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SIEMPRE PARTIENDO

This project has been an investigation into what the urban habitation can be. It has been an 
exploration of my own creativity, of what architecture can be for me. In January, the sites 
and programmes were not chosen. They have appeared through the spatial and conceptual 
investigations done in the tension fi eld between the specifi c and the general on each the sites. 
The path has become as I have walked it.

The project began by competing in 120 HOURS, where the topic was infi ll. After choosing 
three sites at the end of january, I worked one week on a project then switched to the next. 
This way I came back to a project with a fresh mind after two weeks of doing something 
else. This approach ensured progress through short working horizons, gave me the ability 
to maintain distance to my own work, and allowed the projects to grow on each other. The 
approach is inspired by the methodology of the Valparaíso group.

The Valparaíso group works in rondas. Work must be produced in order to be 
comprehended. Like in poetry, the universe of possibilities for the second line 
can only be fathomed when the fi rst is written. It is an emotional apporach, 
where one designs with the spontaneity of feelings. ... Through their 
methods, the Valparaíso group allow them selves to always think freely about 
their projects and works. Every line and every dot are both ends and new 
beginnings. Everything is moving with the energy of a new project, everything 
is possible. Siempre partiendo, they say. Always setting off.

Outdoor chapel in Ciudad Abierta, Valparaíso, Chile



120 HOURS
In cooperation with Mateusz Bartzak and Mikkel 
Haavaldsen, our contribution to the student architecture 
competition 120 HOURS proposed to condense 
the city with parasite structures on blank gable 
walls. Paracity received an honorable mention in the 
competition.

Utforskning av en av byens urealiserte potensial: tette vegger. En ny urban 
opplevelse i brytningen mellom formell arkitektur og uforutsigbar byutvikling. 

Bakgårder og veiter har en viktig funksjon i bybildet som tjenende baksider og 

årsaker prioriterer utbygger fasader som er mer eksponert for publikum, og bakgårdene 

Strukturene blir unike som følge av hver enkelt tomts særegenhet, med ukonvensjonelle 

Miljø: Å utnytte eksisterende fasader er en lite utforsket fremgangsmåte i tråd med tanker 
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PARACITYA NEW URBAN EXPERIENCE



Tre eksempel

Den første boligen ligger i inngangen til veita, tilsynelatende klemt 

Bolig nummer tre krager ut fra et mørkt smug, og består av to 



SITE SELECTION



jan 19th. thursday.

What?

In the city, living is more than dwelling. The inhabitant 
is integrated into his surroundings, and the habitation 
must fi nd a way to maintain and take care of these 
emotional and physical relations between the city and 
the inhabitant. 

In his writing Building, dwelling, thinking, Martin 
Heidegger wrote that the basic function of the 
dwelling is to nurse, to take care of and to protect, 
so that the inhabitant can live and grow and fi nd his 
place in his surroundings. This is an expression for 
that man exists in a bigger context when dwelling. 
Living, and thus quality housing, is more than 
dwelling.

More thoroughly discussed in my pre project Living 
is more than dwelling, this project is in defense of 
the city and urban life, based on the simple notion 
that we, people, are extremely fascinated by this. I 
consider it a quality of our culture worthy of bringing 
with us as we move into a future of new and 
unknown challenges imposed by globalization and 
demands of sustainable conduct.

How?

NORWAY. Today, there is a general lack of 
urban habitations, yet too few projects are under 
development. (CITE) Houses are sold overpriced, 
but despite the demand there is reluctance from the 
project developers because the potential profi t is too 
marginal. The math is simple:

Market price
-Site costs
-Contractor costs
-Enterprise costs
=Profi t.

Since 1990, the housing price index has rocketed 
to the quadriple while construction costs and the 
consumer price index have not even doubled. One 
might be tempted to blame greedy developers, 
but then why are not more projects being realized? 
And why are the majority of the new projects of a 
homogenous low architectonical quality? Where does 
the money go? 

Since the early 1980´s the state has withdrawn 

Why?

