and overlapgfingltural elements. Totally unique persons
frame in their own way the city’s public space. yia@e the ones that “create” the city; thus
altering a city automatically results in alteringe lives of its inhabitants. Through this essay we
take a deeper look into the aspect of diversitptlgh the example of migrating populations in
Athens and at the same time, we are suggesting strostural-designing proposals about the
way in which the current fragmental cityscape cacdme a whole, without losing its sense of
diversity and multicultural background.

KEYWORDS: city inhabitancy, acceptance of diversity, migrgtipopulations, immigrants’
settlements, urban design.

URBAN SPACE AS THE FIELD OF EXPRESSION

Urban space constitutes a social treaty; it doé®xist as something independent,
separate from its residents. After all they are dhes that define it, form it and
eventually change it, through their social relasiothe way they live, the way they
walk throughout the cityscape and inhabit it. Tene, every representation of
space constitutes a social entity. It is, in otlerds, the result of a mesh of actions
and interactions, among the individuals that inb@biSpace becomes the field of
expression of different wishes, desires and expeeig every one of which can
exist only through the other and only to the extdwdt it is being spatially
communicated to others via its creative expressibms is more accurately
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described in Fairbairn’s work with the term "empdthcontrasting with the term
"sympathy". "§mpathy constitutes a sentimental reaction, diegxt not able to be
controlled, which overwhelms the individual when ihegines himself being
involved in a situation that someone else expeesn(...) Empathy, on the other
hand, constitutes the ability that one can build inphis course of life, or an
attitude of life, which can be used in the effofttloe individual to approach
mentally, and comprehend other individuals, witiganel to situations which he
experiences, as well as the memories or the semisniieat he has.(...) Empathy is

often described as" the ability to see the worlthwhe eyes of others "(...]1].

The way, therefore, that space acquires a meanm leecomes perceptible,
depends directly from the “Other Person” and thg wawhich the latter inhabits
urban space. In logical consequence and by borgvanthis point, the terms of
psychoanalysis, we can note that the meaning afesdapends completely of the
inhabitants’- or wanderers’ for that matter- peedofantasy and fundamental
desire. "Creation is the rewording of a personal elemenaicode comprehensible
by other persons»2]. Provided that, what is created in space, nfities of
relations, the inclinations of each one, set digoway in which one inhabits space.
Because of the productive and self bearing charadtéhese inclinations, each
action of the individual in the social space isngeiormed in a unique way. In this
way, space becomes the field of expression of itefipotential experiences and
meanings, depending each time on the subject -hwbiojects elements on the
material reality that constitute it and thus shapesand the field of report of
spatial interpretations.

The space in which this expression of potentialeeigmces takes place more
intensely, is the city and more emphatically thedera metropolis, which manages
to assemble in its core an abundance of uniquermnsiiies, social classes and
accordingly separate personalities, every one othvibears its own engraved
inclinations and wishes.

THE CITY AS A PLACE WHERE STRANGERS MEET

Cities, and in extension every architectural coegtis being formed by a large
number of things: memories, desires, all as elesnaginan imaginable - mental
language. They constitute places of exchange. labere each one can claim his
social ambitions, investigate the possibilities tihe public realm offers throughout
the interactions it includes."The city is made by the proportions of meterstof i
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extent and by the events of its past. It revealhiaracter through its different
moments, its pictures. The city however does naaldts past, it includes it as the
lines of a hand, written in the corners of stredkse blinds of the windows, the
handrails of each stairwell (...) each piece engravedts turn, with scratchings,

sewings, notches, violent blows3"].

The city is mainly the place where one can convath strangers. After all, as
Sennett mention&the city is the place where strangers medf: There, where
people, can get acquainted and coexist, withouessarily knowing personally
each other, but even so, there where people cagr g fruit of public space and
public life. Everyone rewrites the city through thay he lives in it. (De Certeau).

