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O1 dnuoéoiol-eAeUBEPOI XWpPOI, KOIVA ayadd
‘Eva Mapko yia 6Aoug oto EAANVIKO

EkdnAwoeig oto EAANVIKG Mepitrrepo oTnv 15n MievaAe ApXITEKTOVIKAG ThG BeveTiag

H ouAAoyikn diaxeipion tnS eTiviig eEAAnvikn¢ ouuuetoxic tou #ThisIsACo-op @iAodoési va aproel
TO QmoTUTTWUA TNG ME MIa O&EIpd oulnTROEWV, OCUVAVTAOEWYV, EPYAOTNPIWY Kal OPWUEVWY
TPOOKAAWVTAS TNV Koivwvia aAAd kai tnv dI1EBvV ApXITEKTOVIKH Koivotnta tng MrrievaAe o€ evepyn
OUUNETOXN Kal OUVEPYAaia.

21NV EAANVIKA TTOAN, éva amd T1a OnuUavTIKOTEPA (NTAMOTA €ival TO PEAAOV Twv dnUOCIwV
eAeUBEPWV XWpPwV. O1 dnuOaIol EAEUBEPOI XWPOI avTavaKAOUV TNV Kpion TNG EAANVIKAG KOIVWVIOG:
atmmo&évwaon, €AeIYn oUAAOYIKOTNTAG Kal TTOAITIOPOU, KATAvVOAWTIOPOGS. ATToTEAOUV €va IB1IOTUTTO
noman’s land.

2tnv EAANGSa TnG Kkpiong, ol TTOAITEG CavaavakaAUTITOuV Tov ONPOOCIO €EAEUBEPO XWPO Kal TOV
OIEKOIKOUV WG  KOIVWVIKO ayaB0. Opuddeg TOMNTWY, TIPWTOPOUAIEG  YEITOVIAG, TOTTIKEG
OUAAOYIKOTNTEG OIKEIOTTOIOUVTAI TO ONPOCIO XWEO KAl avaTITuooouV Tn dpdon Toug o€ autov. Méoa
a1TO CUAANOYIKEG TTPAKTIKEG AVADEIKVUETAI €va TTARB0G dUVATOTATWY KAl TTPOOTITIKWY YIa TO dNUOCIo
XWpo 1Tou Baciletal o€ éva AANO POVTEAO KOIVWVIKWY OXECEWV, TTAPAYWYIKWY OIadIKACIWY KAl
opyavwong Tou aoTIKoU Xwpou. ‘Eva poviéAo o1o o11oio o1 dnPoaciol EAsUBepOI XwpPOol gival KoIvo
ayaBo.

21nv EAAGSa TNG Kpiong Siapop@wOnKe Ta TEAEUTAIA XPOVIA £Eva «METWTTO» AVTIOTAONG OTA
ox£SIa ISIWTIKOTTOINONG, EKTTOINONG Kal UTTEP-OOuNOoNG SNUOCIWV XWpwV. To «EAANVIKO»
atroteAei Tov TeAeuTaio peydAo dnudoio, eAelBepo, adéunTo Xwpo Tng ABRvag Kal éva armrd
TO CNMAVTIKOTEPA «METWTTAY.

To Béua TG TTPOoKANONG TNG @eTIviig MTTievaAe otn Bevetia civar: “Reporting from the front” -
“‘Avtattokpion atrd 1o YETWTTO”. Emonudavape o1 To “UETWTTO” dev eival £va, aAAd TTOAAd, peTagU
TWV OTIoiWV Kal N UTEPAOTTION Twv ONUOCIWV XWPWV atrd Tnv IBIWTIKOTTOINON KAl Tnv
geuTTOpEUPaToTTOinon. To “NETWTTO” evAvTia OTIC IDIWTIKOTTOINCEIC Kal TO {ETTOUANUA TG dNUOCIOg
yNG Kal TTEPIOUCIAG, €ival Eva eUPUTEPO-EUPWTTAIKO- DIEBVEG “UETWTTO”.

Me Tnv ouppeToxi pag otnv Biennale, 8éAoupe va TrpoBdAAoupe TNV 18 TNG AVTIOTAONG
oT10 EETTOUANUa Tou EAANVIKOU, TTOU QTTOTEAEI TOV TI0 ONUAVTIKO €AeU0EPO-ONUOCIO XWPO
TNG ATTIKAG Kal TauTtdxpova va TTPORAAAOUME TNV EVOAAAKTIKH MOG TTPOTAON.

Oewpoupe OTI To EAANVIKO TTpETTEl OTAdIAKA VO PJETATPATTEI 0€ €va dnuocio MnTpotToAITikO Mapko
uynAou Tpdaoivou, PeE €TTavaXpnon UPICTAPEVWY KTIPIWV YyIa TTONITIOTIKEG, aBANTIKEG KAl €V YEVEI
KOIVWQEAEIG dpaoTNPIOTNTEG, AVOIXTO OTOUG KOTOIKOUG KOI TOUG ETTIOKETTTEG TNG ATTIKAG, ME
eCao@aANIOPEVN TNV CUPMETOX OTOV @QOopéa OIAXEIPIONG TOU OCUVEPYOATIKWY OPACEWV  Kal
AUTOdIAXEIPICOMEVWV EYXEIPNUATWV.

Me Bdon Tta TTapamavw, n «Opdada ApXITeEKTOVWY yia 1o EAANVIKO» diopyavwvel oTa TTAdiola
NG EAANVIKNG ouppeTOoXAG oTnv 15n Biennale BeveTiag

onuoéoia ekdRAwon Tnv
Kupilakn 25 Zetmrrepfpiouv 2016, 11 mru- EAANVIKOG Mepitrrepo - Giardini, BeveTia
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Public-open spaces as common goods
A park for all at Hellinikon

Context

One of the most important issues of the Greek cities concerns the future of the public-open
spaces. Collective practices adopted give rise to a wide range of potentialities and perspectives for
the public space, based on an alternative model of social relations, production processes and
spatial structures for the Greek cities, a model in which public-open spaces are considered a
common good. In the context of the crisis “fronts” of resistance have been formed recently against
the plans of privatization, disinvestment and over-building of public spaces.

The site of the former airport of Hellinikon is the last big open-public space left in Athens and one
of the most crucial “fronts”. The “front” against privatization and the selling-off of public land and
ownership consists a wider European and global “front”. We intend to project this very resistance
against the selling-off of the site of Hellinikon and to present an alternative proposal about it. We
claim that the site of Hellinikon should be gradually converted into a public Metropolitan Park,
reusing the existing buildings in-loco for cultural, sporting and social activities in general, a Park
giving open access to all the inhabitants and visitors of Attica Region, a Park ensuring the
opportunity for participation in management to cooperative groups and self-managed initiatives.



Info

O ZUAAoyog ApxITEKTOVWYV 10pUBNKe TO 1922 oTnv ABrva. ZKoTrog Tou ZUAAGyou gival n cuvévwon Twv
MEAWV ToU yia TNV avadeign - TTpooAn Kai SIao@AAIcN TNG GPXITEKTOVIKNG aTnv EAAGda, n TTpooTacia Twv
OUMQEPOVTWY TWV UEAWV TOU PECT OTTO TIG ETTAYYEANATIKEG dPaCTNPIOTNTEG. H avadeign Tng dlakeKPIPEVNG
ETTAYYEAMOATIKAG TOUTOTATOG TOU KAGDOU Kal N JIACQAANION Twv ETTAYYEAMOTIKWY OIKAIWHATWY  TwvV
ApXITEKTOVWY 0€ ouvOUACHO JE TNV IoXUpoTToinon TNG TTaveAAadIKAG SoPnG, attoteAoUV To TTAaicIo dpaong
TOU ZUAAOYOU.

#ThislsACo-op / www.thisisaco-op.gr/

EBvikog Emitpotrog lMevik Mpapuateia XwpikoU Zxediaopol kal AoTikou lMepiBdAAovtog | YTroupyeio
MepiBaAAovTog & Evépyeiag

EmipeAnTAg 2ZUANOyog AmAwpatolxwv ApxITekTovwy  Avwtdtwy  ZxoAwv - [laveAAnvia ‘Evwon
Apxitektévwy | ZAAAZ-TTEA

www.thisisaco-op.qgr / press.sadas.biennale@gmail.com

Press & Communication for the Greek National Participation at the 15th International Architecture Exhibition

GREECE / curator: Association of Greek Architects, SADAS-PEA / press.sadas.biennale@gmail.com
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Anpéoia ekdAAwon pe BEpa:

«O1 dnuobdoiol-eAeuBepol Xwpol, Koiva ayadd - ‘Eva MNMapko yia 6Aoug oto
EAANVIKO»

Kuplakn 25 ZemrrepBpiov 2016, 11 1.
EAANVIKS Mepitrrepo - Giardini, BeveTia

MNpéypappa

ZTaUpog ITaupidng, Ap. apXITEKTwV (Av. KadnynTtig, ZxoAR ApXITekTovwyv Mnyavikwyv EMM)
«O (6nuo0oI0g) XWPOS WS KoIvVe ayaBox

MpoBoAr Tou 10AeTTToU BivTeo TNG "Opddag ApXITEKTOVWY yia TO EAANVIKO"
«Public-Free Spaces, Common Goods - A Park for All at Hellinikon»

Avva Kapdamra AaBaocd - Natdooa Toipwvn, apXITékToveg (Opada ApXITeEKTOVWY yia To EAANVIKO)
«O dnudoiog xwpog otnv EAAGOa o€ kivouvo - To «uétwiro» Tou EAAnvikod.

MpoBoAr Tou S5AetrTou Bivreo / Power Point Tng «AnpoTikhg Zuvepyaaiag EAANvikoU-ApyupoUtToAng»
«2xé610 FOSTER: Mia 161wrtikry [16An oto EAAnvIKO»

KwvoTtavTtivog ZapBidng - Ndvog TéToIkag, apxITEKTOVEG (Opdda ApxITEKTOVWYV yia To EAANVIKO)
«AT10 10 ‘Anudaio’ aro ‘Koo’ : H repimmrwon tou EAAnvikoU»

Avtwvng Maouivng, apXITékTwy (TTpoedpog ZuAAdyou ApXITEKTOVWY, TuAHa ATTIKAG)
«H  mapéuBaon Tou  2UAMOyou  Apxirektovwv-Tunua — Atriki¢  yia 10 EAAnVIKO»
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1. COMMON SPACE AS THRESHOLD SPACE:

URBAN COMMONING IN STRUGGLES TO RE-APPROPRIATE PUBLIC SPACE

Stavros Stavrides

Common spaces and the urban order of the ‘city of enclaves’.

The city must be controlled and shaped by dominant power relations if it is to remain a crucial
means for society’s reproduction. But the city is not simply the result of spatiotemporal ordering in
the same way that society is not simply the result of social ordering. Order, social or urban, is a
project rather than an accomplished state. Therefore it is important that we locate the mechanisms
through which the project of urban ordering is being shaped and implemented if we want to
discover the forces that resist or overturn this ordering. Ordering mechanisms do not simply
execute certain programmed functions but constitute complicated, self-regulating systems that
interact with urban reality and ‘learn’ from their mistakes. Urban ordering, the metropolis itself, is a
process, a stake, much in the same way that dominant social relations need to be reproduced
every day.

Urban order is the impossible limit towards which practices of spatial classification and
hierarchisation tend in order to ensure that the city produces those spatial relations that are
necessary for capitalism’s reproduction. Ordering mechanisms are not only meant to tame a
complicated and highly differentiated form of human habitat (perhaps the most complicated one in
human history so far), they are also, to use Foucault's bold term, ‘mechanisms of social
normalisation’. Foucault insists that normalisation is not simply the result of the legal system:
‘techniques of normalization develop from and below a system of law, in its margins and may be
even against it"".

In terms of urban ordering, normalisation includes attempts to establish spatial relations that
encourage social relations and forms of behaviour, which are meant to be repeatable, predictable
and compatible with the taxonomy of the necessary social roles. Normalisation shapes human
behaviour and may use space (as well as other means) to do so.

Normalisation is a project and also a stake. It is not simply imposed on populations; it has to
infiltrate every capillary of society in order to be effective. It has to be connected to words and acts
that mould everydayness, but also to acts of dominant power that frame those everyday molecular
practices. Normalisation is undoubtedly a project of domination, a project that seeks to mould
society’s subjects, and thus it has to be the result of a certain arrangement of power relations.

Before the current economic crisis, the governing elites thought they had reached the capitalist
heaven, where money magically begets money?. They imagined that they could at last do away
with the obstacles to profit that labour creates. As the economic ‘bubbles’ burst, the importance of
mechanisms that bind people to dominant policies once again became evident. It is these policies
that currently shape the normalisation project through their focus on two important targets. The
first of these is to ensure that social bonds continue to treat individuals as economic subjects, as
subjects whose behaviour and motives can be analysed, channelled, predicted and, ultimately,
controlled by the use of economic parameters and measures alone. The second is to ensure that
people continue to act and dream without participating in any form of connectedness or
coordination with others that does not contribute to the creation of profit.

Both targets are strongly connected to the hegemonic shaping of the contemporary metropolis. It
is the control of this urban environment that aims to preserve our society’s precarious balance by
ensuring that people continue to act as selfish and obedient individuals. The powerful live and

! Michel Foucault, Security, Territory, Population: Lectures at the College de France, 1977-1978 (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009), p. 56.

2
Midnight Notes Collective, ‘Promissory Notes: From Crisis to Commons’, 2009, <http://www.midnightnotes.org/Promissory%20Notes.pdf>
[accessed 10 June 2014].
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work in fortified citadels. The rest are offered either the doubtful security of enclosed spaces of
consumption and living, or are forced to work and spend their lives in areas circumscribed by
sanitised urban zones. Urban ordering is therefore oriented towards the expansive urbanity of a
‘city of enclaves’. Urban enclaves tend to be self-contained worlds in which specific forms of
spatial ordering prevail®. Ordering is guaranteed by rules that apply only inside each enclave. A
peculiar, site-specific sovereign power is thus established in urban enclaves in the form of an
administrative apparatus that imposes obligations and patterns of behaviour, and therefore defines
the characteristics of the enclave’s inhabitants.

Specific rules are applied in the ordering of a large department store, in the way one enters a bank
or a corporate tower, and in the layout and use of a shopping mall or a huge sports stadium.
Urban islands may be huge building complexes, like the ones described above, but also whole
neighbourhoods, as in the case of so-called ‘gated communities’. Spatial ordering is connected
with behaviour normalisation in all cases. Normalisation is explicitly or implicitly performed through
the enforcement of regulations, which often present themselves as purely innocent management

decisions. The contemporary metropolis is ‘an archipelago of “normalized enclosures”™*.

Immersed in their everyday, enclave-defined lives, people tend to accept each enclave’s rules of
use as an indisputable normality. They even understand these rules of use as the functional
decrees of well-intentioned authorities. They abandon themselves to the promises of those rules,
which guarantee what law is supposed to guarantee: protection. People learn to abandon their
rights in exchange for this protection. And, of course, protection (from whatever the authorities
presentsto people as a threat) is the deepest and most consistent alibi used to make rules seem
‘natural™.

Yet urban ordering and the corresponding normalisation policies do not go unchallenged. Actually,
a widespread — albeit latent — loss of faith in this society’s promises has triggered various forms of
disobedience and resistance. Normalisation remains a contested and precarious project in a
period of crisis with no apparent way out. Emergent new forms of resistance are importantly
connected to acts that shape urban space in order to create new social bonds and build forms of
collective struggle and survival.

Practices of this kind lead to collective experiences that reclaim the city as a potentially liberating
environment and reshape crucial questions that characterise emancipatory politics. In this context,
the city becomes not only the setting but also the means to collectively experiment with possible
alternative forms of social organisation. Moreover, the sharing of space becomes a crucially
important stake, both as a means of experimenting and as one of the goals of such experiments.

Common spaces are those spaces produced by people in their effort to establish a common world
that houses, supports and expresses the community they participate in. Therefore, common
spaces should be distinguished from both public spaces and private ones. Public spaces are
primarily created by a specific authority (local, regional or state), which controls them and
establishes the rules under which people may use them. Private spaces belong to and are
controlled by specific individuals or economic entities that have the right to establish the conditions
under which others may use them.

David Harvey offers a dense synopsis of the discussion concerning the nature of commons in
general and common space in particular. He insists that the common is not ‘a particular kind of
thing’ but ‘an unstable and malleable social relation between a particular self-defined social group
and those aspects of its actually existing or yet-to-be-created social and/or physical environment
deemed crucial to its life and livelihood”®. Thus common space can be considered as a relation

Peter Marcuse and Ronald van Kempen, eds., Of States and Cities. The Partitioning of Urban Space, by (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002);

Rowland Atkinson and Sarah Blandy, ‘Introduction: International Perspectives on the New Enclavism and the Rise of Gated Communities’, in
Housing Studies 20, 2 (2007), pp.177-86; or Stephen Graham and Simon Marvin, Splintering Urbanism (London: Routledge, 2001).

4 Edward Soja, Postmetropolis. Critical Studies of Cities and Regions (Malden: Blackwell, 2000), p. 299.

> Maurice Godelier, The Mental and the Material (London: Verso, 2011), pp. 160-1.

6 David Harvey, Rebel Cities: From the Right to the City to The Urban Revolution (London: Verso, 2012), p. 73.
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between a social group and its effort to define a world that is shared by its members. By its very
conception, such a world can be stable and well defined, completely separate from what is kept
outside and from ‘outsiders’. This is indeed the kind of world that can be contained in an urban
enclave: enclaves can be secluded common worlds, as in the case of a favela, or a gated
community.

However, common space can also be a porous world, always in the making, if we consider the
relation that defines it as dynamic, both in terms of the formation of its corresponding group or
community and the characteristics of the common world itself. Jacques Ranciére revealingly re-
theorises community through the notion of ‘common world’. This world, according to him, is more
than a ‘shared ethos’ and a ‘shared adobe’. It ‘is always a polemical distribution of modes of being
and “occupations” in a space of possibilities’’.

Consequently, common space may be shaped through the practices of an emerging and not
necessarily homogeneous community that does not simply try to secure its reproduction but also
attempts to enrich its exchanges with other communities as well as those between its members.
Common space may take the form of a meeting ground, an area in which ‘expansive circuits of
encounter’ intersect®. Through acts of establishing common spaces, the discrimination and barriers
that characterise the enclave urbanity may be countered.

In the prospect of re-appropriating the city, common spaces are the spatial nodes through which
the metropolis once again becomes the site of politics, if by politics we mean an open process
through which the dominant forms of living together are questioned and potentially transformed.
The following is a description of the collective experience of re-appropriating the metropolis by a
group that almost ignited Gezi Park occupation in Istanbul, Turkey, in their struggle to defend a
park that was to be destroyed by the government’s plans. ‘The struggle for Gezi Park and Taksim
Square set a new definition of what public space means. Reclaiming Taksim has shattered AKP’s
[governing party] hegemony in deciding what a square is supposed to mean for us citizens,
because Taksim is now what the Resistance wants it to mean: our public square’®. Interestingly,
the group’s name translates as ‘Our Commons’.

The prevailing experiences of urban enclosures, and the dominant vision of recognisable, identity-
imposing enclaves, colonise the thought and actions of those who attempt to reclaim politics. We
need to abandon a view that fantasises about uncontaminated enclaves of emancipation™®.
Threshold experience and the threshold metaphor offer a counter-example to the dominant
enclave city'!. Rather than perpetuating an image of such a city as an archipelago of enclave-
islands, we need to create spaces that inventively threaten this peculiar urban order by overturning
dominant taxonomies of spaces and life types. Spaces-as-thresholds acquire a dubious, perhaps
precarious, but also virus-like existence: they become active catalysts in processes of re-
appropriating the city as commons.

Thresholds may appear to be mere boundaries that separate an inside from an outside, as in a
door’s threshold, but this act of separation is always and simultaneously an act of connection.
Thresholds create the conditions of entrance and exit; thresholds prolong, manipulate and give
meaning to an act of passage. This is why thresholds have been marked in many societies by
rituals that attempt to control the inherent potentialities of crossing. Guardian gods or spirits dwell
at thresholds because the act of passage is already an act that creates a potential connection

7 ‘s . . .
Jacques Ranciére, The Politics of Aesthetics (London: Continuum, 2006), p. 42.
8 . . ) . . .
Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, Commonwealth (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2009), p. 254.

9 Mustereklerimiz, ‘Today We Are All Someone New' (2013), <http://www.opendemocracy. net/m%C3%BC%C5%9Ftereklerimiz/today-we-are-all-
someone-new> [accessed 10 June 2014].

10
Stavros Stavrides, ‘Espacialidades de Emancipacion y “la Ciudad de Umbrales™, in Pensar a Contrapelo. Movimientos Sociales y Reflexion

Critica, ed. by John Holloway, F. Matamoros and S. Tischler (Buenos Aires: Herramienta, 2013), p. 53; and Antonio Negri, ‘On Rem Koolhaas’, in
Radical Philosophy 154 (2009), p. 50.