It is commonly accepted that condensing cities is 
sustainable conduct. Less footprint, less transport, less 
energy consumption, less emissions. If this is to be 
accomplished, the cities must become good places to 
live. As cities are becoming increasingly dense, physical 
space and space for living is becoming scarcer. With a 
developer-driven market promoting standardized solutions, 
and thus homogenizing itself, there is a looming danger of 
making life in the city undesirable, as the same habitation 
can be found bigger, brighter, and more accessible 
outside the city. It is the fascination of the city that draws 
people to live there, but architecturally low quality housing 
makes urban life tolerable for only shorter periods of time, 
depriving this lifestyle of affi nity and identity. If it is to be 
sustainable to condense our cities, living in the city must 
become a positive experience also over time, as the idea 
of sustainabliity also covers a social aspect.

from the housing sector and left the initiative for 
private actors, referring mainly to the removal of the 
loan system of ‘Husbanken’. But the market-based 
development has created a demand it cannot 
supply, showing that the market alone is not capable 
of covering the development of our society. It is 
attempted controlled through regulations, which 
unfortunately end up being limiting as they when 
combined with a money driven market give high 
site costs, homogenous solutions and diffi cult loan 
conditions. These are state issues, as they are 
beyond the individual effort of the involved actors. 
We need more habitation and better quality, but the 
market is not able to deliver this alone. We need a 
new direction in housing politics, where it is desireable 
to build and where architectonical quality is valued.

For the architect it is important to keep fi ghting for our 
profession, for what we believe in, as well as seeking 
a deeper understanding of the interaction between 
the different actors of the housing process. The role 
of the architect in the society is invaluable, so it is 
important to stress that understanding does 



done, something of a historical character that should be 
preserved. Perhaps it is time for a new city plan? (?? 
when was the last done? etc?)

I seek to explore the potential of urban life in Midtbyen, 
with focus on the physical and emotional relation between 
the city and its inhabitant. By exhibiting posibillities 
on several infi ll sites, I hope to show possibilities for 
immediate improvement that also can serve as pavillions 
for future development. It is a kind of urban stimulation, 
exploring undiscovered potential in Midtbyen in 
Trondheim.

GLOBAL

ARTICLES

http://www.aftenposten.no/meninger/Klimainteressen-
stuper-6762478.html

http://oslopuls.aftenposten.no/kunst_scene/
article679829.ece

http://oslopuls.aftenposten.no/byliv/article687766.ece

not mean compromizing. We must always push for 
becoming better. (Guttu, mr infi ll)

I believe the urban habitation must acquire unique 
qualities that refl ect its urban situation and are able to 
actually enhance the quality peoples’ lives. This calls 
for diversity and invention. Transitions between public 
and private and the growth of local communities and 
neighborship are in my opinion increasingly important 
tasks for the architect when condensing the city. But 
we must dare to make the city subject to renewal, 
and not just a dull picture of the past. The city must 
be an interesting place to live, where new forms of life 
and culture can develop with the inhabitants.

TRONDHEIM is in a norwegian context a medium-
sized city (with its XXXXXX inhabitants) that is 
experiecing an infl ow of people wanting to inhabit 
the city. There is also political and economical 
interest in condensing the city, as seen in the 
urban development areas Solsiden and Brattøra/
Nyhavna. Yet in the city centre (Midtbyen) not much 
is happening in terms of development and renewal. 
I believe it is treated as something more or less 

http://www.dn.no/d2/arkitektur/article2287328.ece

http://www.aftenposten.no/bolig/boligokonomi/
Flere-kjopere-enn-selgere-pa-nyaret-6739108.html#.
TxkgI5i3C0s

http://www.aftenposten.no/bolig/boligokonomi/Flere-
kjopere-kupper-boligsalget-for-visning-6745065.html#.
Txkgg5i3C0t



MOVEMENT. The modern city is active, fast-paced, 
loud, and crowded. This is part of its charm, its 
character, but it is at confl ict with the qualities 
desired in the habitation. Being a shelter, the urban 
habitation´s role of giving safety, comfort, and privacy 
is crucial. 

Arguing for a more focused relationship between 
the city, the habitation, and the inhabitant, I believe 
the tresholds between active and quiet, fast and 
slow, and public and private are more important than 
ever. The habitation must shield the inhabitant, not 
separate. Adjust, not deny. Uniting, harmonizing.