The inhabitancy of cities is defined
by time and space relations and takes
place in two levels: inhabiting public

| space and inhabiting private space.
These two levels are distinguishable,
not only because of their theoretical
character, but more because of the
social behavior that they indicate and
the commodities they offer to the
person living in the city. In the
private realm, people seek the
2 & ® sentiment of protection, safety,
|nt|macy and famlllarlty, whlle in the publlc realthey seek for the sentiment of
cooperation, of togetherness, of co-action and rabstl the feeling of common
course. Harmonious and balanced existence of ttvesespheres of inhabitancy,
form strong societies and powerful political lifa.modern cities, these two levels
of inhabitancy, tend to define one another, leadimg way to feelings of lack of
cohesion, search of intimacy outside the privatdmeand fear against anything
different that enters without warning inside therow, after all, sphere of public
space. Using Sennett’'s words once mor€primon sense suggests that, the
replacement of city streets and squares as soelatlers by suburban living rooms
might have something to do with an increased aligorpn questions of sélf5].
During one’s wandering in the cityscape, randongritants of space and time
come in contact (Walter Benjamin). The residentursable to conceive and
comprehend the Heterotopias that he meets alongv#tye[6]. One is called to
translate public space, which no longer fulfills #ocial aim, but on the contrary is
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characterized by neutrality, blandness and monotstnget walls faced in sheets of
plate glass, highways that cut off poor neighbodsorom the rest of the city,
dormitory housing developments, lifeless squargs Y¥hat is characteristic of our
city-building, is to wall off the differences betem people, assuming that these
differences are more likely to be mutually threatgnthan mutually stimulating

[8].

ABOUT VARIATION

The production of innumerate variations is an ier@taracteristic of life. Thus the
process of inhabitancy, which is by definition ar@rgetic process of give and take,
is based on the familiarization of forms and the&eptance of variation and

difference. After all, as we have already mentionihe@ city is the place where

strangers meet and where variation constitutesrédaty of reception and meeting
of strangers in the city. In the societies of modenetropolis, variation gives

meaning to the behaviors of the residents and eftheir integration in each

social group. It springs throughout the individ@ad reveals the collective and
unique experiences and memories that it carriees@memories intertwine with

the memories of city and define it as a field ofitigtions, as a threshold between
wishes and achievements.

The citizen of today’s metropolis is called to depe live and claim his personal
desires in this complex heterogeneous environniemtearn how to accept, live
together with and act jointly with the “Other” -tllgferent- regardless of his social
status or origin, religion and cultural backgroueden when the meeting with the
“Other” becomes obligatory, because of unexpechetbfs, as for example in the
case of immigration.

ATHENS OF THE IMMIGRANTS

A walk in the centre of Athens, round Omonoia Squam a Sunday morning, Iis
enough in order to realize how many different nalagroups the city gathers in its
core. A soundfull crowd that has debouched in theets and inhabits the city in its
own unique way. An animated colorful crowd, coniras the grey central
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cityscape, its pollution, the high rise buildingsdathe sea of cars. A crowd that
alters the urban landscape through its social rooltectiveness and its vivid
character. A crowd comprising of people that caonhis city in order to live; not
to hide. Zinonos, Sokratous, Menandrou Street, K&stargio, Keramikos,
Botanikos, Agios Panteleimonas and so many moréraieregions of Athens,
compose a network — a patchwork - of intense multticalism and inhabitancy of
the city.

Half the immigrants of Greece (about
800.000 are officially registered) live in
Attica. Of them, 40% lives in the
municipality of Athens; in the heart of
the modern metropolis. Around squares
and railway stations’ districts, in
basements and lower floors of poorly
preserved blocks of flats, in old low rise
buildings of former immigrants, in
illegal constructions, in devastated
factories, mixed with the locals (they
constitute 19% of the total population of the muywatity of Athens) and
simultaneously coiled in a maze of neighborhoodthegang many different
nationalities {he above numbers and facts are mentioned hereheg Wwere
presented in the study held (2005 - 07) by a sfieteam of the sector of Urban
planning - Land planning of NTUA A lot of Nationalities coexist in the
neighborhoods of the immigrants. One can find amdbnce of commercial shops
with foreign signs, places of religious adoratiord aneetings, Internet cafes, call
centers, they all constitute multicultural spaceberg, however, remains a
significant number of local inhabitants, reversthg affair about the creation of a
"ghetto" area and social exclusion. Athens did“eehd" the immigrants in isolated
regions; on the contrary it retained them in céntity districts. In this way
immigrants accomplish to claim a place in the paidhe and social sector; even in
a superficial way, as the acceptance of migratiogufations is not always taken
for granted and they constantly live under thesstraf the residence permit. Even
when they have been born in Greece, as immigrdreaeamnd or third generation,
they are still called to renew their residence peqmer regular time intervals.
Which literally means renew the permit to live metcountry where they where
born (!). This stress is translated partly in sbt@ar and feelings of reserve from



the side part of the immigrants, as well as fealinflevitation and temporariness,
since they conceive how ephemeral their residamtas city and country can be.