1 Stavros Stavrides, Towards the City of Thresholds (Trento: Professionaldreamers, 2010).
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between an inside and an outside. Entering may be taken as an intrusion, and exiting may convey the stigma
of ostracism.

Thresholds acquire symbolic meaning and are often shaped in ways that express and corroborate
this meaning. Societies construct thresholds as spatial artifices that regulate, symbolically and
actually, practices of crossing, practices of bridging different worlds. And these practices may be
socially beneficial or harmful. Societies also use the image and the emblematic experience of
thresholds to metaphorically ascribe meaning to changes of social status that periodically and
necessarily happen to their members. Passing from childhood to adolescence, from single to
married life, from life to death, from apprenticeship to the status of the professional, from trainee to
warrior, and so on, are cases of supervised social transformations that mould individuals.
Societies often understand these changes as the crossing of thresholds: initiation procedures
guarantee a socially ‘safe’ crossing by directing neophytes to the ‘other’ side?.

As the anthropologist Victor Turner has observed, threshold crossing contains an inherent
transforming potential that is not necessarily bound to the rules of social reproduction. People on
the threshold experience the potentiality of change because during the period of their stay on the
threshold a peculiar experience occurs, the experience of ‘communitas™. People who have lost
their previous social identity but have not yet acquired a new one linger on the threshold of change
‘betwixt and between’, almost reduced to the common characteristics shared by all humans™*.
Social differentiation may appear quite arbitrary during such an experience. A kind of equalising
potentiality seems to dwell on thresholds. Liminality, the spatiotemporal quality of threshold
experience, is a condition that gives people the opportunity to share a common world-in-the-
making, in which differences appear as pre-social or even anti-social*®.

Initiation threshold spaces are defined through the ritual practices that bring them into existence.
Such threshold spaces are under society’s surveillance and any form of ‘communitas’ is carefully
limited to an ephemeral initiatory existence. However, in thresholds that give space to and shape
institutions of expanding commoning, ‘communitas’ is experienced as an always-in-the-making
community of participating commoners. Rather than experiencing the potentialities of equality by
being ritually reduced to a common zero degree of humanness (as do the initiated in rites of
passage), through their acts the people involved construct a community of equals because they
choose to define at least part of their life autonomously and in common. Emergent communities of
creators and users of city space: is this not a prospect that would transform city space into
common space, into space-as-commons?

For commoning to remain a force that produces forms of cooperation through sharing, it has to be
a process that oversteps the boundaries of any established community, even if this community
aspires to be an egalitarian and anti-authoritarian one. Emerging subjects of commoning actions
transform themselves by always being open to ‘newcomers’ and by becoming newcomers
themselves®®. In the process of expanding commoning, which directly defies capitalist society’s
enclosures, thresholds may become both the image and the setting of emancipating experiences

of sharing. Thresholds are potential socio-spatial ‘artifices of equality’*’.

12

Arnold Van Gennep, The Rites of Passage (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1960), pp. 15-25.
13

Victor Turner, The Ritual Process (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1977), pp. 96-7.
14

Ibid., p. 95.

15 . . . . . R .
Victor Turner, The Ritual Process (1977); and Victor Turner, Dramas, Fields, and Metaphors: Symbolic Action in Human Society (Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 1974), p. 197.

16 Jacques Ranciére, Dissensus: On Politics and Aesthetics (London: Continuum, 2010), pp. 59-60.
Y \bid., p. 92.
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Institutions of expanding commoning?

This is where the problem of the ‘institutions of commoning’ arises*®. By its very constitution as a
tool of social organisation, an institution tends to circumscribe a community as a closed world of
predictable and repeatable social practices. Thus, institutions of commoning may also be
employed to define specific commoning practices, and the corresponding community of
commoners be considered as a closed, self-reproducing world. But this may — and often does —
lead to forms of enclosure™.

For commoning practices to become important pre-figurations of an emancipated society,
commoning has to remain a collective struggle to re-appropriate and transform a society’s
common wealth by continually expanding the network of sharing and collaboration®. Although
collective experiences such as those of Syntagma Square’s self-managed tent city (one of the
many instances of the recent occupied squares movement that includes the European ‘indignant
citizens’, the Arab Spring and the Occupy movement) may represent an inspiring example of a
culture based on equality, solidarity and collective inventiveness, the exemplary power of the
corresponding common spaces persists only when they remain ‘infectious’, osmotic and capable
of extending egalitarian values and practices outside their boundaries. Central squares became
important for the recent occupy movements because they had the capacity to become crucial
nodes in a developing network of neighbourhoods and cities. It was police attacks and
authoritarian government policies that tried to limit the metastatic character of those common
spaces by forcing the occupiers to barricade themselves in defence. Spatial porosity, however,
was restored every time people were left to develop their inventive and spreading miniature cities:
micro-squares within a reclaimed public square®.

Dominant institutions legitimise inequality, distinguishing between those who know and those who
do not, between those who can take decisions and those who must execute them, between those
who have specific rights and those who are deprived of them. Thus, dominant institutions that
focus on the production and uses of public space are essentially forms of authorisation that stem
from certain authorities and aim at directing the behaviour of public space users®.

It is undeniable that there also exist dominant institutions that seem to be grounded in an abstract
equality: real people with differentiated characteristics, needs and dreams are reduced to
neutralised subjects with abstract rights. Thus, in public space, general rules apply to
homogenised users, ones who can have access to a specific place at specific hours of the day
and under specific conditions (including the use of discreet or conspicuous surveillance).

In spite of their different roles in social normalisation, both types of dominant institutions classify
and predict types of behaviour and deal with only those differences that are fixed and perpetuated
through the classifications they establish. There are obviously differences in terms of content: an
institution that aims at guaranteeing a certain form of equality (no matter how abstract) is different
from an institution that openly imposes discrimination.

Institutions of expanding commoning explicitly differ from dominant institutions (institutions of
domination) as well as from those institutions which articulate practices ‘enclosed’ commoning.
This makes them potentially different ‘social artifices’, which are oriented towards creating different
social bonds.

1
8 Gigi Roggero, ‘Five Theses on the Common’, in Rethinking Marxism, 22, 3 (2010), pp. 357-73, (p. 369).

19 . . . . . . L . . .
Massimo De Angelis and Stavros Stavrides, ‘Beyond Markets or States: Commoning as Collective Practice (a public interview)’, in An Architektur
23 (2010), pp. 3-27, (p. 12). Also available at < http://www.e-flux. com/journal/view/150)>

Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, Commonwealth, pp. 251-3.

21
Stavros Stavrides, ‘Squares in Movement’; and Zeinad Abul-Magd, ‘Occupying Tahrir Square: The Myths and the Realities of the Egyptian

Revolution’, in South Atlantic Quarterly, 111, 3 (Summer 2012), pp. 585-96; Jeffrey C. Alexander, Performative Revolution in Egypt: An Essay in
Cultural Power (London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2012).

22 Stavros Stavrides, ‘Squares in Movement’, p. 589.
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Three essential qualities characterise institutions of expanding commoning. Firstly, institutions of
this kind establish the basis of comparisons between different subjects of action and also between
different practices. Subjects of action and practices themselves become comparable and relevant:
what is at stake is to invent forms of collaboration based not on homogenisation but on
multiplicity?®. Instead of maintaining or creating distances between different subjects and practices
(within a rigid taxonomy), institutions of this kind encourage differences to meet, to mutually
expose themselves, and to create grounds of mutual awareness. Mere coexistence does not
capture the potentiality of comparison. Differences mean something because they can be
compared. Differences are relative and relational.

Let us consider an example: in the case of the occupied Navarinou Park in Athens (a parking lot
converted into a lively urban square and garden through a neighbourhood initiative), people could
have created distinct working groups with participation based on each one’s knowledge and
abilities. This, however, would latently reproduce a role taxonomy derived from the ‘innocent
obviousness’ of existing differences. As a young architect who participated in the park’s assembly
recalls: ‘People involved felt that they had to reposition themselves outside of their normal position
and profession.?® Even in her areas of expertise, she was careful to express her opinion ‘as one
opinion among others, and not as the expert’s opinion’®. What makes Navarinou Park an
experiment in common space creation is that any form of work and cooperation is implicitly or
explicitly an act of collective self-regulation and self-management. Collecting garbage can become
a test in such a prospect, as can also be a discussion regarding direct democracy in the park’s
assembly. The rules established by the assembly formed institutions of commoning, as did the
rules that established a rotation of duties (as in the collection of garbage). Institutions of expanding
commoning need to be flexible because ‘newcomers’ need to be included in them without being
forced to enter a pre-existing taxonomy of roles. Comparability is the motor force of expanding
commoning.

However, comparability is not enough. Institutions of commoning need to offer opportunities as
well as tools for translating differences between views, between actions and between
subjectivities. If comparability is based on the necessary and constitutive recognition of
differences, translatability creates the ground for negotiations between differences without
reducing them to common denominators. ‘An emancipated community is a community of narrators
and translators.?® Obviously, this is quite difficult since dominant taxonomies tend to block the
processes of establishing any socially recognisable common ground that is not based on the
predominance of the ruling elites. Translation seeks correspondences, but it cannot and does not
aspire to establish an absolute, unobstructed mirroring of one language with another. An institution
does — or should do — the same, thus keeping alive the expanding potentiality of commoning.
Indeed, ‘the common is always organized in translation’?’. Expanding commoning does not expand
according to pre-existing patterns; it literally invents itself. Translation is this inherent inventiveness
of commoning, which constantly opens new fields and new opportunities for the creation of a
common world always-in-the-making.

Another example from Navarinou Park that may seem trivial, but which is not, concerns schoolchil-
dren from the nearby public elementary school, who were invited to participate in the activities of
the park yet were not treated as simply potential users of the park. They were encouraged to leave
their mark on the park by planting their own small garden, by participating in the construction of
colourful benches with broken ceramic tiles, and by organising their own small events in the self-
constructed outdoor theatre. What passes unnoticed in these experiments is that inviting
schoolchildren (or any newcomer) to get involved poses problems of translation. What do children

2
3 Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, Multitude (London: Hamish Hamilton, 2005), pp. 348-9.
2
4 ‘On the Commons’, in An Architektur, 23 (2010), pp. 3-27, (p. 5).
25 .
Ibid.
26 Jacques Ranciere, The Emancipated Spectator (London: Verso, 2009), pp. 17-22, (p. 20).

27 Gigi Roggero, ‘Five Theses on the Common’, p. 368.
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discover, express or ask for by participating! How can their aspirations be dealt with without simply using
them as fuel for the initiative’s engine?

A third characteristic of institutions of expanding commoning has very deep roots in the history of
human societies. Social anthropologists have thoroughly documented the existence of
mechanisms in certain societies that prevent or discourage the accumulation of power. Depending
on the case, these mechanisms are focused on the equal distribution of collected food, the ritual
destruction of wealth, the symbolic sacrifice of leaders, carnivalistic role reversals, etc.

If institutions of commoning are meant to be able to support a constant opening of the circles of
commoning, they need to sustain mechanisms of control over any potential accumulation of
power, either by individuals or by specific groups. If sharing is to be the guiding principle of self-
management practices, then the sharing of power is simultaneously the precondition for egalitarian
sharing and its ultimate target. Egalitarian sharing, which needs to be able to include newcomers,
has to be encouraged by an ever-expanding network of self-governance institutions. Such
institutions can really be ‘open’ and ‘perpetually in flux’, but in very specific ways connected to the
practices of expanding commoning?®. Power is first and foremost the power to decide. If, however,
the power to decide is distributed equally through mechanisms of participation, then this power
ceases to give certain people the opportunity (whether legitimised or not) to impose their will on
others.

Raul Zibechi has carefully studied the mechanisms used by the struggling communities in El Alto,
Bolivia, observing how specific communities chose to ‘disperse power’ rather than build institutions
that reproduce centers of power accumulation®®. He describes how a continuous dialectic between
centralised, open assembly decisions and dispersed initiatives of action by smaller groups keeps a
struggling community alive, inventive and open to the contribution of each and everyone. Although
he chooses to see these practices as non- institutional or non-institutionalised, a wider
interpretation of institutions, such as the one employed so far in this text, may consider the
practices of El Alto’s ‘commoners’ as open institutions of commoning explicitly targeted at the
elimination of institutionalised power centers. We could even transform his remark on
communities-in-the-making to a bold definition of institutions of expanding commoning. He says:
‘Community does not merely exist, it is made. It is not an institution, not even an organization, but
a way to make links between people®. Perhaps it is institutions of expanding commoning that
make egalitarian links between people, thus producing an open community.

In the recent Occupy movement, as well as in many other forms of direct democracy that were
tested in neighbourhood initiatives, an open assembly explicitly tried to establish equality in terms
of decision-making. Everyone had the right to participate. In many cases, decision-making was not
based on voting but on consensus reached through extended, and sometimes exhaustive, debate.
To establish equality of opinions is a difficult process. It depends on who is willing to participate,
the importance of the decision, how decisions are linked to specific tasks, and who chooses to
assume the burden. Moreover, a further important issue is how a person forms an opinion. How is
this influenced by access to knowledge, education and experience? What role do physical abilities
play? Frequently, perceived advantages in all these areas latently legitimise certain opinions as
superior to others. How does one treat the opinion of somebody who rarely participates in the
everyday hard work of maintaining a common space? And do those who participate more
frequently have the right to decide against the opinions of others?

The main argument put forward for accepting forms of concentrated power by participants involved
in a movement is efficiency. Quick and coherent decisions, they say, need to be taken by
representatives, who, of course, should be elected democratically. Yet the experience of the

28
Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, Commonwealth, pp. 358-9.

Raul Zibechi, Autonomias y emancipaciones: América Latina en movimiento, (Lima: Programa Democracia y Transformacion Global and Fondo
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30 Raul Zibechi, Dispersing Power, p. 14.
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Squares movement has shown that an obstinate insistence on direct democracy can also create coherent
decisions (decisions that do not constantly change the targets or the framework) and an efficient distribu-
tion of collectively agreed upon tasks. The Spanish I15M movement, for example, was organised on the
basis of daily open assemblies that voted on proposals formulated by thematic commissions, which had
titles such as ‘power’, ‘action’, ‘coordination’, ‘logistics’, and so on®". Of course, institutions of expanding
commoning have to deal with difficulties arising from a change in scale. This is a very wel | known problem
of direct democracy. If, however, power dispersion remains a guiding principle and is established through
institutions that give form to a decentring/re-centring dialectic, then questions of scale become questions
focused on the organisation of different levels of participation.

Zapatista autonomous municipalities and Juntas de Buen Gobierno offer a relevant, very
interesting and inspiring example. As is well known, Zapatistas never chose to base their
emancipating struggle on indigenous Maya fundamentalism. They chose neither to accept the
reality of self-referential traditional societies excluded from Mexican civil society, nor to struggle for
an independent Maya state®. For Zapatistas, autonomy meant self-governance of Zapatista
communities and the creation of a second level of autonomous institutions, which would inter-
connect and coordinate community decisions and activities through the Juntas de Buen Gobierno.
Zapatistas attempt to limit the possibilities of an accumulation of power to community representa-
tives by insisting on a rotation in ‘government’ duties (with very short rotation cycles). This may
limit efficiency, if efficiency is measured by managerial standards, but it effectively educates all the
people in community self-governance*?,

Comparability and translation form potential links between strangers and therefore create
possibilities for exchanges between them. Egalitarian sharing can support a continually expanding
network of exchanges that is open to newcomers. What these three characteristics of emergent,
open institutions of commoning establish is forms of sharing that defy enclosure and consider
equality both as a presupposition for collaboration and a promise for a just society.

There is perhaps one more social relation that expands and also transforms egalitarian sharing:
the gift. Most anthropological approaches demonstrate that gift exchanges are based on explicit or
latent obligations that enforce (or euphemise) asymmetries of power®*. There can be, however,
forms of offering that essentially transgress self- or group-centered calculations and possibly hint
towards different forms of togetherness and solidarity. In conditions of harsh inequality (including
differentiated access to knowledge and poorly developed individual abilities due to class barriers),
commoners of expanding commoning should realise that they often need to offer more than they
expect to receive, to speak less and hear more from those who are not privileged speakers, and to
contribute to common tasks without demanding an equivalence among the individual offers>°.

Protest camps in many parts of the world were actually sites of commoning practices that encour-
aged the giving of gifts. In the occupied Tahrir Square in Cairo, for example, offering food was part
of a process that extended socially important habits of hospitality, usually connecting the realm of
the family house to the appropriated public space. Maybe this is an essential part of the process of
converting an occupied square or protest camp into a collectively crafted home®. Food offerings
thus contributed to forms of sharing across space that ‘enable alternative forms of circulation and
distribution, and encourage forms of relationality different from capitalism (in both its welfare and

31
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neoliberal renditions)’37. Solidarity is both a prerequisite of egalitarian sharing and a set of
practices that creates equality through offering.

Perhaps what the collective experiments with space commoning during this crisis modestly
suggest is the possibility of reclaiming the city as a collective work of art®. To devise common
spaces means something much more than to succeed in re-appropriating small pieces of still
available open space. It means, explicitly or implicitly — sometimes fully consciously, sometimes
not — to discover the power to create new, ambiguous, possibly contradictory, but always open
institutions of commoning. Space, actual physical space, but also metaphorical, imaginary space,
becomes not only the ground that is necessary in order to see those institutions function, but also
the space that shapes institutions of commoning and is shaped by them.

Threshold spatiality may host and express practices of commoning that are not contained in
secluded worlds shared by secluded communities of commoners. The porosity of threshold
boundaries permits acts of sharing to expand the circles of commoning through comparison and
translation. However, thresholds do not simply permit. They explicitly symbolise the potentiality of
sharing by establishing intermediary areas of crossing, by opening inside to outside. As
mechanisms that regulate and give meaning to acts of passage, thresholds can become powerful
tools in the construction of institutions of expanding commoning®.

In the contemporary capitalist city, people have to invent forms of life in order to survive. To help
release the power of doing that capitalism continuously captures and traps in its mechanisms, we
need to participate in the creation of spaces and institutions of expanding commoning®. If
autonomy has any meaning as an anti-capitalist venture, then it must be constructed in, against
and beyond the metropolis by overturning the dominant taxonomies of urban spaces as well as the
dominant taxonomies of political actions.

37 Amira Mittermaier, ‘Bread Freedom, Social Justice: The Egyptian Uprising and a Sufi Khidma’, in Cultural Anthropology, 29, 1 (2014), pp. 54-79,
38(|D- 73).
Henri Lefebvre, Writings on Cities (Oxford: Blackwell, 1996), p. 174.
39 Stavros Stavrides, ‘Open Space Appropriations and the Potentialities of a “City of Thresholds™, in Terrain Vague: Interstices at the Edge of Pale,
ed. by Manuela Mariani and Patrick Barron (New York: Routledge, 2014), pp. 57-8.
40 John Holloway, Crack Capitalism (London: Pluto Press, 2010), pp. 246-7.
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2. 0 AHMOZIOZ XQPOZ ZTHN EAAAAA ZE KINAYNO - TO «<METQIMO» TOY EAAHNIKOY

®epevikn BaraBdaAn - Avva Kapdtra-AaBaod - Natdooa Toipwvn
«Opada ApXITEKTOVWY Yia TO EAANVIKO»

To Béua Twv eAeUBepWV BNUOCIWY XWPWV €ival KoIVwVIKO Kal TTOAITIKG. O1 dnudaciol Xwpeol Kal n
XPNOMn TOUG AVTIKATOTITPI(OUV TIG KOIVWVIKEG OXEOEIG, TOV TTONITIONO, TNV OIKOVOMIa, Kal €XOouv
ox€on JE TN dNUOKPATIA, YIATI Eival 01 XWEOI GTOUG OTTOIOUG OI TTONITEG €ival iool.

AuoTuxwg n Avapxn, Xwpeic oxEdIo avaTTTugn Twv EAANVIKWY TTOAEWV Kal N aTTouCia TTOAEOdOUIKOU
oXedIOOUOU, BeV ETTETPEWAV TN £EAOPANION ETTAPKWY EAEUBEPWY BNUOCIWV XWPWV OTIG EAANVIKEG
TOAEIG. Kal €TTEId] N KOIVWVIKI Kpion Kal n Kpion agiwv tg EANGdAG avrtavokAAGTal OToug
eAeUBepoug dNUOCIOUG XWPOUG TNG, N MOP®PR Kal N XPron TOUug QATTOTUTTWVOUV OUVABWG Tnv
atro&évwaon, TNV EAAEIPN CUANOYIKOTNTAG, TTAIBEIAG KAl TTONITIONOU, KABWG Kal TOV KATAVOAWTIOUO
TNG KOIVWViag Pag.