Urban architecture must be capable of slowing down 
movement, reducing the volume, and untensing the 
mind. Almost like how one is taken through a piece 
of classical music. Fluent changes of tempo, mood, 
and intensity.

This is how I understand the words of Goethe?!, 
“architecture is like frozen music”; being able to 
capture a mood, an atmosphere, a pace, an intensity 
in something permanent. 

In order to integrate the inhabitant into his city, 
the relation between public and private must be 
articulated. Is it possible to consider the change from 
public to private as a transformation and not a barrier? 

Isolated urban spaces

Fluid urban space

ON DWELLING AS BUILDING. In his critique of mass 
housing, Nicholas Habraken made in Supports (1961) 
some now-more-than-ever relevant remarks on how the 
user is excluded in the creation of his dwelling. 

Habraken considers housing as a very complex process 
of interacting forces, where good solutions are found 
when the forces are in balance. ... “this can be said of 
mass housing as well, only with one important proviso; 
namely the removal of one factor altogether. For mass 
housing is only possible if the individual inhabitant is not 
involved in the process in which his dwelling is realized. 
The infl uence which the individual, the layman, can bring 
to bear upon the process must be eliminated to make 
mass housing possible.”

“...the potential of industrialisation and standardisation 
will be realised only aften abandoning mass housing and 
therefore through the re-introduction of the individual.”

“Mass housing pretends that the involvement of the 
individual and all that it implies simply ought not to exist. 
The provision of the housing therefore cannot be called 
a process of man housing himself. Man no longer 
houses himself. He is housed.”

...The history of modern housing is therefore a search 
for ideal form. ... The ideal which is pursued is not only 
unattainable because, like all ideals, it is subject to the 
imperfection of man´s existence, but especially because 
the posing of the problem in itself excludes a solution. 
... For is it not impossible to predetermine requirements 
which can only become apparent through the activity of 
the individual to be housed?”

“All this would be fi ne if it 
were indeed possible to 
deal with requirements in 
purely material terms. In fact 
this is only so in the case of 
requirements which today 
rate highly: consumer goods, 
where production is followed 
by consumption. 

But there are totally different requirements to be fulfi lled 
in the fi eld of housing; requirements which do not ask 
for products, but which are themselves productive or 
creative.”

“... In short, it all has to do with the need for a personal 
environment where one can do as one likes; indeed it 
concerns one of the strongest urges of mankind: the 
desire for possession.

... To possess something we have to take it in our 
hand, touch it, test it, put our stamp on it. Something 
becomes our possession because we make a sign on 
it, because we give it our name, or defi le it, because it 
shows traces of our existence.”

“...Because man wishes to possess his environment 
he takes hold of it. He decorates his walls, knocks 
nails in them, pushes chairs around, hangs curtains, 
Presently he does some carpentry, renews a fl oor, 
improves the heating, changes the lighting. ... Dwelling 
is indissolubly connected with building, with forming the 
protective environment. These two notions cannot be 
separated, but together comprise the notion of man 
housing himself; dwelling is building.”

Man no 
longer houses 
himself. He 
is housed.



THE HORIZON. We, people, are horizontally oriented. 
The horizon is our point of reference, of balance. 
Our activities are done on more or less horizontal 
surfaces. Streets, chairs, tables. It is the way gravity 
has shaped the world, and us. 

Furthermore our houses are horizontally oriented in 
both function and organization. Spaces are arranged 
adjacently and we use them and move through them 
accordingly. Stories are merely new levels of horizontal 
use and organization, connected and articulated by 
stairs, ramps and elevators.

Our houses are also horizontally oriented in their 
placement. Windows do not only give light and view, 
they place the house in the world, in its surroundings. 
The house is perceived in its context.

This is not just about pleasing the eye. When 
balanced between contrapping and overexposing, 
the dwelling provides the inhabitant with feelings of 
safety and possesion. Shielded from the outside 
world and in control of one´s surroundings.