For this reason the immigrants, in their majorgglect to inhabit the city, not
closed up and protected inside their private "safelce, but outside in the streets,
the neighborhoods, the city squares. They have dwortlis city searching for
better conditions of living, seeing it as a thrddhas the first step of entering in
Europe. As the place that can offer to them worbney and a better future. All of
them however, hope to return to their homeland dag They plan to have a
temporary stay in the land of promises and lateetorn to their homeland, having
accomplished to gather the money needed for a cwrdortable life. Thus, their
way of life leads them outside their home, outsiteeformally established space of
privacy and protection. They inhabit the publiclmgaas its public character
imposes: shaping social relations and forming theam environment through the
way they move, through the way they
live. This way appertains to that of
the “nomad”, the one that is in
constant movement and translocation,
the "anti-architect" that forms space
via his movement in it. Whose
movement brings temporary results,
constructinga "map the geography of
which constantly alters and deforms
in time because of the movement of
the observer and the constant change
of space itself9].

The way of the immigrant’s inhabitancy of the cdgn be better comprehended
through the concept of nomadism, as well as thenmngagiven to space during
crossing it and wandering in it. More specificalas one forms it via his public
entanglement in it. The possible translations &edviewing point of public space
changes through the altering inhabitancy in it,netreough this does not produce
materially constructed space. Simply the naturak@nce of people in the urban
landscape alters its cultural meaning and accolgsgace itself. "Space appears
to be an active pulsating subject, an autonomousdgcer of affections and
relations. It is a living organism with its own daater, a counter-part with
shifting moods, with which it is possible to estbla relationship of mutual
exchange[10]. The given process of translation of urbardErape applies for any
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situation of entanglement in urban space. It is édwgw better understood in the
case of the immigrant’s inhabitancy, as he alteosenactively and obviously the

landscape of the city, because of his uniquenessritrast to the local resident and
his own form of inhabitancy.

ABOUT INHABITANCY AND CITY PLANNING

The cultural variation and more intensely the galtwariation of immigrants, raise
questions of territorial treatment, in modern medties, since, the way the later
spreads and the rhythm of its growth, make it clifti to take under consideration,
during city planning, this specific element of humraature. There is an urgent need
for the regions where migrating populations liveavoid the formation of ghettos,
to confront the matters of fear from the side & tbcal residents, as well as the
feeling of temporariness from the side of the immaigs because of the way in
which they inhabit the city.

At this point we should highlight the fact thatethvay local residents see the
immigrants, is under constant alteration and deperd numerous factors. Thus,
any observation cannot be easily generalized fertdkal of the city’s population.
This happens because of the fact that first oftalepends on subjective criteria
and second because the "face" of the immigrant doeslways strike the same.
The way people see legal and illegal immigrantgppe coming from Eastern
countries and the Balkan Peninsula or people confiomh the Northern and
Western countries, is totally different. Howevdre tway immigrants are faced,
depends, mainly, on the level of threat that thaysttute for the local resident of
the city. Quoting the words of the writer and jaalist Gazmed Kapllani, being an
immigrant himself in Athens from Albania!'(...) that's when the real problem of
the immigrant begins, when others cannot see irfadts the marks of misery and
suffering, when he ceases to be pathetic and diffefrom them and begins to
behave in a very familiar way, as if he is indeédh@me. The real problem of the
immigrant begins then, when he claims being equadl (They can tolerate metics
my dear, when they are observers and guests, bytdty out loud when they start
to strike them as co-tenants.[11].