2tnv EAAGDQ, o1 eAeUBepol dNuOCIol XWPol £@Tacav va atroTeAouv éva 1I816TuTTo no man’s land. Avri
va avAkouv dnAadr) o€ 6Aoug Toug TTOAITEG, dev avhkav o€ kavévav. O1 ‘'EAAnveS @povTifav TTavta
UTTEPUETPA MOVO TOV IDIWTIKG TOUG XWPEO Kal n Kararmarnon onuoéciou XwPEou Eival ouxvo
QAIVOUEVO.

Kai evw katrote Ta Taidid €raifav Kupia oto Opouo, TNV TTAATEid, TNV aAdva, Ta TeAsuTaia xpdvia Ta
TadId pag éuabav va maifouv, va abAouvtal kal va dlaokeddlouv o€ TTaIdOTOTTOUG, YUNVAOTHPIA,
Internet café, bowling, opyavwpéveg TTAAL, KAQETEPIEG KAl QACTPOUVTADIKA Kal £QTacavV va
TTPOTIMOUV TOug KAIpaTI{OpEVoUG Xwpoug Twv mall kar Twv multiplex.

O1 TAaTteieg kal Ta TApka Acitrouv AoITtév atd TIG EAANVIKES TTOAEIG. Kupiapxog €AeUBEPOG XwPOG
gival o dpdpog. H kivnon Twv oxnudtwyv Bewpeital onuavTikGTEPN ATTO TNV Kivnon Twv avlpwtTwv!
Ta TeC0dpouIa, o1 TTE(ddpouoI, ol TTodNAaTOdpOoUOI, oI Asw@opeiddpouol Kal ol AEA, katakAulovTal
Kal auToi TTapavoua atro Ta 1X.

To kpdaTOg, dUOTUXWG, avTi va eEac@alifel autoUG TOUG AvayKaioug yia TOUG TTOAITEG eAeUBEpPOUC
XWPEOUG KAl XWPOUG TTPACIVOU, A@AVEI TOUG EAAXIOTOUG UQPIOTAMEVOUG EAEUBEPOUG XWPOUG XWPIG
@povTida Kal ouvthpnaon r TTPowlei TNV —ubéviun r TTPOCWPEIVA- EKXWPENONH TOuG Ot IDIWTES yia
EKMETAAAEUON.

H éAeiyn kai n amagiwon tou eAelBepou dnudoiou Xwpou oTtnv EANGSa cival aiTio TTOAAWV
TTPORBANHATWV:

e  AIoONTIKWYV: O1 TTOI0TNTA TWV EAEUBEPWY dNPOCIWV XWPwV (TTdpKa, TTAATEIEG KATT) €ival TTOAU
xaunAn. O1 xwpol auToi gival ouvrBwg BAIBEPOI, BPWHUIKOI KOl GOUVTAPNTOI, HE KATECTPAUMEVO
aoTIKO €€OTTAIONO, aTeyvd OIvIpIBAvia, EANITTT) QWTIONO, Aiyo Kal KaXEKTIKO TTPACIVO.

e [lepiBaAAovTikwv: AuEnuévol puTrol, BEpIKEG vnOideC Kal TTANUPUPES OTIC TTOAEIG. AUEnaon TnG
XPNong evepyoROpwv KAIUATIOTIKWV.

e Yyeiacg: H éAeiyn xwpwv Tpdoivou utroBaBuidel To epIBGAAOV TNG TTOANG Kal emBapuvel TRV
uyeia Twv TTONITWy. ZTNV ATTIKA, TTEPiITTOU 5.500 €10aywyEG OTA VOOOKOWEIO £TNOIWG PTTOPOUV
va atmodoBouv oTn puTtravon TTou €mMBApUVEl TOUG TTIVEUUOVEG Kal TNV KOpPdId, OXETICETal UE
KAPKivoug Kal TTUpodOTEI AAAEPYIEG.

e AcodAciac: O1 reoi kai o1 TTodNAAGTeG KivOuveUouv aTrd Tnv TTapdvoun oTdbueuon Kai Kivnon

TWv 0dnywv o€ TTeCodpouIa, TTeCOdpopouUs Kal dlaBdaoelg Te(wyv. O1 eAeUBepol dNPOTCIOI XWPOI
gival emmikivouvol Adyw KakAg ouvTipnong 1 Kakou QwTIoHOoU.
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e Oikovoulkwv: Ta TTpoBAAuaTa autd, TTePIBAANOVTIKG, uyeEiag Kal ao@AAEIag, KooTi(ouv o€
Bepartreieg Kal aTolNUILOEIG, TTOU KATABAAAOVTAI ATTO TOUG TTONITEG KAl TO ACQ@AAICTIKA TOUEIA.
EmmAéov, o1 TOAiITeEG £@Tacav va TmoTeuouv OTI N ToIOTATA TwV €AEUBEpWY  XWPWV
TTPOUTTOBETEI TNV IBIWTIKOTTOINCT) TOUG. 'ETO1 N avawuxn kai n d6Anon kooTiCouv, Kal Ol TTONITEG
TTOU OeV £XOUV va TTANPWOOUV TTEPIOPICOoVTAl OTA OTTITIO TOUG.

o KolvwVvikwv: A&ITTouV oI EAeUBEPOI XWPOI YIa cuvelpeon Kal TTalyvidl Kal dIaAueTal N aicOnon
NG VYEITOVIAG. TépHa o autooXedlaouog, n dlaockédaon Xwpic TTPoOypauua, n aubdpuntn
Kovwvikotroinorn. OAa autd TrepIopiCouv TNV KIVNTIKOTNTA KAl AOQAAEIA TwV TTONITWY, Kal
ID1I0ITEPA TWV EUTTABWYV OPAdWY, NAIKIWPEVWY, TTAIBIWY, KAl ATOPwWVY PE EIdIKEG AVAYKEG.

To mmapdAoyo eival 611 o1 TTOANITEG OTEPOUVTAI £€va KOIVO ayaB0, Tov eAeUBepo dNUOCIO XWPOo, Kal
u@ioTavtal OAEG TIG TTOPATTIAVW ETTITITWOEIG OE MIO XWPA TOU €XEl A0 KAiga Kol JEYAAn
nAlogaveia!

H ABriva éxel To PIKPOTEPO TTO00O0TO TTPdCIvou oTnv EupwTrn. Aegv €xel éva MnTpotroAiTiké MNdpko
OTTOU Ol TTOAITEG Ba TTAve, e dNUACIa CUYKOIVWVIA, VIO VO KAvouv BOATA, TTIK-VIK, dpayua oTn oKId
TwV OEVOPWYV, TTOdNAATO Kal TTalyvidl péoa oTo TTPAcivo. Kal duoTuxwg TTOAAOI TTOANITEG, £TTEION OEV
€xouv {noel auTh TNV atroAauaon, dev Tnv avalntouv, dev TNV OIEKDIKOUV.

Ta TeAeuTaia xpovia TNG Kpiong n katdoTtaon auTh emosvwbnKe. To KPATOG, avTi va AsIToupyei oav
BepaTto@UAAKAG TOU dNUOCIOU CUPQPEPOVTOG, AVTIUETWTTICEI TOUG dNUOCIOUG XWPEOUG oav IDIWTIKA
TOU TTEPIOUTia Kal Katatmard OAoUG TOUG KAvOVveS Kal TIGC pUBMIoEIS TTou Toug TTpooTaTteUouv. H
IDIWTIKOTTOINON TWV XWPWV QUTWV TTOPOUCIACTNKE WG TPOTTOG ATTOTTANPWUAG TOU XPEOUG Kal
QVTIMETWTTIONG TNG UQPEONG KAl TNG avepyiag. AuTO €ixe oav ATTOTEAECUO O XOPAKTAPAG TOU
OUVOAOU OXEOOV TwV dNUOCIWV adOUNTWV XWPwV TNG TTOANG va Bpebei o€ Kivouvo. MoAAoi TéTolol
XWPOI, av Kal €xouv 181aitepn TTEPIBAAAOVTIKN, TTOAITIOTIKA KOl KOIVWVIKI onuacia, evraxenkav o€
ox£01a «agloTroinonNg» atmo QOPEIG Tou dNUOCIoOU Kal Tou 101WTIKOU Topéa. O1 Aiyol dnuoaciol
€AEUBEPOI XWPOI TTAPAXwWPOUVTAl O€ IBIWTES f/Kal dopouvTtal!

"evviABnke AoitTtdv n avdykn di1ekdikNOAS TOug aTTd TOUG GUAAOYIKOUG IIOKTHTEG TOUG, TOUG TTOAITEG,
KATTOIOl €K TWV OTTOIWV avTédpaoav oTa ox£DIA IDIWTIKOTTOINOAG TOUG. AvaTITUXONKAv GUAANOYIKEG
Opdoeic yia TNV TIPOACTIION Tou OnNUOCIOU XAPOKTAPA TOug, TNV avapaduion Tou acoTiKou
TTEPIBAAAOVTOG Kal TN dnuIoupyia VEwV KOIVWV XWpwV. Ta KIvAPaTa TG TTOANG TTPoETAgaV TIG agieg
XPNong &vavT TwV avTaAAGKTIKWY aglwyv, TN onuacia tng moioTnTag Cwng EvavTi YIag Pn BIWCIKUNG
QVvATITUENG KAl aywvioTnkav yia To «OIKAiwPa oTnv TTOAN». 2av ATTOTEAECUA AUTAG TNG
01ekdiknNoNG, O ONPOCIOoI XWEOI aTTETEAECAV, TTOAU OUXVA, AvOIXTA YETWTTA AOYyW OUYKPOUCEWYV, OE
QUTOUG, OIKOVOUIKWY CUNQEPOVTWV.

H 1oTopia Tou aywva pag yia éva MntpotroAITikéd MNdapko o1o EAANVIKG EeKIVA e TV PJETAPOPA TOU
TTpwnv agpodpopiou ota Meadyeia. Otav peTa@épOnke 10 agpodpouio ota Meadyeia, katéAape
adOuNTES EKTACEIC KOl YEWPYIKA yN. TOTE N KUBEPVNON UTTOOXEBNKE va dNPIOUPYAOEl, OTNV €KTAON
Tou TTpwnv Agpodpouiou ato EAANVIKO, TO MnTtpotroAimikd Mdapko MNMpacivou TTou Agitrel amd Tnv
TTOAN HOG.

O xwpog autdg gival pia TTapaBaAdooia éktaon 6.2000Tp. TTou BpiokeTal o€ aTOOTACON 8 XAM aTTd
TO0 KEVIPO TNG ABrivag oto EAANVIKO, cival Trpoofdaoiun pe MMM, kai mrepiAaufdver 1o Tpwnv
01EOVEC agpodpbuio Tou EAANVIKou, Tnv TTpwnv Apepikaviky Bdon kai Tnv TTapaAia tou Ayiou
Koopd. H éktaon autr €xel duoTuXWwS CUPTTEPIANGOEI oTa akivnTa Tou dnuoaiou TTou BpiokovTal
utré 1IBIWTIKOTTOINON atrd TNV €AANVIKN KUBEPvVNON, ME OKOTTO TN dnuioupyia evog HEyAANG KAipaKag
OIKIOTIKOU GUYKPOTIHUATOG WE TTOAUTEAEIC KATOIKIEC, EUTTOPIKA KEVTPA, KTipIa ypaeiwy, Eevodoxeia,
YKOA® ka1 kadivo.

Avti yia MntpotroAimiké Mdapko Mpaacivou, TTpoBAETTETAI va KTIOBEI kel pia véa TTOAN 3 TTEPITTOU
EKAT. T.M., TN OTIYUA TTOU N ATTIKR d1aB€Tel Ndn éva TePAoTIO KTIPIOKO atméBsua mou, Adyw Kpiong,
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TTapapével adidBeTo. H véa TTOAN Ba €xel TEPAOTIEG TTEPIBAANOVTIKEG ETTITITWOEIG YIA TNV EAANVIKN
TTPpwTEUOUOA, aYoUu Ba xaBei 0 TEAEUTAIOC KOl HEYOAUTEPOG EvaATTOMEIVAG EAEUBEPOG XWPOS TNG. H
emévduon 0¢ auth Ba KooTioel oTo €AANVIKO dNUOCIO TTEPICCOTEPA ATTO TO YEAOIO OIKOVOMIKO
QVTITIHO TTOU TTPORAETTETAI VA TTANPWOEI O JOVADIKOG UTTOWAPIOG ETTEVOUTAG.

Mépa GUWG atTd TO OIKOVOMIKO Kail TTepIBAAAOVTIKG okAvdaAo, n eTévduon auTh Ba oTeprioel atro
TNV TTOAN £va XWPO TTOU OTEYACE KAl OTEYACEI OKOPN ONUAVTIKEG XPAOEIG KAl AEIToUpyieg TNG TTOANG.
Mapd Tnv emigovn ammagiwon Tou XWEOU autou E€TTi Xpovida, TTapd TnV EYKATAAEIYN Twv
TEPIOOOTEPWY aATTO Ta 480 KTAPIa TTOU JIOBETEI, TTAPA TO YEYOVOG OTI €UTTOdICETAI OTABEPA KAl
dlaxpoVIKA N TTPOCRAcn TWV TTONTWY O€ AuTOV PJEoO aTTO 56 XAY TTEPIPPACEWY, O XWPOG AUTOG (el
Kal EEUTTNPETEI AVAYKES TNG TTOANG.

2 UYKEKPIYEVA:

1. 270 XWPO QUTO NTAV EYKATEOTNMPEVOL, TTIPO 2 €TWV, OCNPAVTIKEG yia TO OAPO EAAnvikou
ONUOTIKEG UTTNPETiEG OTTWG TO Anuapxeio, ol Texvikég YTrnpeoieg, n MNMupooBeoTik Kal TO
IMONITIOTIKO KEVTPO TOU.

‘Hrav emmiong eykateoTnuéveg 28 dnUOCIEG UTTNPETIES TwV uTToupyEiwv Oikovouikwy, EBvVIKAS
Apuvag, Ymrodouwy, Maideiag kal Opnokeupdtwy, MNMoAimopou kai ABAnong, Anpooiag Tagng,
Epyaciag-Koivwvikig Aco@dAciag kai [podvoiag kabBwg kal Tng [Mepipépeiag  ATTIKNAG.
EvoeikTiKG Ba avagépouue 1o TeAwveio, TNV EBvik MetewpoAoyiky YTnpeoia, to KpaTikd
Epyootdoio Aegpookaguwyv, To FIR ABnvwyv, Ta Apagootdola Asw@opeiwv kai Tpau, TO
EAMNviIKG Kévipo Oalacoiwv Epeuvwy, T0 pPeEYOAUTEPO KOl  AVOKAIVIOWEVO  OTOUG
OAupTtriaokoUG  Aywveg  TTpoTTovnTIKO  KEVTPO TnG EAAGdag oO1ou  @IAogevouvTal  Kal
TTPOTTOVOUVTO aBANTEC uWnAoU aywVvIOTIKOU ETTITTEQOU Kal 3 BEPATTEUTHPIA YIO ATOUA ME
avatrnpia. OAol autoi o1 dnupoéoiol kKal OnuoTIKOi @opeic Ba Tpémel  va
METEYKATAOTABOUV Pe £€§00a TOU dnuociou yia va d00ei o Xwpog eAeUBepog aTTd KABE
Oéopeguon oTtov 1I8IWTN £TEVOUTA. AUuOTUXWG N MHETEYKATAOTOON aUTH €X&1 AdN
geKIvAoEl

2. XT0 XWwpo Tou TTpwnv Agpodpoiou Kal TNG TTAPAKTIAS WvNG TOU UTTAPXOUV £TTIONG TTOAAEG
OAuptmiakéc  ABANTIKEG  Eykartaotdoelic  (loTiotrAoiag, =ipaokiag, KaAaboo@aipnong,
20@TUTTOA, Kdvoe-Kayidk ZAdAopu, Xokei kal MTTéICuTtroA). MpékeiTal yia XwWpoug TTou £XouvV
TTANPWOEI a1rd T0 EAANVIKO Anuéoio kal 0a 50000V dwpo oToV £TTEVOUTH!

3. TE€Aog, eviOG TOU XWPO QUTOU UTTApXOUV 4 dlaTnpnTéa KTrPIa, YETAEU TWV OTTOIWV Kal TO
KTHpIo Tou AvaToAikoU AgpoAiyéva Tou apxITéEkTova Eero Saarinen kaBuwg kair ApxaioAoyikd
eupnuarta ato TNV MNpoeAANVIKA péxpr kai TV BulavTtivi €Toxr. O1 apXaloAOyIKEG EPEUVES DEV
£€Xouv OAoKANPwOEi. AuoTuxwG n AedvTela ocUPPacn PE Tov €TTEVOUTH) TTPORAETTEI OTI N eUpEDN
apPXQIOTATWY aTTOTEAEI «yeyovog atrolnuiwong». AnAadry av n ApxaioAoyiki YTrnpeoia
Bpel apxaia KATA TIG EKOKAPES, ATTOCNHUIWVEI TOV AYOPAOTH!

Mépa OpWG aTrd TIG UTTNPECIEG KAl TIG EYKATAOTAOCEIG, 0TO EAANVIKO oTeydoTnkav 6Aa auTd
T XPOvia TrOAAéG AAAEG KOIVWVIKEG, TTOAITIOTIKEG, OOBANTIKEG, TTEPIBAAAOVTIKEG Kal
aAAnAéyyueg dpdaoeig TTOAITWYV OTTWG:

. To MntpoTroAImikd Koivwviké latpgio EAANVIKOU 1mou a1rd 10 2011 €xe1 e€UTTNPETHCEI TTAVW
amdé 100.000 avac@daAioToug acBeveic kai €xel Bpapeutei, To 2015, amd 10 EupwTraikd
Koivof3ouAio.

o O «Aypog ato EAANVIKOY, gival éva eyxeipnua aoTIKAG yewpyiag 61tTou dpacTnpIOTTOIOUNOOTE
01 TPEIC aTTd TOUG £€1 TNG O0uddag pag. O Aypdg Eekivnoe TTpIv TTEVTE Xpovia oav TTPAgN
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avTioTaong eVAvTIa oTnV aTTEIAR TNG 1I01WTIKOTTOINONG Tou EAANVIKOU Kal cav évauoua yia Tnv
OIKEIOTTOINON TOU XWPEOU atrd TOUG TTOAITEG HECW KIVAUOTIKWY dpacTtnpiotiTwy. O Aypdg eival
auTodIaxeIpICOUEVOG, N KOANIEpYEIQ GUANOYIKN Kal XpnolgoTrolouvTtal YéBodol NG BIOAOYIKAG
Yewpyiag. Ta TTpoiovTa TToU TTapAyovTal, JoipAalovTal OTOUG CUMMETEXOVTEG avaAoya UE TIG
QVAYKEG TOUG KAl TNV £pyacia TTOU €XOUV TTPOCQPEPEI Kal TO TUXOV TTAedvaoua XapideTal o€
KOIVWVIKOUG QOpEig (KOIVWVIKO 1aTpEio, idpupa aoTEywy KATT.). O Aypdg opyavwvel oegivapia
agipopiag (TTepUakoUAToUpag) kal €xel dnuioupynoel Tparmela ommépwyv. O Aypdg Bpioketal
Méoa oTnv euplTepn TrEPIOX] Tou Agpodpouiou Kal Kivouvelel BEPaia Kal aAuTOg va
KATAOTPAPEI PJE TNV IDIWTIKOTTOINON TOU XWEOU.

o H e€AelBepn TTapalia TTou «AvoIgE» OTOUG TTOANITEG, META aTTO ATTEPYia TTEIiVOG TOU TTPWNV
onuapxou EAAnvikou Xpriotou Koptdidn Kai hue TNV eVEPYO CUMMPETOXH TTOAAWY TTOAITWV.

o EkBéoeic Cwypa@IknG-yYAUTTTIKAG-QWTOYPAQPIaG, OUVAUAIEG Kal QEOTIBAA OCUAAOYIKOTATWY,
UTTaiBPI0G KIVAUOTOYPAPOG, YIOPTEG AUTAPKEIAG.

o 2T0 XWPO auTtd abAouvrav dwpedv o1 KATOIKOI TwV YUpw OAPWYV Kal yIvOTaV n KAAOKAIPIVH
ONMIOUPYIKA aTTaOXOANCN TWV TTAIdILV TOU OrjUou.

o 2TO XWPO AuUTO 01 TTONITEG £Kavav TPECIUO, TTEPTTATNUA, TTOOAAATO, TTIK-VIK, AEPOPOVTEAIOUO.
o 2TO XWPO AUTO OTEYAOTNKAV KAl OTEYAOVTAl AKOUN TTPOCQPUYEG.

o Etriong 010 xWpo autd £yivav TTOANEG DEVOPOPUTEUOEIG, PETAEU TWV OTTOIWV N dnuioupyia
evog EAaiwva 1500 dévdpwyv TTou TTANpwONnKav Kal QuUTEUTNKAV atro TToAITEG TNG ABAvag TO
2012.

Mapd dnAadn TIG TTEPIPPALEIG KAI TRV OUVEIBNTA EYKATAAEIYN A1TO TNV TTAEUPA TOU KPATOUG,
0 XWPOG auTdg TTapENEIVE CWVTAVOS Kal AEITOUPYIKOG.