THE HABITATION AND ITS SURROUNDINGS. One 
of the the very basic functions of the dwelling is to 
provide safety and protection for the inhabitant. To 
shut out any climatic, sonic, visual harm, and create 
peaceful surrounding. Architecture can articulate 
this even more, creating specifi c atmospheres and 
spaces that respond to the external surroundings. 
Thus a selection has to be made; what is shut out, 
what is let in, what is kept in, and what is let out.

Given our nature, a house will always need its 
horizontal components. But in the city, where light 
and space is scarce, perhaps new perceptions of 
urban life can be found in vertical relations. Look up! 
Finding peace in freedom

What if one could see the city from below, like if the 
ground was made of glass? Drawing the plan from 
below! Could this give a different perception of place 
and space? Light, shadow, and distances. The plan 
as something more than a surface, something infi nite.

jan 10th. tuesday.



HOW TO LIVE DENSELY BUT SPACIOUSLY? Finding 
solutions that increase urban density and improve 
public life! Today, the city is dominated by street 
structures, giving closed volumes with hard borders 
between public and private, cultural and commercial. 
I believe in making the city more public, more cultural. 
When condensed, the city must reply by creating 
other types of spaces that maintain a sense of 
airiness. Giving accesibility and visibility.

I would foresee a lot of architecture in the future that 
needs to be public, functioning more like parks. 
You enter them from a lot of sides, you penetrate 
through them, you walk over them. ... Whereas the 
commercial aspects, they need smaller footprints 
and increased traditional density. Because that´s how 
you calculate the costs, the money, and how you 
make money, said Snøhetta founder and architect 
Kjetil Thorsen in a short online documentary about 
the urban development in Oslo. Continued, on 
homogenous and low quality housing projects:

We´re not opening up alot of these type of things, 
because they seem to be too commercially important 
for the clients. ...What they (housing projects) mainly 
are lacking in my opinion is, some intelligence. You 
can argue for a qualifi ed good box if you want to, but 
its never going to be anything more is it?

Faste Batteri, by BIG, “... seeks to weave together 
the three currently disparate neighborhoods into 
one overlapping urban activity centre... The Battery´s 
fusion of architecture and landscape makes up 
a unique complex that welcomes activity and 
involvement across age, ethnicity and social status.” 
(www.big.dk)

jan 18th. wednesday.

RAUMPLAN. About ‘Raumplan’, Adolf Loos said, 
“My architecture is not conceived in plans, but in 
spaces (cubes). I do not design fl oor plans, facades, 
sections. I design spaces. For me, there is no 
ground fl oor, fi rst fl oor, etc...For me, there are only 
contiguous, continual spaces, rooms, anterooms, 
terraces, etc. Storeys merge and spaces relate to 
each other.”

Based on this, Loos designed fascinating houses 
with spatial richness. Stairs were used to connect 
the spaces, and often replaced doors in order to let 
spaces overlap and not be separated. Like this, Loos  
designed open spaces, both in plan and section, 
and defi ned a his approach to modernism. 

For Loos, to be modern was to belong to one´s time 
and, consequently, to tradition, an alive and real past. 
In addition, this modern was not universal: what was 
modern for one was not neccessarily modern for 
everyone. Breaking with many of his contemporaries,  
Loos included history into his conception of modern. 
This showed in his architecture, where, in my opinion, 
his respect for the past limited the exploration of 
the potential of his idea of the ‘Raumplan’. Giving 
each function a volume has great potential, but it is 
reduced when the volumes are connected by door or 
openings with staircases. The results are perhaps a 
bit close to the convention Loos set out to challenge: 
a mere juxtaposition of spaces. 

Potential is the key word. Today, urban habitations are  
clearly, as Loos would say, treated as surfaces. It is 
a simple juxtaposition and stacking of equal volumes 
that are given a minimum height for maximized site 
exploitation. As the following examples show, limiting 
the vertical component of the habitation, or even 
removing it, is reducing the potential of the habitation. 
Especially in the city, where surface space is scarse.