The territorial changes that are caused to the fofnthe city, by the way
immigrants inhabit it, either when it is done i tbentral regions of the city having
an incorporating character (as it happens in thdareeof Athens), or in outer
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regions forming no man’s lands (in smaller citiesd an the periphery, near
settlements and the national road network), resutbrming a discontinuity to the
identity of space in the first case and to itsdtite in the second. This way the
perception and the experience of space gets margleg, since fragments of
different identities are added to the already rdiritensional character of the city;
fragments which the residents are called to trémsta comprehend and in the end
accept, as pieces of the urban web.

The way in which space is translated and become=peble, is in direct relation,
first of all to the subjective characteristics atch person, his experiences, the way
in which he inhabits space and second to the stralctharacteristics of space
itself. In other words, the way in which it is pled and constructed, in
combination with the complexity of human perceptioreate an image of the city,
which gathers the same amount of subjective andectbg criteria. The
interpretation of the surrounding environment,atally different for the one who
lives permanently in the city and crosses it freglyeand the one who simply
wanders in it for the first time. The perceptionsphice however and the mental (or
not) shaping of it into a single-cohesive entitgpdnds directly on the way in
which it is designed. Therefore, apart from theauidable social education that is
required, from the side of the permanent residéme city, so that he can accept
the new migratory structures and surpass feelifigisreat and racism, what is also
required, is the correct planning of these strasuhrough optical models, in order
to create a model that results in a cohesive intdghle city; a city able to greet
each and every variation. A city that would allawvts resident, to function inside
its environment to the desirable degree, to fedé;sthat would be open to
regulations and changes, so that the resident He®pportunity to alter it and
express himself inside it and finally, a city thabuld have a communicable
structure to all the unique individuals that inhabi

Nevertheless, an exterior intervention to the immamgs’ way of inhabiting the city
would not be legitimate. This means the transfertloéir communities in

environments that do not correspond, neither esptasir own way of life, but the
one of the city in which they migrate, or even thigstallation in proper but
socially insufficient residences as far as theiywé life is concerned. Examples
throughout urban history have shown that, effortsinbegration of migratory

populations in the way of inhabitance of the coynbey migrate to, have failed
and have caused more problems than the ones thveyadta@omplished to solve.
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The way in which the urban planning has to treat thrritorial needs of

immigrants, is with respect to their uniqueness undughout an effort to create a
homogenous city, so that it can easily constituerganism and be immediately
perceptible so much to the permanent resident) #set one that comes to live in
this city for the first time (immigrant), or forsmall amount of time (tourist). And

this because the easily perceptible city, promtitedife inside it, is rendered as a
familiar image and it is transformed into a fieldl ioexhaustible choices and
possibilities.

The homogenization of certain regions
of the city is achieved through the
continuity of her elements and the
simultaneous awareness of
discontinuity of the elements outside it.
By this we mean elements such as the
type of the buildings, their style, the
continuity in color, material, texture,
scale, lighting or even the planting. The
more these elements coexist in layers,
the more unified a region appears and
the better it forms its thresholds. Of course, oaitg level, each region has to
module also its relation to the neighboring regiassa "seam" and no as a limit
[12]. This way we result in relations of paralldagement (regions that coexist
autonomously), visibility through (regions that bew perceptible the one through
the other), relations structured linearly (segnegabf regions by a main artery) or
through nodes, courses and smaller regions.

At the same time, during the planning - designinacpss, one needs to be prudent
in regard to the danger of sterile production ofmbgeneous landscape, which
consumes itself only to serve its homogeneity aavés absolutely outside from
the planning process the matter of acceptance oiatian-difference, that
constitutes an innate element of cities. The eity,matter how homogenous and
continuous it may appear, it should include thecepn of heterogeneity, both in
the way in which it is drawn, as in the way in whit is experienced. The city is
not built for one person, but for a great numbergp@ople, of widely varying
backgrounds, temperaments, occupations, and cfags. analysys indicate a
substantial variation in the way different peoplegamize their city, in what
elements they most depend on, or what form qusldie most congenial to them.
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The designer must therefore create a city whicasisichly provided with paths,
edges, landmarks, nodes, districts as possibléy avbich makes use of not just
one or two form qualities, but all of them. If sttifferent observers will all find

perceptual material which is congenial to their quanticular way of looking at the
world. While one man may recognize a street byitsk pavement, another will
remember its sweeping curve, and a third will henaated the minor landmarks
along its length.