Eival rpo@avég Ot1 n TepIBAANOVTIKA Kal KOIVWVIKI ONPacia auTou ToU XWPOou ival TEPAOTIA.

Eival etriong mTpo@aveég OTI 01 EYKATOOTACEIS TOU €ival TOOO TTOAAEG KAl ONPAVTIKEG TTOU AV TO
€EANVIKO KPATOG OUYKEVTPWVE TOOA XPpOvIa Ta evoikia atrd To OAupTtTiakd Kévtpo IoTiotTAoiag Ayiou
Koopd kai Toug €KBeOIOKOUG XwpPOUuG Kal av  Asitoupyouoe TIG UTTOAoITTeEG OAUUTTIOKEG
Eykataotdoelg, 6a utropouce va €xel XpnpatodoTnoel Tnv dnuioupyia Tou TTAPKOU uywnAou
TIPACIVOU TTOU €iXe UTTOOXEDEI.

Mia evaAAakTIKA TTpOTACN VI TO EAANVIKO PEAETABNKE -PETA aTTO AiTnUa TWV QOPEWV TNG TOTTIKAG
Autodioiknong g TepIoxng- amd 1o Epyaotipl AoTikou lMepiBdAAovtog Tou EMIT 10 2010, pe
oTOXO TNV dnuIoupyia evog dnuociou MnTpotroAiTikou MNdapkou MNMpacivou. ZUU@wva e TNV HEAETN
QauTH, O0TO XWPO Tou EAANVIKOU diapop@uwvovTal Xwpeol TTpdcivou dia@dpwy 10wy, Kal oTeyalovral
UQIOTAUEVEG Kal VEEC AelToupyieg Onuoaiou evdla@EPOVTOG. 2ZTOXOG eival n dnuioupyia evog
MNTPOTTONITIKOU TTOAOU TTONITIOUOU, aBAnTIONOU, d10iKnong, TTPOVOIOG, EKTTAIOEUONG KAl £PEUVAG.
MNa 10 Adyo auTtd eTTavaxpenoIPoTTolouvTal Ta PIod TTepiTTou atrd Ta uttdpxovta 480 ktrpia, HETAEU
TWV OTTOIWV oI dUO TTPWNV AEPOAINEVES Kal Ol UTTOBOUEG TNG AEPIKAVIKAG Baong 1 or OAUPTTIOKEG
EvykaraoTtdoeig tou 2004. EIdIKOTEPA TTPOTEIVETAI N METATPOTI TOU KNPUYMEVOU dlatnenTéou
KTnpiou Tou avatoAlkoU agpoAiéva, €pyou Tou apxITéKTova Eero Saarinen o€ ouvedpiakd Kai
€KOe0IOKO KEVTPO, KABWG Kal N €TTEKTACN TOU u@loTauevou Mouaegiou lMoAiTikng AgpoTTopiag Tou
OuTikoU agpoAiyéva. H Ttrpdtacn TPoBAETTEl AVOIYUO TOU XWPEOU OTO TIAPAKTIO METWTTO Kal
onuioupyia eAeUBepng TTapaldiag, kataokeun TeCOOpoPwY Kal TTodNAaTédpouwyY Kal KAAuwn Tng
éktaong amé MMM —1diaitepa 0TaBepn g TPOXIAG- YIa £¢ac@AAIon TNG TTPOCRACIUATNTAG AUTOU TOU
OnuooIou xwpou atrd 6Aoug Toug TTOANITEG TNG ATTIKAG. 2TOXOG TNG MEAETNG €ival N avakTnon, n
TTpooTaCiIa KAl O dNUOKPATIKOG €Aeyxog Tou EAANVIKOU wg dnudoiou XWPOU PNTPOTTOAITIKAG
onuaciag KaBwg Kal n dnuioupyia evog Xwpou OTTou Ba avatrTuooovVTal VEEG HOPPEG KOIVWVIKNAG
Kal aAANAEYYUQG OIKOVOMIAG, WG EVAAAAKTIKO HOVTEAO TTAPAYWYNG KAl ACTIKAG OIKOVOUIAG.
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H peAétn mrou ekmrévnoe 1o EpyaoTtriipr AoTikou lMepiBdAlovTiog Tou EMI katéypaywe avaAuTika Ta
UQIOTAPEVO KTHPIA Kal TIG XPAOEIG Toug aAAG kal Ta €00da Tou €AANVIKOU KPAToug atrd TIG
EVOIKIOCOUEVEG UQIOTAPEVEG EYKATOOTAOEIG, KAl OTTOOEIKVUEI OTI TO TIAPKO MTTOPEI va Eival
auTtoxpnuaTtodotouuevo. Ta écoda (evoikia peiov £€0da) TTou avtioTolXouv oTa €1n 2004-2010
avépxovtav o€ ~60 ekaT.€!

Eival emTopévwg TTpo@avég OTI o€ autd TO XWPO, ME TNV QVATITUEN TWV OCUYKPITIKWY TOu
TIAEOVEKTNUATWV:

o ©éon: TAvw oTNV TTAPAAIa TOU ZApWVIKOU,

o loTopia: Ta apyxaloAoyikd supriuata, Ta dIATNENTEA VEWTEPA PVNMEIa OAAG Kal N 10TopIa TNG
OAupTmiakng AgpoTropiag Kai TG APEPIKAVIKNG Baong,

. KTipiak6 ammoBepa: 240 kTApia o€ KaA KatdoTtaon, cuvoAikou eupadou 366.000 T1.u.,

. 2NMAVTIKEG KOl OTTAVIEG EYKATAOTACEIG: KEVTPO 2ZAdAou Kavoe-Kayiak (Slalom Kayak Canoe),
- dlatnpnTéo KTplo Tou Eero Saarinen, Kévtpo loTiotrAciag, ApXaloAOyIKOi XWPOI.

. MpooBaciudétnTa ue MeTpd, Tpau kai Acw@opeia (15 atd 10 kKéEvTpo TG ABrvag, 30’ atrd Ta
OUTIKG TTpodaoTIa),

n dnuioupyia evég TTapkou, TTEPa atmd To TTEPIBAAANOVTIKO OQEANOG KAl TOV KOIVWVIKO pdAo TTou Ba
Taiel otnv TOAN pag, Ba £épepve xprpaTa Kal BEoceig epyaciag, OTTwS autd cupBaivel oe OAa Ta
TTAPKA TOU KOOUOU.

Emopévwg, pe dedopéva a) TIG TTEPIBAAAOVTIKEG KAl KOIVWVIKEG ETTITITWOEIG, B) TO €CEUTENIOTIKO
Tiunua Kal y) TNV avUTTapKTn OIKOVOROTEXVIKN MEAETN yia TN BIWCIYOTATA TNG £TTEVOUONG KAl TNV
e€Cao@ahion Béocwv epyaociag, Oev UTTOPOUME TTAPA VA CUUTTEPAVOUME OTI n e€mmévduon TToU
OpopoAoyeiTal 0To XWPO Tou TTPpwNV AgPOdPOMIoU Kal TG TTAPAKTIaS (wvng Tou Ayiou Kooud
EVTAOOETAl OTNV OAOPETWTIN €miBeon TTou d€xovtal Ta Onuoéoia ayabd kai cuvakoAoubBa o
ONUAOI0G XWPOG OTN XWEA POG, MEOW TNG CUCTNUATIKAG atragiwong Kal Tng 1I81WTIKOTTOINCHG TOUG.
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2 THE PUBLIC SPACE IN GREECE IN JEOPARDY - THE "FRONT" OF HELLINIKON

Anna - Karapa Lavassa, Fereniki Vatavali, Natassa Tsironi
“Group of Architects for Hellinikon”

The issue of open public space is both social and political. Public spaces and their use reflect
social relations, culture, economy, and are also related to democracy, as these are the places
where citizens are equal.

Unfortunately, unregulated and unplanned development of Greek cities as well as the lack of
urban planning, did not allow the provision of adequate open public spaces in Greek cities. The
Greek social and value crisis reflected in the form and use of open public spaces, shows signs of
alienation, lack of collegiality, education and culture and the consumerism of our society.

In Greece, the open public spaces came to be a peculiar no man's land. Instead of belonging to all
citizens, they belong to nobody. Nowadays Greek people always look after only their private
space, while public space is being ignored and often violated.

In the past years the children used to play in the streets, squares and open spaces. Recently the
children have got used to playing games, sports and have fun in playgrounds, gyms, Internet
cafés, bowling centres, organized beaches, cafes and fast-food restaurants. Moreover, children
now have a tendency towards the air-conditioned rooms of the malls and multiplexes.

There is a lack of squares and parks in the Greek cities. The main open space is the street
network. The circulation of vehicles is considered more important than the pedestrians walk!
Sidewalks, pedestrian zones, bicycle lanes, bus lanes and emergency lanes are illegally
congested by private vehicles.

Unfortunately, the state, instead of ensuring these necessary for the citizens open spaces and
green areas, leaves the few existing open spaces without care and maintenance or even promotes
their permanent or temporary allocation to individuals for exploitation.

The lack and demise of open public space in Greece is the cause of many problems:

e Aesthetic problems: The quality of open public spaces (such as parks, squares, etc.) is very
low. These sites are usually sad, dirty and unmaintained, with damaged street equipment, dry
fountains, poor lighting, and little cachectic green.

e Environmental problems: increased air pollution, high temperature zones and flooding in Greek
cities, as well as an intensive use of energy consuming air conditioners.

e Health problems: The lack of green spaces degrades the city environment and burdens the
health of the citizens. In Attica, about 5,500 hospital admissions annually can be attributed to
environmental factors that affect the lungs and heart, and cause cancer and allergies.

e Safety problems: Pedestrians and cyclists are at risk from illegal parking and cars driven on
sidewalks, walkways and pedestrian crossings. The open public spaces are dangerous, due to
poor maintenance or poor lighting.

e Economic problems: These environmental, health and safety problems result in an increase in
medical treatment and allowances, paid both by the citizens and social insurance. Moreover,
people came to believe that the good quality of open spaces presupposes their privatization.
As private leisure and sports are costly, people that cannot afford them stay confined in their
homes.

e Social problems: Open spaces for meeting, playing and socializing are missing and the sense
of neighborhood is lost. This is the end of improvisation, entertainment without programme,
spontaneous socializing. The mobility and safety of the citizens is reduced, particularly of
vulnerable groups, the elderly, children and disabled people.
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The absurdity is that a country with high temperatures and plenty of sunshine lacks open public
spaces!

Athens has the smallest green percentage per capita in Europe. There is not a Metropolitan Park
where citizens can go by public transport to stroll, to have a picnic, hang out in the shade of trees,
cycle and play. And, unfortunately, many people do not even look for it or demand it as they have
never experienced such delight before.

In these last years of the crisis the situation has deteriorated. The state rather than acting as
guardian of the public interest, faces public spaces as its private property and violates all the rules
and regulations that protect them. The privatization of these spaces is being presented as a
method of debt repayment, and a way to fight recession and unemployment.

As a result, all open public city areas are in jeopardy. Many of them, although they are of particular
environmental, cultural and social importance were enrolled in plans of "exploitation” from the
public and private sector. The few remaining public open spaces are allocated to individuals or
they are simply exploited by construction companies!

In many cases, the real owners of such spaces, the citizens, reacted against privatization, and
took collective actions in order to defend their public character, to upgrade the urban environment
and even to create new public spaces.

The Athens’s Social Movements have focused on the use-values over the exchange values, the
importance of quality of life compared to a non-sustainable development and fought for the "right
to the city". As a result, public spaces became very often open fronts of conflict over economic
interests.

The history of our struggle for a Metropolitan Park in Attica begins with the transfer of the former
airport of Hellinikon to Mesogeia. The new airport occupied an important area of agricultural land
of Attica. At that time the government promised to create the Green Metropolitan Park missing
from our city in the area of the former airport in Hellinikon.

Hellinikon area is an area of 620 hectares, located within 8 km from the centre of Athens,
accessible by public transport. It includes the former international airport of Hellinikon, the former
US Military Base and a coastal area of 3.5 km which comprises Agios Kosmas sports and training
centre as well as a Sailing Centre.

Actually this area is unfortunately listed by the Greek government as public property under
privatization, in order to create a large-scale residential complex with luxury homes, shopping
centres, office buildings, hotels, golf courts and casino. Instead of a Green Metropolitan Park, a
new city of about 3 million sq. meters is going to be built in our city where a huge number of
buildings, due to the crisis, remain uninhabited.

This new city will have enormous environmental consequences on the Greek capital city, as its
last and largest remaining open space will be lost. Even worse, this investment will cost the Greek
government more than the ridiculous price the prospective investor will have to pay.

Apart from the economic and environmental scandal, this investment will deprive the city of a
space that housed and still houses major uses and functions. Despite the persistent devaluation of
this area for years, despite the abandonment of most of the 480 buildings available, despite the
fact that 56 km of fences have prevented access to citizens for years, the area lives and serves
the needs of the city.

More specifically:

Until 2 years ago this area housed significant for Hellinikon council services such as the Town
Hall, Technical Services, the Fire Department and the Cultural Center.

There were also housed 28 public services of the Ministries of Finance, Defence, Infrastructure,
Education, Culture and Sports, Public Order, Employment-Social Security and Welfare and of the
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Municipality of Attica. For your information let us mention the Customs, the National Weather
Service, the State Aircraft Factory, the Athens FIR, the bus and tram Depots, the Greek Centre for
Marine Research, the largest accommodation and training centre of Greece renovated at the
Olympics, as well as 3 clinics for people with disabilities.

All these public and municipal services will have to be relocated at public expense to set the space
free for the private investor. Unfortunately the relocation has already begun.

In this area of the former airport and its coastal area there are also many Olympic Sports Facilities
(Sailing, Fencing, Basketball, Softball, Canoe - Kayak Slalom, Hockey and Baseball). These
facilities have been paid by the Greek State and will be given as a gift to the investor!

Finally, in this area there are also four listed buildings, including the building of the East Airport
designed by architect Eero Saarinen, and archaeological findings from the pre-Hellenic until the
Byzantine era. Archaeological investigations have not yet been completed. Unfortunately the
unfair contract with the investor indicates that if antiquities are found this is "fact requiring
compensation”. So if the Archaeological Service finds antiquities during excavations, the Greek
State has to compensate the investor because of the delay caused to the investments plan!

Besides the services and facilities, Hellinikon housed over the years many other social, cultural,
sports, environmental and solidarity activities such as:

e The Metropolitan Social Clinic of Hellinikon which since 2011 has served more than 100,000
uninsured patients and has been awarded a prize by the European Parliament in 2015.

e The "Self-managed Farm in Hellinikon," which is an urban agriculture project in which three of
us participate. This Farm started five years ago as an act of creative resistance against the
privatization of Hellinikon and as a stimulus for the appropriation of this space through an
activist movement. The Farm is self-managed with collective cultivation and methods of
organic farming. The products produced are distributed to participants according to their needs
and the work they have offered, and any surplus is given to social organizations (such as the
social clinic, the homeless institutions etc). The Farm organizes seminars for sustainability and
permaculture, and has created a seed bank. It is located within the area of the former Airport
and is in danger of being destroyed by the privatization of the area.

e Further more there is a beach in the area which was opened after a hunger strike by the former
mayor of Hellinikon Christos Kortzidis and with the active participation of many citizens.

e Painting - Sculpture - Photography Exhibitions, concerts and collectives festivals, open-air
cinema, self-sufficiency festivals are among the various activities that took place there.

¢ In this space the inhabitants of the surrounding municipalities had enjoyed free sports facilities
and the summer creative activities for children of the municipality took place.

e In this area, people went jogging, walking, cycling, had picnics and practised aero-modelling.

e This space housed refugees but nowadays they are being moved to other more organized
spots.

e Extensive tree planting took place in this area, including the creation of an Olive grove of 1500
trees adopted, paid and planted by citizens of Athens in 2012.

Despite the fencing and the conscious abandonment by the state, this space remained alive and
functional.

It is obvious that the environmental and social importance of this area is huge.

It is also obvious that its facilities are so numerous and important that, if the Greek state collected
the rents for all these years from the Agios Kosmas Olympic Sailing Centre and the exhibition
spaces and if it operated other Olympic Game venues, they could have funded the creation of the
promised high green Park.
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An alternative master-plan for the Hellinikon area was conducted in 2010 —at the initiative of the
local government and under general coordination by the Urban Environment Laboratory of the
National Technical University of Athens—, aiming at the creation of a public Metropolitan Park.
According to this master plan, the site of Hellinikon maintains the existing spatial structure and it is
converted into a zone that combines —in addition to green areas of different qualities— existing and
new uses of public interest. The main intention of the master-plan is to create a metropolitan hub
for culture, sports, administration, social welfare, education and research. A key component of this
proposal is the reuse of the existing building stock, be it the airport terminals and the US military
base infrastructure, or sports facilities built for the 2004 Olympic Games. Of particular importance
in the proposal is the conversion of the east terminal listed building, designed by architect Eero
Saarinen, into a metropolitan conference and exhibition centre, as well as the expansion of the
existing Civil Aviation Museum. The proposal also provides open and free access to the beach,
pedestrian and cycling zones, extensive public transport coverage, particularly by fixed-rail
transport, resulting in a public area accessible to all. The key principle of this alternative proposal
is the recovery, protection and democratic control of Hellinikon as a public space of metropolitan
importance. The creation of a space for developing new forms of cooperative and solidarity
economy as an alternative model of production and urban economy is also a key principle of this
alternative proposal.

The study conducted by the Urban Environment Laboratory of the National Technical University of
Athens in 2010, recorded in detail the existing buildings and their use as well as the revenues of
the Greek state from the rented facilities, showing that the park can be self-financed. It is worth
mentionned that the income (rent minus expenses) for the years 2004 to 2010 amounted to
approximately 60 million €!

It is therefore clear that this area has many comparative advantages:
e Location: on the Saronic beach

e History: archaeological findings, listed recent buildings and the history of Olympic Airways and
the American Base,

e Building stock: 240 existing buildings in good condition of a total area of 366,000 square
metres,

e Important and rare structures: Slalom Canoe - Kayak centre, - listed Eero Saarinen’s airport
terminal, Sailing Centre,

e Accessibility by metro, tram and buses (it takes only 15’ from the centre of Athens, 30' from the
western suburbs),

The creation of a park, apart from the environmental benefit and the social role it will play in our
city will bring money and jobs, as it happens with all the big urban parks of the world.

Therefore, given

a) the environmental and social impacts,

b) the humiliating price and

c) non-existent feasibility study on the viability of the investment and security of jobs,

we can conclude that the investment of the former airport area and the coastline of Agios Kosmas
is part of the attack on public goods and hence the public space in our country, through systematic
depreciation and privatization.

31



SSSSSSSS NN

/

/ ’//

/ I Y~
I

1l
/. //_/, |




3. AlO TO ‘AHMOZIO’ TO ‘KOINO’ : H MEPINTQZH TOY EAAHNIKOY

KwvoTavrtivog ZapRidng - NMavog ToéToikag
«Opada ApXITEKTOVWY Yia To EAANVIKO»

1. Eicaywyn — Ta «Koivd AyaBd» utrd 10IwTIKoTToinon

Ta TeAeuTaia xpovia otnv EANGSa TTpowBeiTal wg KeVTPIKA TTONITIKA N IBIWTIKOTTOINON TNG dNUOCIag
yng, ™G dnudoIag TTEPIOUCIAG KAl TwV KOIVWV ayaBwv PE OTOXO, UTTOTIBETal, TNV €Ea0@AAIon
XPNUATWV yia TV €E6QANCN TOU dNUOCIOU XPEOUG TNG XWPEAG, TO OTTOI0 WOTOOO OCUVEXWG
augaveral.

H avTioTpo@r TnG ONnNUEPIVAG COPEPNG TTPAYUATIKOTNTAG, TTPOUTTOBETEI WG TTPWTN TTPOTEPAIOTNTA,
TAV avAKTNON, TNV TTPO0TACIA KOl TOV dNUOKPATIKO EAEYXO ATTO TOUG TTOANITEG TOU OUVOAOU TwV
ONUOCIWY Kal KOIVWV ayabwyv TG XWEag, METALU TWV OTTOIWV KAl TwV eAeUBepwyv, dnNUOCIWY
XWPWV.