Müller House,
by Adolf Loos



PROJECT PROPOSAL

Situation

A narrow corner site between existing buildings with 
semi-private outdoor spaces and an intense traffi cal 
situation. The older urban structures in Trondheim are 
full of  these charming courtyards and shared spaces 
more or less hidden from the public, bygårder. Sadly, 
these courtyards are often used for parking and 
garbage.  Being private and in direct contact with 
surrounding habitations, I believe these spaces to 
have great value as buffer spaces between private 
and public, between calm and active. A shared 
space one still can identify with, a space one can 
possess. 

Context

The low quality of urban housing, along with high 
prices, is producing socially unstable areas that 
suffer from ever-changing populations, as people 
simply cannot stand living there for longer periods of 
time. This makes the city unattractive for families with 
children. 

Task/Topic

How can the city be a nice place to grow up? How 
can the habitation meet changing family structures? 
Finding a feeling of home in the city. Adjusting pace, 
intensity, and mood. Giving light, air and space. 
Including the public, enriching the city.

ERLING SKAKKES GATE 35

regulated for housing, commerce and offi ces

erling skakkes gatell g skg sk

prinsens gate

m
unkegata

HOME
social lifespan of urban mass



PROJECT PROPOSAL 

Situation

Situated at the intersection of two backalleys, the site has little light, no obvious view, 
and drab surroundings. The site is enveloped by two blank facades and one front 
facade, as well as two looming adjacent buildings. The site has no clear qualities, and 
requires an inventive approach for fi nding its potential.

Context

Utilizing the city as it is today, the existing spaces resulting from a city growing over 
time. Accidental spaces can give birth to new ideas, new ways of thinking, new ways 
of living. The spaces are possibilities for experimenting, for investigating abnormal 
housing situations. Experiments that improve the current situation and discusses 
future possibilities. Experiments that can give answers we never imagined, as we in 
the beginning did not think of asking the question.

Task/Topic

By removing oneself from the immediate surroundings, a different experience of the 
site can emerge. New relations, new perceptions. Due to the situation, light from 
above is a big potential. The sky. This gives importance to the vertical dimensions of 
the project. Vertical space, vertical contact, vertical relations.

Program

4-8 units for living.
Simple lifestyle
A retreat from the hectic city, a peaceful refuge

GJEVANGVEITA

regulated for housing, commerce and offi ces

olav tryggvasons gate

fjordgata

søndre gate

nordre gate

LIGHT
perceiving the city and the sky



PROJECT PROPOSAL

Situation

The site is situated between two brick buildings and is 
currently occupied by a much lower wooden building, 
creating a void in the sequence of buildings. The 
wooden building, in bad condition, holds a jewelry 
store, an art gallery and second storey habitations 
around an inner courtyard. Situated between a 
highly traffi cked street, Innherredsveien, and a less 
busy dead end street serving the local area as well 
as transporting people between Bakklandet/the 
city-centre and Solsiden, the site is accessible and 
exposed. 

Context

How can densifi cation be a catalyst for new qualities 
of living? Densifi cation as a sustainable conduct, 
not a maximation of area exploitation, giving 
something new to the city and its inhabitants. Making 
sustainability fun. I consider the city as an arena for 
social interaction. For opening up new relations to 
people, places, and events. And for learning and 
understanding.

Task/topic

For young people, the city offers education, work, 
and social life. We seek adventure, knowledge, 
experience. In the city living is more than dwelling, 
it is also about learning; about a profession, 
one self, other people, about LIFE. The city is 
where personalities are shaped, where the future 
generations are defi ned. How can architecture 
stimulate this? 

Trondheim lacks affordable and interesting/stimulating 
habitations for younger people. Focus on lifestyle, 
sharing functions, living close. Learning about other 
people and one´s place in the world. Integration of a 
public elements.

Notion

The site is part of an interesting row of buildings 
where barely two seem to be of the same period. 
This is not only a visual remark; it refl ects how 
architects, and society, continuously is redefi ning 
what is the ideal lifestyle, the ideal urban plan, the 
ideal design. The situation examplifi es how our cities 
are subject to US, the inhabitants, the users, the 
creators, how they are in continuous development. 

INNHERREDSVEIEN 2

regulated for housing, commerce and offi ces.