Focusing on the issue of homogeneity in the caseigfating populations, we can
say that the city, through its planning has to kecgived as multiple layers of
different but not contradicting elements. In thiaywthe immigrant, and any other
resident of city, has the chance to translatedtse it as he pleases, based on time
and his personal background. It constitutes a sysipen to changes, open to
difference. The street is simultaneously transfalieethe way to reach from one
point to another, a place of meeting and sociaheyaitg, a place of commercial
transactions or a place of work; all of the abovghout affecting the form of the
city and her cohesive image that separates it frenneighboring regions, or even
from other cities.

TO CONCLUDE

The complexity of the modern city requires itsiterial continuity and at the same
time it includes a great charm: the opposition aagiation of each separate
individual that lives in it. The city is not buifor one and only person, but for a
large number of persons with a wide spectrum ofkipaninds, idiosyncrasies,
occupations, origins. They organize the city, detke points that will constitute
their points of report, points that assemble foand qualities that correspond to
their own unique character. For this reason, ttsggder of the city has to create an
organism that will assemble an abundance of qasjilways based on given roots
and main handlings, which ensure the cohesiverfabg @ityscape.

In the modern complex democratic society, exisbtaolf interrelations that the
architect is called to harness and define. To réee social isolation, support
individual progress and promote the constantly deoeng communication
between different social groups. When an urbandeapke is defined by a powerful

optical spectrum and includes an abundance of engi@ments, then the way of
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experiencing it becomes easier, more encouragidgnare seductive. Especially
in an era that people change their place of resel@more often than ever, moving
from region to region, from city to city, from camnto country - seeking for better
living conditions - , the sense of familiarity aadceptance of difference, that the
new place where they arrive will provide them, gagven greater value and is
reduced to a necessary component of the moderopodt.

[1]

[2]

[3]
[4]
[5]
[6]
[7]
[8]
[9]
[10]
[11]
[12]

Fairbairn, Gavin J. (2002),Ethics, Empathy and Storytelling in Professional
Development,

Report: School of Care Sciences, University of Glegan.

Sideris, Nikos (2006)Architecture and Psychoanalysis: Fantasy and mariufa,
Athens: Futura

Italo, Calvino (2003)The invisible citiesAthens: Kastanioti

Sennet, Richard (1993Jhe Fall of Public manFaber and Faber

Sennet, Richard (1993Jhe Fall of Public manFaber and Faber

Foucault, Michel (1967), Lectur@f other space€l967), Speeches and In writing
Sennet, Richard (1992)he conscience of the Ey&.W. Norton & Company

Sennet, Richard (1992)he conscience of the Ey&.W. Norton & Company

Carreri, Francesco (2002)alkscapesGG

Carreri, Francesco(2002)alkscapesGG

Kaplani, Gazmed (2006pmall timetable of border#thens: A.A.Livani

Lynch, Kevin(1990)The image of the cityrhe MIT Press

11



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Italo, Calvino (2003)The invisible citiesAthens: Kastanioti

Kaplani, Gazmed (2006gmall timetable of border&thens: A.A.Livani
Sideris, Nikos (2006),Architecture and Psychoanalysis: Fantasy and
manufactureAthens: Futura

Bachelard, Gaston (1982)he Poetics of spacéthens: Hatzinikoli

Beal, Jo (1997)A city for all. Valuing difference and working widiversity
London: Zed Books Ltd

Carreri, Francesco (2002)alkscapesGG

Lynch, Kevin (1990)The image of the cityrhe MIT Press

Sennet, Richard (1993Jhe Fall of Public manFaber and Faber

Sennet, Richard (1992)The conscience of the Ey&/.W. Norton &
Company

WEBSITES

http://www95.homepage.villanova.edu/timothy.kirkies,%20empathy%20
and%20storytelling.pdf

http://gr.scips.eu/subjects _and_challenges/psygyfiiey empathy gr.html
http://www.scribd.com/doc/9695735/MICHELFOUCAULT-
http://metaxourgeio.wordpress.com/2008/02/19/medimsa

12