2€ Mo TTOAN Ol KTIPIAKEG EYKATAOTAOEIS TTOU dIATIOEVTAl yia XWPEOUG EKTTAIOEUONG UYEIAG,
TTOMITIOPOU, ABANTIOPOU, KOIVWVIKAG TTPOvolag KATT. armotehouv «Koivad AyaBd», eivar dnAadn
avaTTOOTTOOTA CUCTATIKA KAl ONUAVTIKOTATA OTOIXEIO KOIVWVIKOU £EOTTAICUOU. To id1o 10XUEl Kal yIa
TOUG eAeUBEPOUG, addunToug dnUocioug Xwpous. Mia TTAateia, pia TTaidikr xapd, éva TTapko, ival
QATTOPAITATEG OVTOTNTEG KAl ATTOTEAOUV «QVACEG» MIAG TTEPIOXNAS OTNV OTToid KATOIKOUV XIAIAOEG
avBpwtrol. MapdTti Aoimmév n «aglotmoinon» TOu KOIVWVIKOU €EOTTAICNOU OTNV TTEPITITWON TWV
KTIDIOKWY EYKATAOTACEWY OUVOEETAlI OUXVA HE TNV TTEPAITEPW OOUNON, OTAV TIEPITITWON TWV
ONUOCIWY, eAeUBEPWY, ABOUNTWY XWPWV Ba TTPETTEI AVTIOETA va CUVOEETAI PE TO PN XTIOIUO, TN
dlaTrPNON KAl TO «TTPACIVIOHO» TOUG.

2. Mia mpoéraon via 1o mpwnv agpodpouio 1ou EAAnvikou

Katd ouvémreia Twv TTapatmdvw, €igaoTe avTiBeTol pe TN oxedialduevn TTapaxwpenaon Tou Tpwnv
agpodpopiou EAANVIKOU Kal TNG yeITovikAG TTapaAiag Tou Ayiou Kooud oe 1diwteg (Ouihog Adton
K.Q.), TTOU OTOXO €XEI TNV EUTTOPEUNATOTIOINCN KAl TNV TTEPAITEPW OOUNCN TOU XWPOU. OcwpoUue
OTI Ta OX€dIa TWV ETTEVOUTWY, TTou Ba uAoTToINBoUV pe BAon To master plan Tou apXITEKTOVIKOU
ypageiou Foster, ammoteAoUV CUCTATIKA OTOIXEIA PIOG «AVATITUENG» KOTACTPOPIKNAG VI TO QUOIKO
Kal TTONITIOTIKO TTEPIBAAAOV, yia Tnv {wh Pag.

To «EANNVIKO» aTtroTeAEl ONuEPa TOV TEAEUTAIO PEYAAO dNUOCIO, EAEUBEPO, AdOUNTO, XWPO TNG
ABnAvag, ouviotd Aoimmov éva «Koivd Ayabd», évav «Koivoe lMopo». H mrpdtacn pag eival va
TTOPAMEIVEl adOUNTOG Kal va peTATPATIEl 0€ éva Kolvoxpnoto MntpotroAimiké Mdpko uwnAou
TTPACIVOU, TO OTT0i0 Ba aTTOTEAECEI XWPO OUVAVTNONG Kal dnNUIoUPYIKWY OpacTnPIoTATWY, Yid
TTPWTOROUAIEC TTOANITWY, CUVEPYATIKEG OPATEIS Kal auTodlaxelpI(OUEVa yXEIpriUaTa. 2ZTov Babuod
TTOU O KOIVWVIKOG KOl OIKOAOYIKOG WETAOXNUATIONOS TNG TTApaywyns ME PAcn TIC OUAAOYIKEG
AVAYKES ATTOTEAEI ONPEPA Eva KEVTPIKO OTOXO, O XWPOGS Tou EAANVIKOU utTopEi va atroteAéoel TTEdIO
EQPAPMOYNAG TTONITIKWYV KOIVWVIKAG ETTAVOIKEIOTTOINONG META ATTO TN OUVOIAXEIPION KAl TRV KOIVWVIKA
Kal aAAnAéyyua oikovouia.

MNa Tnv «aglomoinon» Tou EAANVIKOU TTpoTEiVOUUE TNV ammOpPIYn TOU KUPIaPXOU HOVTEAOU

«aVATITUENGY», Kal TO TTEPACHUA OE €va AAAO POVTEAO, PE IOXUPH TNV TTOPOUCIa TWV KOIVWVIKWY

ox€oewv aAAnAeyyung. EidikOTepa TTpoTeiveTal N avadnTnon evog «TPITou dPOPOU» TN OQPAiIpa TwV

«Koivwvy»,Tépav Tou Kpdatoug kal Tng Ayopdg, o otroiog Ba ekAapBdvel Tov dnUOCIo XWPO WG
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«KOIVO ayaB0» Kal Ba €xel wg BAON TNV CUVEPYATIKA OIKOVOUia Kal TRV ouoTIUN TTapaywyn. Auto
Ba orjuaive TNV YeTaBacn atrd 1o «Anuoaio» oTto «Koivoy, Ba aruaive TNV TTapaywyn ayabwyv Kai
UTTNPECIWYV aTTO  AUTOOPYOVWHEVEG KOIVOTNTEG Ol OTT0IEG Ba  AEITOUPYOUV WG  KOIVWVIKOI
OUVETAIPIOMOI.

To eyxeipnua, ocuvdualOUEVO PE €Va ETTITUXEG MiYMO EYKATAOTACEWV KAl OpACTNPIOTATWY, OTTWG
TTEPIYPAPETAI TTIO CUYKEKPIPEVA TTOPAKATW, Ba PTTOPOUCE va TTPOCEAKUCEI OTO XWPO XINIADOEG
ETTOKETITEG KOO’ OAO TO £TOG Kal va dnuioupynoel éva onuavtikd apiBud BEocwv gpyaciag otnv
TTEPIOXN.

3. [lporeivoueveC XpNaeEIC Kal dpaaTnpIoTNTEC

2TA EKATOVTAOEG eyKaTAAEINPEVA BIAOTTAPTA KTipia Tou EAANVIKOU ptTopouv va Bpouv QIAGEEVOUG
XWPOUG OTEYAONG KOIVOTNTEG KAAANITEXVWY, 10pUOVTAG VEOUG TTOMITIOTIKOUG M KEPOOOKOTTIKOUG
TTUpriveg, TAQI 0€ dON UTTAPYXOUOEG TIONITIOTIKEG XpAoelg. EvdelkTikd 6a ptmopoucav va
AEITOUPYOOUV €PYOOTAPIO KAl KAANITEXVIKEG OMAOEG TTOU AOXOAOUVTAl HE TA EIKOOTIKA, TOV
KIVNUaToypa@o, T0 B£aTpo, To X0pO KATT., TTAPAAANAQ JE CUVAUANIOKOUG XWPEOUG, UOVIUEG EKBETEIG
Kal PeoTIBAA TExvVNG.

2TIGC UQIOTAUEVEG ABANTIKEG eykaTaoTAoelg Tou EAANvIkoU, OAUPTTIOKEG Kal TTPOUTTAPYXOUOEG,
MTTOPOUV va eviaxBouv aBANTIKEG dPACTNPIOTNTEG EPATITEXVIKOU, PN EUTTOPIKOU XOPAKTAPA, TTAdI
oTov eAeUBepng TTpdoRaong AaiKO aBANTIONG O OTTOIOG AEITOUPYED YIO OEKAETIEG PE ETTITUXIA OTO
ABANTIKS KévTpo Tou Ay.Kooud, Kal va AEITOUpyrnoouV AUECO TTPOCYPEPOVTAG ONUAVTIKO KOIVWVIKO
OPeAOG.

2TIG EKTETAPEVEG QdOUNTEG  EKTAOEIC Tou EAANVIKOU, ptropei  akOPn va  AEITOUPYROE
QUTOOPYAVWPEVN KOIVOTNTA KAAANIEPYNTWY TNG yNnG, TTou Ba TrepIAauBdavel aoTIKOUG KATTOUG Kal
QYPOKTAMATA, O€ €I0IKA Odlagopewuévn  EKTOon TIAAI OTOV  QTTd  TTEVTAETIOG  UQIOTAUEVO
«AuTtodiaxelpiopevo Aypo oto EAANVIKO», n oTroia Ba cupTTEPIAGREI KOl auToVv.

2TOUG AVOIXTOUG Kal KAEIOTOUG XWPOUG Tou EAANVIKOU, PTTopoulv va AEITOUpPYoouV £TTiIONG OOMEG
KOIVWVIKNG aAANAgyyUNng, TTAAI 010 dn utmdpxov «MnTpoTroAITiIké Koivwviké latpgio EAANVIKOU».
EVOEIKTIKA ava@EPOVTAl KOIVWVIKO QOPHOKEIO, QAVTAANOKTAPIO METAXEIPIOPEVWY QVTIKEINEVWY,
QayopEG XwpPic HETAlOVTEG, CUVETAIPIOTIKOI TTaIBIKOI OTABUOI, QPOVTIOTAPIA, WOEI0, TUVETAIPIOTIKA
Kageveia KATT., TTapaAAnAa pe Zuvedplakd Xwpo kal Aaiko MNavetTioTAuIo.

Ocwpoupue BEPaIO TTWG OAEC O TTAPATTAVW TTPOTEIVOUEVESG OPaaTNPIOTNTES Ba «ayKaAiaoTouv» atrd
TIG TOTTIKEG KOIVWVIEG Kal Ba atroTeAéoouv onpeia €AENG Kal ava@opdg yia TOUG KATOIKOUG NG
euplTEPNC TTEPIOXNAGS. O TTPOTEIVOUEVOG TUTTOG «aVATITUENGY, TTOU OTOXO €xel TNV avAdEIEn €vOg
OIOQOPETIKOU TTONITIONOU Kal OXI TNV EUTTOPEUMUATOTIOINGT TOU XWEOU 1 TN CUCOWPEUCT KEPOWV
ATTO PEMOVWHEVOUG «ETTEVOUTEG», Ba UTTOpOUOCE KAT €TTEKTAON va OUPPBAAAEl ouolaoTikd oTnv
TTOPAYWYIKI avaouykpoTNoN 0ANG TNG TTapaAiaKkhG {wvng Tou Zapwvikou KOATTou.

4. H lloAsodouikn Epsuva tou EMI kai 1o « Epyaortnipio emeéspyaaiac eVAAAQKTIKAC TTROTAaNC»

H avtiotaon katd tng 181WTIKOTTOINONG TOUu EAANVIKOU 0drynoe apxIkd oTn ouvTagn TnG OXETIKNAG
MoAcodouikig Epeuvag ammd 10 «Epyactipio AoTtikou [lepifdAAoviog» Tou EMIT kai oTnv
mapéupBaon TG «EmTtpotc Aywva yia 1o MnTpotroANiTiko Mdpko oto EAANVIKO», Twv OTToiwv
OUVEXEID Kal OUMTTARpwon atroteAei n OIKA pag trpdtacn. Emonuaivetar 611 o1 PéXPl OAPEPQ
KUBEPVNOEIG OUBETTOTE TTPAyMOTOTIOINCAV TNV TIPORAETTOMEVN aTTd T vopoBeoia diadikaoia
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«OlapBoUAeuonG» ouTe €xouv AGBel uTTOWn TIG TTAPATNPAOEIG TWV TTONITWY KAl TWV EUTTAEKOPEVWV
QOPEWV, ETTI TWV TTPOYPAUMATICONEVWYV EYKATACTACEWY KAl dpA0TNPIOTATWY OTO XWPO.

H «Opdda ApxITeKTOVWY yia To EAANVIKO» TTpayPaTOTTOINCE, TOV TTEPACHEVO loUvio oTO TTAQICIO
NG 15n¢ Biennale ApxITeKTOVIKAG, TO «EpyacTrpio eTTegepyaoiag eVAAAOKTIKNAG TTPOTAONG VIO TO
EAANVIKO». 210 «EpyacThpio» dnuioupyndnke uia avoiktr) «Oudda Epyaciag», n otroia epyalerai
EKTOTE hE OTOXO TN dIAPOPPWON CUYKEKPIMEVNG TTPOTACNG XPAOEWYV YNNG Kal Opwv dOUNONG yia TO
TTpwnVv agpodpoéuio EAANVIKOU kai Tnv TTapaAia Tou Ayiou Kooud, pe Bdon ta 6ca avag@épovtal
Tapamdvw. H «Opada Epyaciagy emodiwkel mmiong va dilapop@uwoel pia TpdéTtacon yia Tov Popéa
Alaxeipiong o otroiog Ba rpéTTel va avTtikataoTtioel TNV «kEAAHNIKO AE», TTou €xel oploTei atmd TV
KuBépvnon wg utrelBuvn diaxeipiong Tou Xwpou. 2TOX0G Eival O TTPOTACEIC QUTEG OTNV CUVEXEIQ
va a1roTEAEOOUV TO EVAAANQKTIKO TTAQICI0 yia éva VEO VOUO O OTT0i0G Ba AVTIKATOOTOEl TOV IoXUOVTA
aTrapadekTo Voo 4062/2012 trepi «aglotroinong» tTou EAANvIKoU.

210 «Epyaotipio» kai oTIC ouvavtioelg Tng «Opada Epyaciagy PETEXOUV QAPXITEKTOVEG Kal
OUVYYEVEIG €I0IKOTNTEG OTTWG  XWPOTAKTEG, TTOAEODOMOI, YEWYPAPOI, VOUIKOI KATT. aAAG  Kal
eVOIOQPEPOUEVOI TTONITEG KABE €I0IKOTNTAG.

5. Ta 10 uéAdov - Emmidoyoc

©¢éAoupe o0 dNUOOIOG XWPOS Tou TTpwnV agpodpouiou EAANVIKOU kai Tng TrapaAiag Tou Ayiou
Kooud, va Tapapeivel «koivo ayaboy, va pnv IBIwTIKOTToINOEI Kal va unv dounBei repaitépw, ol o€
UQIOTANEVESG KTIPIOKEG EYKATAOTACEIS TOU VA ETTAVAXPENOCIMOTTIOINBOUV yia TTONITIOTIKEG, ABANTIKEG
KAl YEVIKWG KOIVW@EAEIG dpaoTnpiotnTeg. H BEATIOTN Auon dnuioupyiag evog MnTpoTToAITIKOU
Mapkou o010 EAANVIKG, Ba mrpémel va Trpokuyel péoa amd pia d1adikaoia CUUMETOXNG OTOV
oXedIaopo Kal otTnv AQWn Twv ammoPACEwWY, KEVIPIKWY Kal TOTTIKWY @QOPEWV TTOAITWY, OfF
ouvepyaaoia he Toug appodioug @opeic TG KuBépvnong kail Tng Mepipépeiag ATTIKAG.

O¢Aoupe Eva dnNuooio MNTpoTToAITIKO MNdapko oTo EAANVIKO TTOU va Jag Xwpd 6Aoug, avoixtd oToug
KATOIKOUG Kal TOUG ETTIOKETTTEG TNG ATTIKAG, €V UEPEI QUTOXPNMOTOOOTOUNEVO, TTOU Va £EQ0@OAICE!
QEIOTTPETTEIC OXETEIC KAl BETEIC EpYQTiag auTOATTACXOAOUNEVWV TTOPAYWYWY KAl dNUIOUPYWV.

©éNoupe €va lNdapko TToU Ba TTPAYPATWVEl TN ONUOKPATIa OTOV dNUOCIO XWPEO, HECOA aTTd TNV
AUEON CUPUETOX OTOV QOpEa BIAXEIPIONG TOU CUVEPYOTIKWY dPACEWV Kal auTOdIaXEIPICOPEVWV
EYXEIPNMATWY, TTOU Ba BAdel ITTPOCTA TNV KOIVWVIKA Kal aAANAEyyua OIKOvVouia Kal Ba GUCTTEIPWVEI
TA MO WTIKA OTOIXEIO TWV KIVAUATWV.

MoTteloupe TTWG N TTPAYUATOTTOINCN €VOG TETOIOU EYXEIPAMATOG €ival aTmTOAUTWG EQIKTA Kal
EVATTOKEITAI OTNV AUTOBOUAN KIvNTOTTOiNON Twv TTOAITWY TNG ABRvag. H evepydC CUUMPETOXN TNG
KOIVWVIAG ATTOTEAEI OTIC HEPEG PAG TO PEYAAO {NTOUNEVO.
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3. FROM ‘PUBLIC’ TO ‘COMMON’: THE CASE OF HELLINIKON

Konstantinos Savvidis — Panos Totsikas
“Group of Architects for Hellinikon”

1. Introduction — “Common Goods” under privatization

In the course of the recent years in Greece, privatization of public land, of public assets and
commodities is promoted in order to supposedly raise money to pay off the country’s public debt,
which is however increasing constantly.

Reversing the current bleak reality presupposes, first of all, the reclaim, protection and democratic
control by the citizens of all public and common goods in the country, including free, public
spaces.

Building premises used for education, healthcare, cultural events, sports, welfare, etc. constitute
“Common Goods” of a city, in the sense that they are integral components and very important
elements of social equipment. The same goes for free, non-built public spaces. A piazza, a
playground or a park, are necessary entities, a breath of fresh air in an area inhabited by
thousands of people. Therefore, even if “exploitation” in the case of building premises may often
be related to further construction, on the contrary in the case of free, non-built spaces it should be
related to preservation, non-building and making free spaces green.

2. A suggestion for the former Hellinikon airport

For all the above reasons we are against the scheduled giving away of the former Hellinikon
airport and the adjacent beach of Agios Kosmas to private market investors (Latsis Group etc.),
aiming to commerciallization and further building of the area. We think that the investors’ plans,
based on the master plan by Norman Foster, are components of a catastrophic “development” for
our natural and cultural heritage, for our life itself.

“Hellinikon” is the last large-scale public, free, non-built-up space of Athens; it is therefore a
«Common Good”, a “Common Resource”. We suggest that it should remain a non-built-up area
and subsequently transformed into a public Metropolitan Park of high vegetation, which could
serve as a place for social gatherings and creative activities, citizens’ initiatives, collaborative
efforts and self-managed undertakings. To the degree that social and ecological transformation of
production, on the basis of collective needs, is nowadays a main objective; “Hellinikon” can be a
field for the implementation of policies promoting social reappropriation through social cooperation
and social solidarity economy.

For the “exploitation” of Hellinikon, we suggest rejecting the dominant “growth” model and
choosing a different model that strongly promotes solidarity relationships. More specifically a
search for a “third way” is proposed in the realm of “Commons”, beyond the State and the Market,
a way in which public space is considered a “common good” and a model based on collaborative
economy and peer production. This would mean a transition from “Public” to “Common” and the
organization of goods and services production been done by self-organized communities that
operate as social cooperatives.
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The undertaking in question combined with a successful mixture of facilities and activities, as
specifically described below, could attract and bring in Loco thousands of visitors all year round, as
well as create a decent number of dignified jobs in the area.

3. Proposed uses and activities

In some of the hundreds of scattered disused buildings of Hellinikon artistic communities could find
a hospitable shelter for founding new cultural nonprofit hubs, next to the cultural uses already
hosted in the area. Workshops and artistic groups working on visual arts, cinema, theater, dance,
etc. could operate, alongside concert halls, permanent exhibitions and an art festival, to name but
a few.

In the existing sports premises of Hellinikon, Olympic and preexisting, sporting activities of an
amateur and non commercial nature can be hosted, alongside popular sport that works
successfully for decades now in the adjacent Agios Kosmas Sports Center. And actually they
could operate immediately yielding great social benefit.

Within the vast non built-up areas of Hellinikon a self-organized farmers’ community could also
operate, constituted by urban gardens and urban farms, in a dedicated part of land next to, and
including, the “Self-managed Farm in Hellinikon”, the planning of which began five years ago.

In the open-air and indoor spaces of Hellinikon social solidarity structures can be established as
well, next to the "Metropolitan Community Clinic at Helliniko”, already operating for years now. A
social pharmacy-clinic, a secondhand goods exchange facility, fair-trade markets, cooperative
nurseries, cram schools, a conservatory, cooperative coffee shops, etc. could operate, alongside a
Conference Room and a People's University, to name but a few.

We are certain that all the activities proposed above shall be “embraced” by the local communities
and will constitute points of attraction and reference for residents of the surrounding area. The
proposed kind of “growth”, aiming to the promotion of a different culture and not to the
commercialization of the place or the accumulation of profit by a few “investors”, could as well
substantially contribute by extension to the productive reconstruction of the whole coastal zone of
the Saronic Gulf.

4. The NTUA’s alternative Master-Plan & the “Workshop for the development of an alternative
proposal”

The resistance against the privatization of Hellinikon has led initially to the conduction of the
respective alternative Master-Plan for the area by the “Urban Environment Laboratory” of the
National Technical University of Athens (NTUA) as well as to the respective intervention by the
“Struggle Committee for the Metropolitan Park in Hellinikon”. Our suggestion is supplemental and a
follow-up to both of the above. By the way we should point out that in respect to the new buildings
and activities scheduled for the area, until today no government has ever carried out the public
consultation procedure prescribed by law, nor the citizens’ or the bodies’ involved remarks have
ever been taken into consideration.

Last June as a part of the 15th International Architecture Exhibition La Biennale di Venezia the

“Group of Architects for Hellinikon” carried out a “Workshop for the development of an alternative

proposal for Hellinikon”. During that “Workshop” an open-ended “Working Group” was set up and

has been working since, aiming to develop a specific suggestion about the land uses and the
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building restrictions for the former airport of Hellinikon and the beach of Aghios Kosmas, according
to the above. The same “Working Group” is seeking as well to compile a suggestion for the
Management Body that should replace HELLINIKON S.A. (EAAHNIKON A.E.), designated by the
Government responsible body for the management of the area in question. The suggestions above
could consequently constitute the alternative framework for a new legislation aiming to replace the
unacceptable law 4062/2012 now in effect, about the “exploitation” of Hellinikon.