SPACE AND VOLUME
fi nding distances for learning, perceiving



   PLUSCLOUD    
EXPANDING THE CITY FROM WITHIN. GJEVANGSVEITA, TRONDHEIM



outdoor chapel,
by students at the valparaíso school
ciudad abierta, ritoque, chile



Own what must be owned, share what is free. Light is priceless. Life is priceless. Light as the symbol of life. Life celebrating llight, light celebrating life.



+
Using light, how can the drab situation be turned into something nice?



Hidden within the chaotic city: a space of surprise, of wonder. A place to stay, to live, to dream, to love.



feb 15th. wednesday.

to the left: page from Shelter 
magazine, 1973. ‘domes’, vaulted 
structures lit by daylight.

alhambra, grenada, spain. zones 
and spaces defi ned by light intensity.





feb 16th. thursday.





THREE THOUGHTS. The fi rst is based on 
levels, where functions are organized by 
temperature and given a relation to light and 
sky. The last is based on a set space for 
all activities, where furniture is expandable 
from the a wall structure. The middle is 
somewhere in between. 

The fi rst makes me thing of Loos´ 
Raumplan, where each function has its own 
volume. I think this is interesting exploring, 
as the height of the space and its relation to 
the sky really can add to the experience of 
the function!

Being 5x5 metres externally, the boxes do 
seem a bit big in this site...



EXPERIENCING NATURE. While working with 
the Skybox concept, these two projects came to 
mind. Juvet Landscape Hotel by JSA delicately frames 
nature and lets the users experience architecture as 
an extention of nature. Is it something like this I am 
seeking in an urban form? The sky as an experience? 
Working with the interaction between the city, the 
habitation and the sky.

The Mirrorcube by Tham & Videgård architects offers 
a simple retreat within the tree-crowns, letting the user 
experience the forest in a new way. By being clad by 
mirrored glass and being attached to the trunks of the 
trees, the cubes are almost not there. And neither the 
users. It is something similiar I am seeking in the city; 
a place to retreat to, a place that is not obtrusive, a 
place that almost is not there. Being lifted up towards 
the sky, liberated from the panic of the city. But not 
removed; adjusted, a new perception of urban space. 
What is urban space, what can it be?



TALK WITH SUPERVISOR SKIBNES! Three projects, three sites with 
different situations (corner, in between, and left over space), addressing general 
issues that are relevant throughout the world. 

Specifi c solutions vs. general ideas. ‘We own the sky’ begins at a general idea, 
that will be fi tted to the specifi c situation, while the other sites do the opposite. 

BUT STILL, the site gave birth to the topic. Part of the process.Finding answers 
to questions never thought asking... I do have the feeling this is not very original 
though, I should check for references.

Specifi cally, the site is also limited within its drab situation: the south facing 
facade and the adjacent window futther reduce the available area. Do the math! 
How is area exploitation? 

Big difference between 4mX4m and 5Mx5M! 

Good idea arranging spaces vertically by temperature requirement.

Let the light, connecting structure vary in height; create and outdoor space that 
replies to the indoor space. Ramps, stairs, plateus. Site adaption

Include windows at some point. Site adapted. Create balance.

situation section 1:500





THREE AMIGOS!

There does not have to be a defi nite relation between living 
dense, and thus sustainable, and sharing. Not everyone 
wants to share, people are different. But that does not mean 
turning the backs on each other. What if the buildings, the 
private spheres, can give something to eachother? Living in 
symbiosis, giving something to the neighbor.

As a general strategy, this is urban development as 
a tapas party and not a royal banquette; everyone 
contributes for a greater good while securing one´s 
own interest at the same time. It is a win win situation. 
(Yet a host might make sure that not everybody brings 
the same things, and thus coordinating the interplay.)

Imagine if we designed all public space as if we lived in a democracy. Imagine 
if we treated participation as a right. By saying that every building must have a 
public function or contribution, from space to light to wind to aesthetics, our 
cities could take a much more dynamic shape and exploit density as a reciprocal 
and exponential good.This could be a regulation or legislation that brings a 
fundamental change in attitude to densifi cation and urban development. It can 
be a way of integrating a growth of non-commercial spaces and functions into a 
commercially driven development.