Participants in the “Workshop” and the meetings of the “Working Group” are architects and
disciplines of relative nature such as spatial planners, urban and regional planners, geographers,
lawyers, etc. as well as concerned citizens of all specialties.

5. About the future — Epilogue

We demand for the public space of the former Hellinikon airport and the beach of Agios Kosmas to
remain a “common good”, not to be privatized and not to be built any further. As for the existing
building premises they should be reused for hosting cultural, sports and nonprofit social activities
in general. With the participation of central and local citizens’ bodies in the planning and decision-
making, the optimum solution of creating a Metropolitan Park should be opted for, in collaboration
with the bodies concerned of the government and of the Region of Attica.

What we want at Hellinikon is a public Metropolitan Park with place and space enough for all of us,
free-accessed by the residents and visitors of Attica and partially self-financed, that ensures
decent relations and creation of jobs for self-employed producers and creators.

We want a Metropolitan Park that delivers democracy in the public space through direct
participation of the cooperative initiatives and self-managed enterprises in the managing body, a
Park that promotes social and solidarity economy and brings the most vital elements of grassroots
movements together.

We believe that such a task is absolutely achievable and is up to the voluntary mobilization of the
citizens of Athens. Civil society’s active participation is the main issue nowadays.
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4. ENIZTHMONEZ ZE KAGEXTQX EKTPOIMHEZ: H MEPINTQZH TOY EAAHNIKOY'

Avtwvng Maouvng
Mpoedpog ZuAAbyou ApXITEKTOVWYV — THAKA ATTIKAG

SUCCESS STORY

Oa nBeAa kat’ apyxAv va emonudavw Ot TTpIv Tpia Xpovia, o ‘EAANvag mTpwbuTtroupyogs, MIAWVTAG
o100 Kévipo EupwTrdikwy ZTToudwv Tou Eupwtrdikou Aaikou KOPPATog, TTapouciace ETTITUXIEG TNG
TOMITIKNG Tou, dnAwvovtag Ot “To success story e EAAGdac eivar 10 success story T1ng
Eupwmnc*». Exeivn TNV oTIVUA, N XWpPa €iXe yia €kTn Xpovid ueiwon tou AEM, TTou abpoioTikd
gemrepvouoe 10 25% kai avepyia Tavw atrd 27%, otoug véoug TTavw atrd 60%. Eivar eUAoyo 011,
yla Ta BupaTta auTrg TNG KATaoTPOPNG, N £KPPACN Success story €yive atmo TOTE KAKOPNUN.

Me TnVv @eTivi) Tou dAwan, o AAexdvtpo ApaBéva KaAei «Tov Kéapo va £pBel Kail va &gl otnv 15"
AIEONH EKOEZH APXITEKTONIKHZ “success stories 1Tou agiCel va eimmwbouv [...] 61Tou n
QPXITEKTOVIKA £KAVE, KAVEI KAl B0 CUVEXITEl va KAVEL TN dlapopd™s.

Tnv Tmponyoupevn TetdpTtn (21.9.2016), n mepimrwon Tou EAANVIKOU TTapouciace pia Tpayikn
e€ENEN, oTav 10 EAANVIKO KoivoBouAhio wAgioe Tnv ugaptrayry Tou atmmd OUIAO  IDIWTIKWY
OUP@EPOVTWY. OTTwg dpwg Ba douue 0Tn ouveExela, To EAANVIKG, dev TTavel va atroTeAEl TV BIKN
MOG aTrdvTnon, €vavTia OTO success story Twv KUuBEPVAOEwWV TOU PvNUOVIOU KAl AQuTWV TTou
TTponynenkav kai To TTpoeToigacav. AAG 010 OIkd pag success story, dev gixaue va KAVOUUE JOVO
ME OPXITEKTOVEG KAl Ol APXITEKTOVEG DEV €ixav OAol Thv idla oTdAon.

O T1iTAOG auTAG TNG opIAiag, dnAadr n otdon Tou Tunuartog ATTIKNAG Tou ZAAAZ-TIEA, avadelkvuel
TTPOPAVWG TO BEPA TNG OXEONG TWV APXITEKTOVWYV PE TO EAANVIKG. AuTO PE TNV O€IpA TOU OXETICETAI
ME TO €upUTEPO BEPA TNG UPAPTTAYAGS YNG KOl TEAIKA PE TO EUPUTEPO KOIVWVIKO-TTONITIKO TTEDIO OTTOU
AauBdavouv Xwpa Ta TTPOoNYOUNEVa.

THIS IS A COUP

MaipvovTtag B€on yia 10 TTEPOIVO dnuowneioua otnv EANGSa, 1o TuApa ATTIKAG Tou ZAAAZ-TIEA
KAAEDE PE AVOKOIVWGOT] TOU VO EKPPACTE] Kal Vo oTNPIXTE TO «OXI Twv apxITeKTOVWV»™,

Mia Bdoudda petd, To hastag #thisisacoup oTaAONKe ammd ekaTopuUpIa avBpwITTOUG 0 OAOV TOV
mhavATn*, evavtia otnv TpooTdBeia Tou ANT, Tne Kevipikig EupwTraikig Tpdmelag kai Tng
EupwTtraikig Emtpotig va avatpéwouv 1o cuvtpITTiKG OXI Tou EAANVIKOU dnuoywn@iopaTtog. Tnv
eTTOEVN PEPQ, TO BIadEXONKe n oIWTTA. Kaveig dgv gixe @avtaoTei 0TI TO TTPALIKOTINUA €16 BAPOG
Tou Onuoywn@ioparog Ba 1o ekTeEAoUoe n idla n EAAnvikp BouAn, pe tTnv TTpooxwpenon Tng
KUB€pvnong, TToU €ixe oxnuaTioTei 0To Ovopa TNG ApPIOTEPAC, OTIC VEOPIAEAEUBEPEC UVNUOVIAKES
OuVApEIG.

’ OuiAia oTnv ekdNAwaon pe Bépa: Anudoiol-eActBepol xwpol, koivd ayabd - éva lNapko yia 6Aoug o1o EAANvIKG, 25.9.2016, eAAnVIKO

mepitrTepo otnv 15" Biennale Apxitektovikng, Giardini, Beveria.

http://www.enikos.gr/politics/150789,SamarasH-Ellada-einai-to-success-story-ths-Eyrwphs.html

2 http://www.labiennale.org/en/architecture/exhibition/aravena/ (n uTroypauuion SIKf Hou).

3 hittps:/iwww.scribd.com/document/270174597

4 https:/iwww.theguardian.com/business/2015/jul/13/thisisacoup-germany-faces-backlash-over-tough-greece-bailout-demands kai
http://www.koutipandoras.gr/article/coup-deytero-dimofilestero-hashtag-ston-kosmo-deite-vinteo
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H avatpoTtrr) Tou dnuoywn@iopaTtog Kai n ammoAuTn €MKEATNON TWV JVNUOVIAKWY KOIVOBOUAEUTIKWV
duvdpewyv Aiyo apydtepa, PEOw TNG TTPOKAPUENG AIPVIOIAOTIKWY €KAOywyv, odhAynoav, Tnv
TTponyoupevn TETAPTN, OTNV UTTEPWNQPION TS UQapTTayns Tou EAANVIKoU.

I>TOPIES YOAPIAHS

MNa tnv €€060 amd Tnv dIEBv) XPNUATOTTIOTWTIKA Kpion, ol QUVAPEIC TTOU TNV TTPOKAAEcAv,
eméBaAav Ta Mvnuovia, evepyoTTOIWVTAG 0TV EupwTrn TNV yVWOTAH OTPATNYIK) TOU OOK TOU
Snuéaiou Xpéouc™®. Ta Mvnuoévia atroteAoUV TV €TTIBETIKA HOP®H| TOU VEOPIAEAEUBEPOU TTAYHATOC
OTNV €pyaoia Kal - dia TN UPapTTaync - oTo oUVOAO Tou KolvwvikoU TTAoUTou*®. TéTtolo TTARyua
KIVOUVEUEl va aTroTeEAéTEl N TTEPITITWON Tou EAAnvikoU, wg u@aptray akivntng onuooiag
TTEPIOUTIAG.

H ugaptrayr) TG dnuooiag yng Oev TTpwToep@avioTnke otnv EAAGda katd tnv Trepiodo TOU
Mvnpoviou*’. OI TaAaidTEPEG HAJIKEG KATATTATACEIC Kal N auBaipetn SOunon €ixav Kupiwg
XOPAKTAPO KAAUWNG KOIVWVIKWY OVOYKWYV OIKOYEVEIOKAG KAIMOKAG, META aTTO AAAETTAAANAEG
€OVIKEG KATAOTPOYEG, aTTd TO 1922 w¢ TNV dekacTia Tou '50, TIG OTTOIEG TO EAANVIKO KPATOG ATAV
aduvaTo 1 atrpOBupo va avaAdBel Kal va avTIMETWTTIOEL. AUTEG O KATATTOTACEIG OTNPIXTNKAV O€
€va TTOAU €10IKO eAANVIKO @aIvOUEVO, aUuTO TNG PACIKAG MIKPAG akKivnTnG IBIOKTNOIAG, ETTITEIVOVTAG
TO.

Metd 10 ‘80, auth) n padikl u@apTrayr ETTAYE va €ival KUPIWG TTPOIOV TNG avaykng. ATTEKTNOE
KEPOOOKOTTIKO xapakTApa. Metd 1o 90 kai To 2000, 0 XapaKTpag auTdg evidbnke, ue TTARyuaTa
OTNV CUVTOYMOTIKA Kal VOUOBETIKN TTpOO0TACia TNG TTEPIOUCiag Tou dnuoaciou, e TTPOOXWENON Tou
idlou Tou OnuOCIoU OTOUG TTPWTAYWVIOTEG TNG UPAPTIAYNG Kolvwy ayabwv. lMpdéoxnua, ol
«EKTAKTEC OUVONKeS», OTIWG n KApugn TG Oeoocalovikng ToAmoTikAg lMpwTelouocag Tng
EupwTng, e attokopUpwpa TNV avaAnwn Twv OAupTTiakwy Aywvwy Tou 2004.

Meta 10 2010, Ta Mvnuévia gmiteivouv Tnv idia KatelBuvon, oTOXEUOVTAG OE TEPAOTIEG EKTAOEIG-
@IAéTa, ue Oladikaoieg fast-track kalr pe TTARPEN TTApPAKaAPWN Twv €AANVIKWY, €UPWTTAIKWY KOl
01EBvwyv  Kavovwy Oikaiou, pe atmoTéAeoua Tnv oTaBepry OloAioBnon oe pia  kardoTtaon
OUVTAYUATIKAG EKTPOTTAG.

Katd tnv diadikacia auth, oTo €TTiTTedO TNG Kupiapxng 16€oAoyiag, n vouiki TG pop®n (1I00TnTO
aTréVavTl OTOUG VOUOUG, OnpoOKpaTia KATT.) TTauel va KUuplapXei, TTPOG OQEAOG TEXVOKPATIKWV
MOPPWYV, PE ONUEIa EVTOVOU QUTAPXIOKOU Kal hE TTPOOXNUA TO TEXVOKPATIKAG €utrveuong “TINA”,
OTTOU N VEOPIAEAEUBEPN KATOOTPOPA ATTOKPUREI TOV KATAAUTIKA avTIONUOKPATIKO TNG XAPOKTAPA
Kal Trapouciadetal w¢ Piailo aAAd avammédpacTo QUOIKO @aIvouevo. AUTH n uTToXwpeEnon Tng
VOMIKAC PIAEAEUBEPNC HOPPAC TIPOC OPEAOC TNC TEXVOKPATIKAC VEOPIAEAEUBEPNC?E, éxel, dTTWC Ba
OOUNE, ONUAVTIKESG ETTITITWOEIG OTNV OTACN TWV ETTIOCTAPOVWY .

> M «T0 GOK TOU Xxp€oug», BA. Naopl KAaiv, To d6yua tou ook, utep. Ayyehog QINITTTIATOG, £k3. AIfdvn, ABrjva, 2010, . 218 k.€.,
kol KwoTig XatdnuixaAng, Kpion xpéous kai ugaprrayn yngs, ekd. KWYM, ABrva, 2014, o. 13 k..
% Mo TNV OITTAR €TTiBeon oTnv epyaaia kai TN yn, BA. KwoTig XatrdnuixdAng, o.1m., 0. 135 K.€.
*" MNa 10 XPoVIKG dla@oépwyv ekdoxwv TG upaptrayng, BA. H eayopd kai Ta aubdipera. Autd mou emIdIWKEl N KUBEpvnon eival n
EICTTPAKTIKN vouIuotToinan tng diagBopdg,
Amégaon levikng Zuvédeuong Tng 15.9.2011, Apxeia TuRuatog ATTiKAG ZAAAZ MEA, ap. pwt. 44303 _B_EIZ kai KwoTrg
XargnuixdAng, o.1., 0. 68 K.€.
 Na QUTAV TN PETATOTTION, WG EKONAWGON TNG €TTIBEGNG €vavTiov TOU JIKAIIKOU CUOTAUATOG O€ KaBeaTwTa eKTPOTIAG, BA. Nikog
MouAavtlag, ®aoiouds kai Aiktaropia. H Tpitn Aiebvig avriuétwrn arov @acioud, ptep. XpioTiva Aypiaviwvn, €kd. OAKOG,
ABnva, 1975, o. 347.
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H «OYAETEPOTHTA» TON ElI2 THMONOQN

IMoAAOI ETTIOTAPOVEG £€XOUV CUXVA TNV TAOT VA UIOBETOUV TTOMITIKEG OTACEIG TTOU £TTNPEEAZOVTAI OTTO
KAtrola OOMIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA TOU KOIVWVIKOU TOUG XWpou. Oa Eekiviiow MPE TO {ATNMG TNG
oUdETEPOTNTAG.

2€ KOIVWVIiEG OIXAOMEVEG, ME aviOOTNTEG TTOU OEUVOVTAI, Ol ETTIOTAPOVEG UTTOKEIVIAI O€ Wia
Weudaiobnaon oudeTePOTNTAG, N OTToIa EdPACETAI OTNV KATOXN TNG yvwong. Autd ouyvd Toug £CwOEi
va €TMIOIWKOUV €iTE va OEXOVTAI YIO TOV £AUTO TOUG TOV POAO TOU ICOPPOTTIOTH, O€ Mia 1010hop®N
avalnTnon Miog TTPOVOMIAKAG OxéoNG ME TO KPATOG, TTPOG OPeAOG TnG €EiCOU QPAVTAOTIKAG,
€€I00PPOTINTIKAG AEITOUPYIOG Tou®. MpodkerTal yia éva IBIAITEPO XAPAKTNPIOTIK, TTOU TOUG KAVEl
IKOVOUG Kal KaTAAAnAoug va diaxeipiovral o1 idlol KAl VA VOUIMOTIOIOUV TIG QVTIKOIVWVIKEG
ATTAITAOEIS TALEWV HE MPEYAAN OIKOVOWIKN €¢oucdia, akOoua Kal €16 BAPOG €PYACIOKWY,
ETTAYYEAUATIKWY KAl KOIVWVIKWY OIKAIWHATWY TWV EPYACOUEVWY CUVOREAPWY TOUG, TTOU OUXVA
TARTTOVTaN Bdvauoa armé Tnv diaxeipion auti.

Eival xapaktnpioTikG OTI yeoouong TNG Kpiong Tou xpEoug, o ‘EAANvag mpwButroupydg Tou 2012,
TOU OTTOIOU TNV B€0N KATEIXE TTPONYOUPEVWG £VAG TEXVOKPATNG TWV TPATTECWYV, EiXE UTTOOXEDEI, OTIG
TTPOEKAOYIKEG TOU OUYKEVTPWOEIS, Va BeaTrioel To “acuuBiBacTo umoupyoU kai BouAsutri®”, woTe

ME TOV TPOTTO auTO va oXNPaTiCovVTal KUBEPVAOEIG TWV «aiwvy.

MeTd atmmd auth) TNV €lI0aywyik TTapévleon, MPTTOPOUME va eppnveUOOUME TNV OTACN TTOU
uIoB£Tnoav KATToI0I ETTIOTAMOVEG, 0TO {RTNMa Tou EAANVIKOU.

ATIO TNV €TTOpEVN TNG WAPIONG TOU VOPOoU Tou ‘95, e Tov oTToio eykaTaAgipOnke To EAANVIKO Kal TO
agpodpouIo TNG ABvVag PHETOPEPBNKE OTA ZTTATA, EYKATAALIPONKE Kal n TTpooTacia Tou EAANvIKoU
WG - atmmd TOAAEC aTTOWelC - PovadikoU TOTToU KAl w¢ TeEAEUTaiou €AEUBEpOU XWpPOU TOu
TTOAEOOOMIKOU CGUYKPOTHUATOG TNG TTPWTEUOUCAG, TTOU Ba PTTOPOUCE VA HEIWOEl ONUAVTIKA TNV
dpauatiki EAAEIYN TTPACiVOU.

2Ta €ikoal Xpovia Tou pecoAdBnoav, TTOAAEG Oekddeg TTOAE0dOUOI TTPpoBupoTToINBnKav va
avaAdBouv PEAETEC, €iTE va CUPPETAOXOUV O€ OIaYywVICUOUG TTOU TTPOKNPUXBNKav atrd 1o EAANVIKO
onudaolo Kal o1 oTroiol TTPOdIEypa@av TNV u@apTrayr TUNUATWY TNG €AeUBePNG dnUOCIOG yNG ME
OKOTI® TNV €PTTOPIKY EKPETAAAEUON 2. OI PEAETEC Kol Of BIayWVICHOi auToi TTPOERAETIAV aPXIKG
olkodopnon 1.000.000 - 1.300.000 T1.u. Kal gEXPI OriuEPa n TTpodlaypa®r auth £xel TPITTAACIOOoTEI!
Kavei¢ ammd 6ooug cuppeteixav (TTavw atmd 150 peAeTnTEG Kal HEAETNTIKA ypageia, dnuooia Kal
IDIWTIKG), dev avapwTABNKE yia TRV EAAEIYPN TNG TEKUNPIWOoNG TTou Ba ETTPETTE VA OUVOOEUEI TETOIEG
TTPOBIAYPAPES EKTTOINONG KAl AVOIKOOOUNONG EAeUBEPOU dNUACIOU XWPEOU, WG TTPOG TIG

* TNa TNV «YEQUPOTTOIO» OUDETEPOTNTA WE TNV OTTOIA GXETICOVTAI O KATOXOI TTAVETTIOTNMIOKAS HOPPWONG, yia Tn cuvagr dofaaia
TTEPI TOU OUSETEPOU KPATOUG KAl VIO TO OXETIKA paivopeva «kpatoAartpeiagy, BA. Nikog MouAavtldg, o.17., 0. 329-331.

®H KATAOTPO®H TWV ETTAYYEAUATWY ONUOCIioU CUPPEPOVTOG UTTO TO TTPOOXNKA TOU «OVOIYMOTOG» TOUG, OTTOTEAEI eUBANUATIKA
OnNMEPIVH Pvnuoviaky peBodeuon. AvTIQAOKEN EVIUTTWOIOKA PE Tnv avevdoiaoTtn Tautdxpovn ekdAAwan O1aBecIuOTNTAG OUK
OANiywV ETTIOTAUOVWY VO TTPOCPEPOUV TIG TEXVOKPATIKEG TOUG UTTNPECIEG OE £VA AVTIKOIVWVIKO KABEOTWG TTOU, £KTOG TWV GAAWY,
KOTAOTPEPEI TOV iDI0 TOUG TOV KOIVWVIKO XWwpEo. INa To 1I0TopIkd Tou @aivouévou autou, BA. Nikog MouAavtldg 1975, o.1m., o. 335.

1 BA. «lMapouaiaan tou axediou TN NA yia Touc Oeououg, v Koivwvia kai nv Acg@dAeia, amé tov MNpoéedpo 1 NA k. Aviwvn
2auapd oro Zarmrmeio Méyapoy, 26.04.2012, http://ndthessaloniki.gr/?p=7286

*2 MNa 10 1I0TOPIKO QUTAG TNG CUUMETOXNAGS, BA. EpeuvnTiké Mpodypauua EBvikou MetooBiou MoAutexveiou kai T.E.A.K.N.A., Baoikéc
apxéc  MnrpomoAimikoU  [dpkou [lpacivou oro mpwnv  agpodpouio  EAAnvikou, ABAva, Aekéufpiog 2010:
http://courses.arch.ntua.gr/fsr/135467/NTUA%20TEDKNA 2010 _Elliniko.pdf . 23 K.¢.
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HO/\EITAI
TN NOTFGR.