   THE MOUNTAIN
                                     A STUDENT COLLECTIVE IN VERFTSGATA, TRONDHEIM



feb 8th. wednesday.





NEGATIVE 
SPACE

I want to create a unique rooftop 
experience where a skybar is sided 
by fi lm projection on the blank gable 
wall. Rooftop movie club. A simple 
and cool way of utilizing the site. 
Should be outdoor during summer. 
A different experience. Using the city. 
New perceptions.

Casa Thov in TrondheimMelbourne

Rooftop of the Berkley Hotel in New York

GABLEWALL CINEMA



feb 28th. tuesday.





Gradual tresholds between the most individual, and the 
most collective eliminate the sharp division between the 
outer extremes of private and public, both which can be 
equally isolating. Nuanced relations between the room-
mates, neighbors, house-mates, and fellow city-dwellers can 
provide a relevant context of living between the habitation 
and the surrounding city for the young inhabitants.

I fi nd the teachings of Herman Hertzberger, ‘Lessons 
for Students in Architecture’, inspiring. Especially about 
the relations and tresholds of public and private. Here 
are some excerpts:

The concepts ‘public’ and ‘private’ can be 
interpreted as the translation into spatial terms of 
‘collective’ and ‘individual’.

In a more absolute sense: public is an area that is 
accessible to everyone at all times; responsiblility for 
upkeep is held collectively. And private is an area 
whose accessibility is determined by a small group or 
one person, with individual responsibility for upkeep. 

The character of each area will depend to a large 
extent on who determines the furnishing and 
arrangement of the space, who is in charge, who 
takes care of it and who is or feels responsible for it. 
Territorial claim.

A ’safe-nest’ - familiar surroundings where you 
know that your things are safe and where you can 
concentrate without being disturbed by others - is 
something that each individual needs as much 
as each group. Without this there 
can be no collaboration with 
others.

There can be no adventure without a 
home-base to return to: everyone needs 
some kind of nest to fall back on.

The concepts ‘public’ and ‘private’ may be seen and 
understood in relative terms as a series of spatial 
qualities differing gradually.

The in-between concept is the key to 
eliminating the sharp division between areas 
with different territorial claim. The point is 
therefore to create intermediary spaces 
which are equally accessible on both sides. 



A shared urban space, a space fl oating 
between private spheres. Clear boundaries, 
fl uid tresholds. A city within the city. 
Challenging the conception of urban living and 
creating spaces and distances for interaction, 
activitiy, learning, and living. 

The house will be defi ned by its inhabitants, it 
will be a social and cultural expression of the 
interaction it stimulates. Generous common 
spaces can be used for a multitude of 
activities. The ground fl oor and rooftop feature 
functions that interact with the public, where 
the inhabitants can work for reduced rent. 

Young people move to the city to study, 
work, meet people, have fun. It is about 
social interaction, and a lot about learning. 
The city is the enigma of social interaction, 
yet the dominating housing typology of the 
apartment rather isolates the inhabitant from its 
surroundings. How can architecture stimulate 
interpersonal contact, and furthermore: how 
can this in return stimulate city life?

Filling in between two existing structures. A 
long, narrow site, between two empty walls, 
the taller facing south. Little sunlight, deep 
space. 

Resulting space, negative space

MID-TERM REVIEWS
march 8th



1:200

1:200



Two concepts 
are emerging!

2) The building is one volume of habitations, where social functions and spaces are 
carved out of the mass. It is a subtraction using positive cubes, leaving a continuous 
negative social space throughout the structure.

The concept is a bit unclear, as the habitations are not the generators of space. This parts 
the concept from the concepts of the other two sites, where the habitation is the positive 
volume that interaction springs out from. 

But at the same time, in a student housing project, is not the social functions the most 
important? So a simple inversion would be a cool move. 

But is it just an inversion? Mr. Skibnes was not convinced this was the case, and I am not 
sure either. He suggested I work parallelly with both concepts, assuming that the answer 
will arise. Or even a new concept. A merge of the two?

1) The habitations are spread throughout the space of the site. They have a direction, an 
orientation. The spaces in between are defi ned by the volumes and their orientation. 

There is an issue with climatisation, where a ‘jacket’ would have to be introduced to make 
the space at least semi-climatised. 