EAANnvIKS:

Agiomroinon yia Toioug;

0 EAAHNIKC
;| NOAEITAL

_—

16/9
MIKHL OEOANPAKHE

[PA ENAPEHI: B:00 pp. b Arpobadin, Tipoons

Opikia tou ouvBim, Aoiid Oy Minms Beoduwpdnns™,
mdons. Logda Nandloyhou. Noveyoens Neggbent, Kotepiva Namsutodas |
AAxiveas lwavvibns, Nrépo Mnoxasstiog

;4?3‘7 \\t]\ KO '| 30/9
EKOEIH 130 EIKAZTIKON KAAAITEXNON

Knigeo Ispoonios, KoBepeprvis 5:00-10:00 p.p. Kepown: 12:00-10:00 p.p

HMEPIAA

TO MPQHN AEPOAPOMIO EAAHNIKOY KAI H AKTH TOY AT.KOZMA
TO NMAPON KAI TO MEAAON
ENOZ MHTPOMNOAITIKOY NMAPKOY A THN AOHNA

l 30/ 9 MAPAAAHAEE EKAHAQEEIE

Kifipio Dspoouiss

Npefolis ramnuy = Beopind Spupeve nnpo-muuu{umam

Zapparo 20 AtrpiAiou 2013, oTig 16.00pp

OAupTriaké Mredo Mmaoker EAANVIKoU (eicodog pwnv AuTikol AcpoAipéva)

Atopydvwon
Afipog AAipou, Afpog MAugdsag, Afjpog EAARVIKOG-ApyupoidoAns,
EGViké MeTa6Bi0 MoAutexveio, Texviké EmipeAntipio EAAGSOG,
Emitpom Ay@va yia 1o MnTpomoAiTiké Ndpko 010 EAANVIKG

Ty,
MUIETL,
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EMTITWOEIG, TN BIWOINOTNTA 1) TO OPEAOG TTOU Ba TTPOEKUTITE ATTO TNV £QAPUOYR TOug, TOOO Yia
TOUC VEITOVIKOUC SHOUC 00 KAl YIG TO TTOAEODOUIKO GUYKPOTNUA TNE TTPWTEUOUTAG S,

H amrdvtnon, mmou evdexouévwg Ba divotav OoTa €pWTNUATIKA TTOU gyeipovTal Aatrd TNV TeAeuTaia
dlatrioTwon, €ival 0TI W ETTIOTHPOVEG, €EUTTNPETOUCAV TA CUP@PEPOVTAI TOU TTEAATN TOug, dNAadn
TOU ONUOCioU KAT APV KAl TwV ETTEVOUTWYV €V OUVEXEIQ, PME TIC uWPnAOGTEPOU duvaTtou ETTITTEOOU
AUoeIg, TTou TTpocEPepav yia 6,7 akpIBWGS Toug ¢NTRONKe. Ag douue TI €idOUG avTiAnwn ETTITPETTE
MIa TETOIQ QTTAVTNON QUTH.

H emayyeAuaTik dpacTtnpidtnTa Twv EMOTAPNOVWY AAUBAvVEl TNV VOMPIKA Hop®r TNG oxéong
«TTAPAYWYWV» Kal «TTEAGTN», TTou TTapayyEéAAEl TIC uTInpedie Toug™. Ouwg, atmd Ta TOTEIVE
QPXITEKTOVIKA ONMIOUPYNHATA WG TOUG PEYAAOUG XWPIKOUG OXEOIOOUOUG, OTTOOEKTNG OEV Eival
MOVOV 0 eKAoTOTE TTapayyEAAWY, aAAG Kal N Kovwvia, avaAoya Pe TNV KAigaka Tou KABe £pyou.

O1twg €xoupe d1daxOei w¢ PBaoikn apxry TNG TTOAEOdOMIAG, 0TV KAIJAKA TWV HEYAAWV XWPIKWV
OUVOAWV TTEAATNG €ival KAT €EOXNV N KOIVWVIQ, TTOU KOTA TOV OXEDIOOPO, OEV UTTOPEI va
EKTTPOOWTTNOEI poOvov atrd pia cuykuplakh KuBépvnon, aAAd attaiTei evepyoTroinon TTOAAQTTAWV
BEOUWY SNUOKPATIOG KAl GUHHETOXAS . Xwpi¢ autoug, n TroAcodopia katapyeital. Tnv Béon Tng
TTAipVEl O AQUTAPXIKOG, IBI0TEARG OXEDIAOUOG, aPETNPIa yIa KABE uapTrayn.

H MPQTH NMEPIOAQS THS KPIZH> KAI Ol ETNI>THMONES

H peAétn tou EMI 10 2010 TTapoucIAOTNKE ATTO QUTOUG TTOU TNV OUVETALavV wg £¢AVTANCN Tou
£TMOTNPOVIKOU SiaAdyou yia To EAANVIKS Kai fTav TTpdypar £101°°. Aev ATav dpwg pévov auté. H
MEAETN auTh, KATA KATTOI0 TPOTTO, NPBE 0€ CUVEXEIA TTOAAATTAWY ETTIOTANOVIKWY TTPOCEYYICEWY TOU
TTPOBAAMATOG yIa TNV TTPOOTITIKA Tou EAAnvikou. Em@aveic apxaioAdyol, trepiBaAAlovioldyol,
YEWASGYOI-WKEAVOYPAQPOI, VOUIKOI Kal, QUOIKA, QPXITEKTOVEG, TTPOCEPEPAV EEAVTANTIKA ETTIOTNUOVIKI)
TEKUNPIWON TWV KATOOTPOQPIKWY OCUVETTEIWV TNG U@apTTayng Ttou Onudciou Xwpou, KAvovTag
TTPOTACEIC AVATITUENG TOU, XWPIG Kapia eTTITTA OV OIKOOOMIKN ETTIBAPUVON.

Empdkeito Aoimmév yia pia Kopugaia oTiyur), o€ pia diadikacia ouuBoAng evog TTABoug
EMOTNUOVWY, aTrd €éva TTIANBoG €1dIkoTNTEG. Me TNV peAétn Tou EMIT o1 TTpotdoeic TOug
ouveTéBnoav o0e €va uywnAoTeEPO €TTTTEdO Kal yévvnoav pia TTPOTACN N OTroia HEXP!I OrnueEPa
OUVEXWG AVATITUOCETAI KAl TTAOUTAIVEL.

AUTO OUWG €yIve €QIKTO AOYywW €vOG OeUTEPOU OTOIXEIOU TTOU XAPAKTNPifel TNV OTAON TWwv
ETTIOTNUOVWV.

2€ OUVONAKeG Kpiong, 6tav ol TTapadoalaKkoi TTONITIKOI EKPPACTEC TNG uPapTrayng aduvaTtolv va
EKQPATOUV TIG TALEIC TTOU XPOVIO EKTTPOCWTTOUCAV, TTOAU GUXVA Ol ETTIOCTANOVES EYKATAAEITTOUV TIG
QUTATTATEG TTEPI OUBETEPATNTAG, YUPVAVE TNV TTAAGTN OTIC BUVAMEIS TNG IBIOTEAEING KOI OUVAVTOUV TO

3 BA. EpeuvnTiko Mpdypaupa EBvikoUu MetooRiou MoAutexveiou kai T.E.A.K.N.A,, o.17., 0. 12.
MNa 11 oTPATNYIKEG ETTITITWOEIG TOU PAIVOPEVOU auToU KABWG Kal yia TIG TIOAATTAEG KOl QVTIQATIKEG AVAYVWOEIG TOU TO TEAEUTAIA

150 xpoévia, BA. Zak Pavoiép,

To pioog yia tn Anuokparia, utep. Biku lakwpou, €kd. MNedio, ABrva, 2009, . 39 K.¢.
S BA. 5 UMETOXIKOS 2X0IQ0NOS. OewpnTIKES OIEPEUVATEIS. IaTOPIa TWV IBEWV KAl TWV TPAKTIKWY. MeB0SOAOYIKES TTPOTEYYIOEIS, €TT.
Avvn Bpuyxéa & KAwvt Awpdv, ekd. TEE, EMIM - TuAua Apxitektéovwy (Topéag 1), ABrva, 1993, a. 17.
«Nowilouue 6m n emiotnuovikn oulnTnan éxel OAOKANPwWOEN» CNUEIWVETAI GTNV AVaKoivwaon [a 10 unTpommoAITIKG TTAPKO Tou
EAAnvikou, 23.9.2010, Tou Epyaotrpiou AoTikou MepIBGAAOvVTOG, TNG ZX0ARG ApXITEKTOVWY Mnxavikwy Tou EBvikoUu MeTadBiou
MoAutexveiou- BA. oTo: http://processworkhub.gr/blog/archives/750
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Vv KOOHO TTOU aywVieTal yia Ta Kova®’ . KATroTe, iowg kai ge katrola 86on ToAITIKAS uaTePoBoUAiag,
onAadn pe TNV TPGBECN va AvTITIPOCWTTEUCOUV QUTOV TOV KOOUO KAT OTTOKAEIOTIKOTNTA. ..

TO SUCCESS STORY EAAHNIKOY:

H2YITXONEYSH TH2 TIOANAEOAOMIAS ME TOY2 KOINONIKOYS ATQONES

21nv EANGDQ, o1 aywveg Pe avTiKeigevo €ite TV d1EKDIKNON dNUOCIAG yNG EITE TNV UTTEPACTTION TN,
€KaVaV TNV EPPAVIOA TOUG, HETE TO TEAOG TNG TTEPIODOU TWV MIKPO-KATATTIATACEWV S, EKSNAWBNKAV
ME TNV évapén TOu QAIVOUEVOU TNG UQAPTTAYAG YNG O€ JEYAAN KAIJaKA yia KEPOOOKOTTIKOUG AOYyoug
ota TéAn TnG dekaeTiag Tou 80 Kal evTABNKav OTIC CUVBNKES JVNPOVIOKNG CUVTAYUOTIKAG EKTPOTIAG.
EuBANuatikd T€TOIO KIVAPOTA, AVAPECO O€ avapiBunToug aywveg o€ OAn Tnv EAAGDa, eival 1O
Kivnua yia Tnv dildacwaon 1ng XaAkIdIKNG Kal BeRaiwg To Kivnua yia 1o EAANVIKO, TTOU aTTOKTA OHWG
ID1I0ITEPO XAPAKTNPIOTIKA, e€aiTiag Tou poAou TTou £TTaige n TToAeodouikA Tpdétaon Tou EMI yia Tnv
QVATITUEN TOU.

210 EAANVIKO, €TTi 15 xpovia, XINAOEG atTAoi TTONITEG, EKATOVTADES TOTTIKA KIVAUATA KAl ETTITPOTTEG
amd OAn TNV ATTIKr], €KATOVTAOEG TTPOOWTTIKOTNTEG Tou Onuociou Biou, TTOAITIKOI, dRuapXol,
KAANITEXVEG, £XOUV OUPUETAOXEI OTNV PAXN YIQ TV UTTEPACTTION Tou. H ouyXwveuon OAwv autwv
ME TOV KIVNTOTTOINUEVO KOOWPO TNG ETMIOTANNG, TWV ETTIOTNUOVIKWY CUAAOYWYV, TwV ETTIHEANTNPIWV
Kal Twv MavemmoTnuiwy gival To diIkd pag success story, TTou KpaTdel akopa eAeUBepo To EAANVIKO.
AuUTO TO success story dev gival ammoTéAeopa pévov Tng TTpoTacng Tou EMI. Agv ival atrotéAeopa
oUTE PJOVNG TNG CUVEPYEIQG TWV ETTIOTNUOVWY, OUTE, TTOAU TTEPICOOTEPO, NOVNG TNG APXITEKTOVIKAG
Kal TNG TTOAE0dONIAC.

H peAéTn Tou EMI ouvtdxOnke agou tTponyninkav ol TTo dIAQOPETIKAG HOPYES EVNNEPWONG Kal
TTAANG. 2UVETTECE HE AKUPWTIKEG TTPOOQPUYEG OTNV €AANVIKA OIKalooUvn Kal TTPOG EUPWTTAIKES
EAEYKTIKEC apXEG, TTOU oApEPa BpiokovTtal o€ EENIEN, HE AVAPIBUNTES KIVNTOTTOINCEIS KOl NUEPIOES
OloAOGyou, pE TNV amepyia TrEivag Tou dnuapxou Koptlidn, ME ATTOPACIOTIKEG MOACIKES
0evOPOPUTEUTEIG, UE OTTACIMO TWV TTEPIPPAEEWY TOU alylaAoU TTOU €iXav EYKATAOTAOEI TTAPAVOWOI
ETTIXEIPNUATIEG, TTOU PEXPI TOTE dpoucav PE TNV KAAUWN TWV ApXWV.

H trapéuBaon Twv emoTnuévwy, ouvteBeiyévn otnv Tpotacn tou EMI, dnuoociotroifénke
QKPIBWG TNV OTIYMA TTOU TO avTigvnuoviakd kivnua aAAale Tov TTOAITIKO XapTn TnG EAAGdaAC,
pixvovTag, HE AANETTAAANAEG QVOIXTEG EEEVEPOEIG, TNV Mid KUBEPVNON META TV GAAN.

Quoikad 10 TuRua ATTIKAG Tou ZAAAZ-TIEA ATtav ekei. ATTO TIG €KKANOEIG TWV IOPUTIKWY TOU
ouveAeUoewv™® To 2011 va PNV €QAPUOCTOUV VOUOI TNG UQAPTIOYAS HECW TNG GKPITNG
VOUIMOTTOINONG TWV auBaipEéTwy, €wg TIG B€0¢EIG TOU yia TO EAANVIKO, yia To oTToio dlopydvwaoe eupu
ETTIOTNPOVIKS Kal KoIVwVIKS Sidhoyo atrd To 2012, Traipvovtag Béon katd Tng ugaptrayAg Tou®, ue
mo TPOC@ATn TNV TOTToBETNONR TOu TOv QETIVO loUAIo, TTou diatiBetalr éviuttn oto EAAnVIKO
TTEPITITEPO TNG PETIVAG Biennale®:. To TurAua ATTIKAG Tou ZAAAY TIEA €téppaoce £T01 TOUG

* Na TNV TTONITIKA} GUUTTAEUON TWV PIKPOAOTIKWYV TAEEWV PE TIG OUVAUEIG TNG EPYATiag, KATa TNV TTpwTN TTEPiIodO TwV ETTIBECEWV
gvavtiov Tng, UG Opoug Kpiong kKal KaBeoTwTikAG ekTPOTAG, BA. Nikog MouAavildag, o.1m., 0. 339. Na v éviagn Twv
EMOTNPOVWY OTN VEA HPIKPOOOTIKN TAEN KaBwg Kal yia Tn digpelvnon NG TagikAg TéAwaong 1mou Toug diatepvd, PA. Nikog
MouAavtlag, Or koivwvikés Taéeis atov Zuyxpovo KamraAiouo, utep. Nikog MnAidtrouhog, €kd. Oguélio, ABriva, 1981, a. 277
K.E.

%8 KwaoTng Xar¢nuixadAng, o.m., . 140.

BA. uttoonueiwon 7.

50 BA. TNV avakoivwon «Anuéoia Zuykévipwaon yia 1o Agpodpduio Tou EAAnvikoU kar tn dnudoia mepiouaiar, Apxeia TuApartog
ATTIKAG ZAAAZ TEA, ap. TTpwT. 162/8.3.2012.

81 http://www.sadas-pea.griwp-content/uploads/2016/09/1863_apof_elliniko_ds_tm_attikis_sadas_pea.pdf
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ouvadEAQOUG TTOU deV TTPOCAPPOLOUV TNV ETTICTAMN avaAoya pe Tov TTEAATN, aAAG avalntouv Tnv
XOPA Kal TNV ETTIOTAPOVIKH TTPAYHATWoN Jéoa oTnv dnuokKparia.

Xwpi¢ autr) Tn otdon, ye v fast-track emOeTIKA vopoBeaia, n otroia ammd 1o 2010 pag emMOTPEPE!
OTIC TIEPIPPALEIC TWV «KOIVWV» Tou 17°% aiwva, dev Ba umdpxouv ma BIBAi yia Xwpikd
oxedlaouo. O1 yVWwoeIG TwV OPXITEKTOVWY Kal Twv TToAeodouwv Ba avrikataotaBouv atod
eyxelpidia uTTakoAg. H TToAeodopia e€apavidetai®®. To xeIpdTeEPo OpwC cival 6T €apavidovTal Ta
iSia Ta KoIVWVIKG ayabd, TTou yivovTal aTéXog upaptayrig.

To EAANVIKO, w¢ avavTIKATAoTATO KOIVWVIKO ayaBo, e¢agavidetal. 'Evag 1610 Ye apxaloAoyiko,
TTOMITIOTIKO, TTEPIBAAAOVTIKO, ETTIVEIO KAl UTTOBAAACOI0 €vBIQQEPOV Kal dUVATOTNTEG, KIVOUVEUEI va
peTatpatrei o€ GAAN pia all inclusive gouoka akIvATwWY, €V HECW MIOG KATEOTPAUMEVNG TTEPIOXAS. H
€€apavion TG JovadikOTNTAG TOU TOTTioU, OTTWG ouvéRN oTnv loTravia kalr aAAou, cival BERalo OTI
Ba atroTEAECEl KOl KOTAOTPOQPr] TWV OUYKPITIKWY TOU TTAEOVEKTNUATWY YIO TOUG ETTIOOLOUG
KETTEVOUTEG». AUTO OUWG a¢ aTToTeEAEDEl BIKO TOUS TTPOPRANUA. ..

Kal k&1 akoua:

Ol EMMI>THMONES 5E >YNOHKES >TAGEPOINOIH>HS THS EKTPOIMHS

Aurtoi tTou d¢ev dioTacav va diammpdEouv 1o TTpaikdéTTNUa Tou 2015, TpIv TpEIg pépeS (21.9.2016)
wheioav Tnv ueaptrayrp Tou EAAnvikou, kaBwg diabétouv amd Tmépal Tov ZeTTEURPN AveTn
KOIVOBOUAEUTIKR TTAciown@ia. Opwg n uttdéBeon TNG €KTTOINCTG TOU EAANVIKOU dev €XEl KAEIOEI.

Etriong, yetd tnv KoivoBouAguTIK) 0TABEPOTTOINON TOU TTPAEIKOTTAMATOG, EU@aviovTal ETTIOTHUOVES
TTOU Ouvexiouv va oUpPovTal [ HPETOOTPEQPOVTAI TTPOKEIMEVOU va OTnpi¢ouv autoug TTou TO
OIETTpagav Kal KAt~ egakoAouBnon 1o dIATTPATTOUV: OEV ATTOTEAOUV TTPWTOTUTTO QPAIVOUEVO.
Mapartnpeital ouxva oTav TTOANITIKA KABeoTWTA EKTPOTTAG, META TNV TTPWTN £KONAWON TNG Kpiong,
eI0épXoVTal O€ pia SeUTEPN TIEPIOSO, KATE TNV OTToia TTAPoUaIAdouv oTolxeia oTabepotroinong®.

Opuwg N eKTTANKTIKA KPion EKTTPOCWTTNONG TTOU CUVEXICElI va JAOTICEI TO TTONITIKO TTPOCWTTIKO OThV
Eupwtrn, Kpion 1Tou €kdNAWONKE TTEPUOT PE TO EAANVIKO dNPOWNPIOUA KAl QETOG PE TO BPETAVIKO,
TO MOVO TTOU UTTOPEI va ETMITPEWEI OE AUTOUG TOUG ETTIOTAUOVEG, TTOU EVAYKOAICOVTQI TNV EKTPOTTH,
gival N KatadAnwn KPaTiKwy pnxaviopwy. MNarti Tnv e€ouaia, kar eEoxAv o€ TETOIEC OUVOAKES, GAAOI
TNV Katéxouv. Ki av n amwAeia TG TautdtNTag €ival T0 BapUTEPO TiUNPA YIQ TOUG ETTIOTHMOVEG
auToug, N aTmogEVWAar] TOUG OTTO TOV KOIVWVIKO XWPEO TwV €PYalOPEVWV CUVODEAPWY TOUG, TTOU
ouVABWC TTARTTOVTAI GypIa o€ TETOIR KaBeaTwTa®, dev givar Aiyo.

Ag avalnticouphe AOITTOV TNV OUVEXEID TOu success story Tou EAANVIKOU ekei TTou TTpAyaT
YEVVNONKE: OTNV OUVAVTNON TWwWV CPXITEKTOVWV WE TNV Kolvwvia Trou avtioTéketal. Oyl pe
TTEPIPPACEIC, AANG e TNV UTTEPACTTION TWV KOIVWV JE dnuUoKparia.

82 KwoTAg XargnuixaAng, o.1., o. 133.
&3 KwaoTAg Xar¢nuixdAng, o.m., 0. 121,122,

MNa v diekdiknon Tou péAou TnG KuBepvwoag TAENG OTnv TTEPIOSO TTOU TA KOBEOTWTA EKTPOTTAG TTOPOUCIAfouv OToIXEIa
oTaBepoTroinong, amd UEPIOEG TEXVOKPATWY, TTOU OXI MOVOV TTIPOOXWPEOUV OTNV UTTOCTAPIEN TWV KABEOTWTWY auTWV aAAd
eTTnpPedalouyv kai TN pop@r Toug, BA. Nikog MouAavtlag, 1975, o.1r., 0. 342.

% BA. utroonpeiwon 10.
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4. SCIENTISTS IN REGIMES OF DIVERSION: THE CASE OF HELLINIKON

Antonis Maounis
Association of Greek Architects — Attica Department

1. SUCCESS STORY

Three years ago, the then Greek Prime Minister, speaking at the Centre of European Studies of
the European Popular Party, presented the successes of his policies declaring that the “success
story of Greece is the success story of Europe6e”. At that time, the country had for the sixth
consecutive year a declining GDP, amounting to a cumulative 25%, an unemployment rate of 27%
rising up to 60% for young people. It is easily understood that since then, the term “success story”
became discredited, as far as the victims of this catastrophy are concerned.

With his statement this year, Alejandro Aravena invites “people to come and see at the 15th
INTERNATIONAL ARCHITECTURE EXHIBITION success stories worth to be told [...] where
architecture did, is and will make a difference67”.

Last Wednesday, Sept. 21, 2016, the case of Hellinikon took a dramatic turn when the Greek
Parliament voted in favor of the land seizure of Hellinikon by a grouping of private interests. In the
following we will see that in spite of this vote, the case of Hellinikon still remains our own answer to
the “success story” of the memoranda governments and of those which preceded them and
prepared these policies. Still, our success story was not only about architects, while all the
architects did not take the same position.

The subject of this presentation, concerning the position of the Attica Branch of the Association of
the University Graduate Greek Architects - Pan Hellenic Union o Architects (XAAAX-TIEA),
highlights the relation of architects with the case of Hellinikon. This is in turn related to the wider
subject of land seizure and, last but not least, to the wider socio-political field where the above are
played out.

2. THISIS A COUP

Taking stance to the then forthcoming Greek referendum of last year, the Attica Branch of ZAAAZ-
MEA, called its members to express and support the “NO of the architects”6s.

One week later, the hastag #thisisacoup was sent by millions of people all over the planet69
against the urge of the IMF, the European Central Bank and the European Commission to reverse
the overwhelming NO of the Greek referendum. The day after, it was succeeded by silence.
Nobody could ever imagine that the coup against the referendum would be carried out by the
Greek Parliament itself; the government - originally formed in the name of the Left — joined the
neoliberal memoranda forces.

66
67
68
69

http://www.enikos.gr/politics/150789,SamarasH-Ellada-einai-to-success-story-ths-Eyrwphs.html
http://www.labiennale.org/en/architecture/exhibition/aravena/ (my emphasis).

https://www.scribd.com/document/270174597
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/jul/13/thisisacoup-germany-faces- backlash-over-tough-greece-bailout-demands
and http://www.koutipandoras.gr/article/coup-deytero-dimofilestero-hashtag-ston-kosmo-deite-vinteo
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The overthrow of the referendum and the absolute prevalence of parliamentary forces supporting
the memorandum policies, through the call of snap elections, finally led to last Wednesday’s
parliamentary sanction of the land seizure of Hellinikon.

STORIES OF LAND SEIZURE

In order to exit from the international financial crisis, the forces which caused it, imposed the
memoranda of understanding, implementing in Europe the well known “shock” strategy of the
public debt’®. The memoranda constitute the aggressive neoliberal attack on labour and on the
totality of the social wealth by grabbing’*. The case of Hellinikon, as land seizure of public real
estate risks being such an attack.

The seizure of public real estate did not appear for the first time in Greece during the memoranda
period’?. In the past, land seizure accompanied by unauthorized constructions, were mainly due to
emergency situations, as a response to social needs at a family (and personal) level, after various
national disasters from 1922 to the 50s, which the Greek state had not been able or willing to face.
Thus, those seizures were simultaneously relying on, and increasing the scale of the very
particular and massive Greek phenomenon of small landownership.

After 1980, this massive land seizure ceased to be caused by need. It took a speculative
character. After 1990 and 2000, this character got stronger, to the detriment of the constitutional
and legal protection of public property, with the government itself being the protagonist of the
commons’ seizure. The constant pretext was the ‘“extraordinary conditions”, such as the
nomination of Salonika as Cultural Capital of Europe, culminating with the Olympics of 2004.

After 2010, the memoranda continue in the same direction, targeting large prime real estate areas,
using fast track procedures, totally circumventing Greek, European and international rules of law,
finally steadily sliding into a situation of constitutional violation.

In the field of the dominant prevailing ideology, its legal aspects (equality before the law,
democracy etc.) recede to the benefit of technocratic aspects with strong authoritarian
connotations, under the pretext of the technocratically inspired “TINA” (“There Is No Alternative”),
under which the neoliberal disaster hides its catalytically undemocratic nature and presents itself
as a violent but unavoidable natural phenomenon. The shrinking of the legal liberal form at the
benefit of the technocratic neoliberal one’ has - as we will see later - serious implications
regarding the attitude of scientists.

3. THE “NEUTRALITY” OF THE SCIENTISTS

The political role of scientists is obviously influenced by some of their permanent social features. |
begin with the issue of neutrality.

" For "the debt shock", see Naomi Klein, To 86yua tou ook (The Shock Doctrine), gr. trans. Ayyeho¢ PINTITGTOC, ed. AiBdvn,

Athens, 2010, p. 218 ff, and KwoTrg Xat¢nuixaAng, Kpion xpéous kai upaptrayn yns (Debt crisis and land grabbing), ed. KW¥M,
Athens, 2014, p. 13 ff.

For the double attack on labor and land, see KwoTtiig Xat¢nuixdAng, ibid, p. 135 ff.

For the chronicle of the various versions of the seizure, see H eéayopd kai Ta auBaipera. Auté TTou emIGIWKEI N KUBEPvNON gival
n €I0TTPAKTIKA vouiuotroinon tn¢ diapBopds (Acquisition and legalization of unauthorised constructions. The legalization of
corruption, for its own economic benefit, is what the government aims to), General Assembly Decision of 15.9.2011, Archives of
the Attica Branch of YAAAZ MEA, ref. 44303_V_EIS and KwoTrg Xar¢nuixdAng, ibid, p. 68 ff.

For this shift, as a manifestation of the attack against the legal system in regimes of diversion, see Nikog MNMouAavt{dag (Nicos
Poulantzas), ®acioudg kar dikraropia. H Tpitn Aibvi¢ avripétwrn oro @acioué (Fascisme et dictature. La 3e Internationale
face au fascisme), gr. trans. Xpiotiva Aypiavtwvn, ed. OAkdg, Athens, 1975, p. 347.
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In societies remaining divided, with increasing inequalities, scientists are subjected to the illusion
of neutrality, based on their possession of knowledge. This quite often pushes them to seek for, or
to accept, a balancing role, in the singular search of a privileged relation with the state and its
equally imaginary arbitrating role’. It is a particular characteristic enabling them to manage and
legalise antisocial demands of economically very powerful classes, even to the detriment of
labour, professional, and social rights of working colleagues, who are often brutally affected by this
sort of management”.

It is significant that in the midst of the debt crisis, during his pre-election rallies of 2012, the then
prime minister, whose position was previously held by a banking technocrat, had promised the
“incompatibility of Member of Parliament and minister’®”, so that governments of “meritocracy”

would be formed.

After this introductory parenthesis, we can interpret the attitude adopted by some scientists, on the
issue of Hellinikon.

Right after the voting of the 1995 Act, by which the relocation of the Athenian airport to Spata, in
northern Attica, was confirmed, the Hellinikon site and its protection as a unique landscape and as
the last free space of the capital’s metropolitan area, which could improve the dramatic lack of
green space, were abandoned.

During the last 20 years, numerous urban planners have been willing to undertake studies or to
participate in tenders called by the Greek government, specifying the seizure of some parts of the
public real estate of Hellinikon for commercial use’’. These studies and tenders initially specified
the building up of 1,000,000 to 1,300,000 sg m and have managed until today to treble this
number! Oddly enough, none of those involved (over 150 designers and project teams and offices,
public and private) ever wondered about the lack of any documentation on these specifications of
selling off and building up on free public space, regarding their viability or their benefit for the
metropolitan area of the capital®.

The answer given to the profound question arising from the above was that as scientists, they
catered to the needs of their client, i.e. the government initially and secondly the investors, with
their best possible solutions to the given specifications. Let us see the concept in which this kind of
answer is allowed to be given.

For the "bridging" neutrality with which the university education holders are related, for the similar tenet on neutral state, and for
the "worship of the state" phenomena, see Nikog NMNouAavtldg, ibid, p. 329-331.
The destruction of the public interest professions under the guise of opening up their “free practicing”, constitutes an emblematic
approach of the memoranda policies. It dramatically contradicts the unscrupulous simultaneous availability of many scientists to
offer their technocratic services to an antisocial regime which, among others, destroys their own social space. For the history of
this phenomenon, see Nikog MNouAavt{dg 1975, ibid, p. 335.

See "Presentation of the New Democracy (NA) project for Institutions, Society and Security, the President of NA Mr. Antonis
Samaras at Zappeion Megaron», 26.04.2012, http://ndthessaloniki.gr/?p=7286

For the history of this participation, see Research Program, National Technical University of Athens (NTUA/E.M.I.) and Local
Union of the Communities and the Municipalities of Attica (T.E.A.K.N.A.), Principles of the Metropolitan Park in the former
Hellinikon airport, Athens, December 2010:

http://courses.arch.ntua.gr/fsr/135467/NTUA%20TEDKNA 2010 _Elliniko.pdf p. 23.
8 See Research Program, E.M.M and T.E.A.K.N.A., ibid, p. 12.
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The professional activity of the scientists takes the legal form of the relation between the
“‘producer” and the “client” who is ordering services79. But we know that from modest architectural
creations to large planning projects, the recipient is in fact never only the ordering client, but
society as well, depending on the scale of each project. We have been taught as a basic rule of
urban planning that, on the scale of large conurbations, the client is society as a whole,
represented for the planning requirements not only by a temporary government but by a multitude
of democratic and participatory institutions80o. Without this principle, urban planning is canceled
and replaced by authoritarian and self-interested planning, the starting point of any land seizure.

4. CRISIS AT ITS FIRST PERIOD AND THE SCIENTISTS

The 2010 study of the National Technical University of Athens (NTUA) was presented by its
authors as the final conclusion of the scientific dialogue regarding Hellinikon, and so it was®" - but
not only. This study was in a way the continuation of a multitude of scientific approaches to the
problem of Hellinikon’s perspectives. Eminent archeologists, environmentalists, geologists,
oceanographers, legal experts and, of course, architects offered a detailed, scientifically based
proof of the disastrous consequences of public spaces’ seizure, making development proposals
which did not include further construction encumbrance.

In that way, it was a significant moment in a contribution of a multitude of scientists from a
multitude of disciplines. With the NTUA study, these contributions were synthesized on a higher
level. This study is being continuously enriched and expanded.

This became possible due to a further feature of the scientists’ position.

In the first period of crisis situations, when traditional political proponents of land seizure are not in
a position to support the classes they used to represent for years, scientists often abandon the
illusions regarding neutrality, turn their back to selfishness and meet the people defending the
commons®, sometimes with a dose of political ulterior motive, i.e. with the wish to represent these
people exclusively...

™ For the strategic implications of this phenomenon as well as its multiple and contradictory readings during the past 150 years,

see Zok Pavoiép (Jacques Ranciére), To pioog yia tn dnuokparia (La haine de la démocratie), gr. trans. Biku lakwpou, ed.
Medio, Athens, 2009, p. 39 ff.

See JUUUETOXIKOS OXEOIQOTUOS. OewpnTikES dIEPEUVATEIS. laTopia Twv 10wV Kal TwV TTPAKTIKWY. MgBodoAoyikéS Tpoaceyyioeis
(Participatory Design. Theoretical investigations. History of ideas and practices. Methodological approaches), eds Avvn Bpuxéa
& KAwvt Awpdv, ed. TEE, EMI - TuAua Apxitektévwy (Topéag ) [Technical Chamber of Greece, E.M.IT - School of
Architecture (Section I11)], Athens, 1993, p. 17.

"We think that the scientific debate is completed," noted the announcement la ro unTPommoAITIKG TTapkKo Tou EAAnvikou (For the
metropolitan park of Hellinikon), 23.9.2010, of the Laboratory of Urban Environment, School of Architecture, E.M.IN., see in:
http://processworkhub.gr/blog/archives/750

For the political approach of the petty bourgeois classes to the forces of labor in the first period of the attacks against them,
under crisis conditions and regime diversion, see. Nikog NouAavtZdg, ibid, p. 339.

For the integration of the scientists in the new petty bourgeoisie and for the discussion on class polarization crossing them, see.
Nikog MouAavt{ag (Nicos Poulantzas), Or koivwvikés taéeic arov auyxpovo kamradioud, (Les classes socials dans le
capitalisme aujourd'hui), gr. trans. Nikog MnAiéTTrouAog, ed. OcpéAio, Athens, 1981, p. 277 ff.
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THE SUCCESS STORY OF HELLINIKON:

THE FUSSION OF URBAN PLANNING WITH SOCIAL STRUGLES

In Greece, movements in support of housing needs or defending common land’s public character
appeared at the 80s after the period of small scale land seizure® and in the beginning of the large
scale land seizure phenomenon for speculative purposes, particularly under conditions of the
memoranda constitutional violations. Emblematic, among many all over Greece, are the
movements for the protection of Khalkidhiki from the gold mining international consortium, and, of
course, the movement for Hellinikon. The last one acquired special feature because of the role
played by the NTUA proposal for its development.

At Hellinikon, for as many as 15 years, thousands of citizens, hundreds of local movements and
committees from all over Attica, together with hundreds of personalities from public life, politicians,
mayors, artists, have participated in the battle for its defense. This fusion between these people
and the mobilized scientists, scientific associations, chambers and universities is the success story
keeping Hellinikon still free. This story is not just the result of the NTUA proposal, nor of the
synergies of scientists, certainly neither of architecture and urban-planning alone.

The NTUA study was compiled in the aftermath of the most various forms of information and
struggles. It coincided with proceedings at the Greek courts of justice and at European control
institutions, which are still in progress, with numerous campaigns, public dialogues, with the
hunger strike of mayor Kortzidis, with massive planting of trees by the volunteers and activists, by
breaking down illegal fencing of beaches, perpetrated by unscrupulous entrepreneurs acting under
the cover of the authorities...

The intervention of scientists, synthesized in the NTUA study, was made public at the very
moment when the anti-memorandum movement was changing the political scene of Greece,
overthrowing in a series of open revolts one government after the other.

Of course the Attica Branch of the AAAZ-MNMEA was present. From the appeals of its constituent
assemblies in 2011, against the land seizure Parliament Acts through the inconsiderate
legalization of unauthorized constructions®, up to its public positions on the Hellinikon issue, for
which it organized in 2012 a broad scientific and social dialogue®®. Its more recent intervention,
last July, is available in a printed form in Biennale’s Greek pavilion®. In this way, the Attica Branch
stands by our colleagues who do not adapt science to their client’'s needs but aspire to the joy of
creativity and their scientific realization in and through democracy.

Without this, after the 2010 offensive and “fast-track” legislation, which brings us back to the 17"
century fencing up of common land, our books on urban planning do not exist anymore. The know-
how of architects and urban-planners will be replaced with manuals on obedience. Urban planning
disappears®’. But the worst would be the disappearance of the common assets that are becoming
the targets of the seizure®.
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KwoTthg XargnuixaAng, ibid, p. 140.

Seen. 7.

See the announcement «Anuéoia Zuykévipwan yia 1o Agpodpduio Tou EAAnvikoU kai 1 dnuoéaia mepioudia» ("Public Meeting
for the Airport of Hellinikon and for the public property"), Archives of the Attica Branch of ZAAAX MNEA, ref. 162/ 8.3.2012.
http://www.sadas-pea.gr/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/1863_apof_elliniko_ds_tm_attikis_sadas pea.pdf

KwoTthg XargnuixaAng, ibid, p. 133.

KwoTAg XartgnuixdAng, ibid, p. 121-122.
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The Hellinikon, as an irreplaceable social asset, disappears. A place of archaeological, cultural,
environmental, terrestrial and undersea interest and possibilities is in danger of turning into
another all inclusive real estate bubble, amid a damaged area. The extinction of the uniqueness of
this landscape, as it has already happened in Spain and elsewhere, will certainly cause the
destruction of its comparative advantages for the aspiring "investors" too. But let this become their
own problem.

A last observation:

5. SCIENTISTS IN CONDITIONS OF STABILIZED DIVERSION

Those who did not hesitate to carry out the 2015 coup, voted, three days ago (21.9.2016) in favour
of the Hellinikon land seizure. But this case is not closed.

Also, scientists who, after the perpetration of the coup, bow down and even accomplish a volte-
face in support of those who perpetrated the coup and continue to back it, are not a new
phenomenon. It is often observed in second periods of crises, when political diversion regimes
present characteristics of stability®®.

But the extraordinary representation crisis suffered by the civilian personnel in Europe, a crisis
which manifested itself last year with the Greek referendum and this year with the British one, can
only assure the seizure of state apparatuses by this kind of scientists because, during
constitutional violations par excellence, power is still held by others. If identity loss is the heaviest
price for these scientists to pay, their estrangement from the social sphere of their working
colleges, who are often hardly hit by such regimes®, is not a small matter.

Let us thus seek the sequel of the Hellinikon success story in the place where it was really born, in
our participation and joining the resisting society. Not by fences, but by defending the commons in
democracy.

8 For the technocrats sections that claim the role of the ruling class in the period that the diversion regimes seem stabilized,

sections which do not only support these regimes but they also have an impact on their form, see Nicos Poulantzas (1975), ibid,
p. 342.
% See n. 10.
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EYXAPIZTIEZ

H «Oudada Apxitektovwv yia 10 EAANVIKO» B€AEl va ek@ploel BEPUES EUXAPIOTIEG TTPOG TOUG
KATwOI, @iAoug Kal ouvepYATeS, Xwpig Tn BonBdeia Twv otroiwv dev Ba ATav duvaTth n €kdRAwaon
TTOU TTEPIYPAPETAI OTO TTAPOV TEUXOG.

Tov Ap. apxiTéktova Zraupo Xraupidn, avarr. kaBnynti otn ZxoA Apxitektovwy Tou EMIM, kai
Tov apxITéktova Avrwvn Maouvn, Mpdedpo Tou TuAuatog ATTIKAG ZAAAZ-TEA, TOUg OTToioUG
gixape TN Xapd va QIA0geEVACOUNE 0TNV EKONAWON HOG WG TTPOOKEKANUEVOUG OMIANTEG.

Tnv apxitéktova Avll Koopd yia Tn dnuioupyia Kal TN yPAQIOTIKA ETTIMEAEIA TWV EVNUEPWTIKWV
EVTUTTWV TNG €KBAAWONG pag (agioeg, TTpdypaupa odiAiwy, flyers).

Tov Mavvn Xéptn yia Tnv dnuioupyia KaBwg Kal TNV €MIPEAEIA €IKOVAG KAl NXOU Tou Pivreo
«Public-open spaces as common goods, A park for all at Hellinikon» tTou TTpoBAiBnkKe oTnv
ekOAAWON pag aAAd kal kaB' 6An Tnv 6unvn didpkeia TnG Biennale, oto EAANVIKS TTEPITITEPO.

Tnv dnuoTikA TTapdaTtagn «AnpoTik Zuvepyaoia EAANVIKOU — ApyupoUTToAng» yia TNV EUYEVIKI)
0100¢gon Tou Bivieo «2xédio Foster: Mia 1d1wrTiky TTOAN 010 EAANVIKO», TTOU TTPOPRAABNKE KATA TN
dIdpKeIa TNG EKOAAWONG pag, 0To EAANVIKO TTEPITITEPO.

H «Quada Apxitektovwy yia 10 EAANVIKO» CUMPUETEIXE OTO TTAQiOIO TNG €upuTEPNG OMAdAG TNG
eAANVIKAG ouppeToxng otn 15" Mmievdhe ApXITeKTOVIKAG TNG Bevetiag, éxovrag wg otdxo tnv
TTpowOnon TG oulnTnong yia tn dnuioupyia Tou MntpotTroAiTikoU Mépkou oto EAANVIKS. MEAN TG
opadag civar ol apyitéktoveg: ®depevikn BatafdAn (fereniki3@hotmail.com), MéATTw Advou
(meldanou@hotmail.com), Avva Kapdma-Aapacd (annakarapa53@gmail.com), KwvoTtavTtivog
2aBpiong (savidiswork2015@gmail.com), MNMavog ToTolkag (ptots@tee.gr) kai Nardooa Toipwvn
(nsts56@gmail.com).
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