Another topic is the relation between the interior and exterior spaces. My intention has 
always been to create levels of social intensity, to stimulate interaction







Apartment building in Luxwmburg 
by Metaform Architects. Cool 
facade expression. The movable 
shutters give depth to the facade 
and make it in between open and 
closed.



The idea of expanding the spatiality 
and functionality and quality of 
the city is good. Yet I feel that the 
concept might be better suited 
for left-over-spaces, like the site 
in Gjevangveita. Making light 
impact extentions of urban space, 
available for everybody while not 
intervening with any existing use or 
function, can be a very sustainable 
and rational densifi cation strategy. 
Enriching the city, with no loss. Plus 
plus, win win.

mar 26th. monday.







COMMON
ROOM

BIKE
REPAIR

ELEVATOR??

AVERAGE:
280 m2 x 4 fl oors
950 m2
43 habitations
21 m2 pr. inh.
330% site exploitation

PER INHABITANT:
9 m2 private
9 m2 balcony
9 m2 shared kitchen
270 m2 common
130 m2 terrace

427 M2 PR. INH.
6500 % SITE EXPLOITATION
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mar 28th. thursday.



Nursing home by Aires Mateus in 
Alcácer do Sol in Portugal. Each volume 
contains a room, and the resulting 
spaces are balconies and entrances. 
The construction is a basic wall and slab 
system in concrete, but the intelligent 
articulation of wall angles and offsets 
make the volumes seem to be balanced 
one on the other while keeping the slab 
hidden. This gives a light, clean and 
desirably random expression



Study of the seemingly 
impossible point of 
intersection between 
the volumes



Opening up, inviting in towards Verftsgata.Permitting light and contact throughout the structure.A bold and rich facade that handles the odd corner situation 
of the site.

mar 30th. friday.



URBANIZED

Showcasing real examples from around the world of urban strategies that seek to improve 
urban quality while highlighting and adressing challenges such as population growth, social 
classes, scale, time, collective transport, energy saving lifestyles, and more. Featuring 
comments from architects such as Oscar Niemeyer, Rem Koolhas, Jan Gehl and Norman Foster.

“The thing that attracts us to the city, is the chance to encounter, is the 
knowledge of being able to start here, go there, end up there, but that 
something unexpected will happen along the way. That you´ll make a 
discovery. That in a way is the magic of cities.“ 
       - introductory phrase.

Attention towards designing cities for the users, and not for the sake of planning. Emphasizing 
the importance of the human scale, the human experience, in the city. Urbanized also directs 
critique towards the modernist and post-war planning introducing inhuman scales and car-
based cities. It has a positive vibe, and shows examples of creative approaches to urbanism 
as well as giving a general idea of modern urban development around the globe. One to 
watch!







1:50 model studies 
of a habitation unit

kitchen

bathroom

9m2

9m2

9m2

11m2



photocollage of external 
and internal facedes



    FILTER
            URBANE HOUSES IN 
             ERLING SKAKKES GATE, TRONDHEIM
        

        



jan 25th. wednesday. CHOICES MADE:

<- A ground level structure that 
opens, closes, invites, shuts 
out, exhibits, shields the relation 
between public and semi public. 
Public and private functions, two-
way-communication.

-> Clear composition. Heavy 
structures over dynamic structure.

-> Filling out the edge of the 
site - creating semi-private/public 
space inside. Opening towards 
south. One two-storey volume per 
habitation/urban space. Access 
and vertical movement between 
the volumes + lines of sight = 
lighter structure.

-> Enclosing the soace, yet not 
shutting out the surroundings.. 
Finding the balance. The 
comfortable exposure.

cafe

bike workshop

semi-public

public

storage pr. ap.

storage pr. ap.





jan 26th. thursday.

abstract study of volume, program, and movement



CHOICES

Due to the small interior space, 
functions are pushed to the edge 
of the site. 

A public entrance is addressing 
Erling Skakkes gate while opening 
teasingly towards the intersection 
with Prinsensgate in order to 
stimulate contact.

The bike workshop is placed on 
the corner, addressing the street 
and shielding the courtyard

Bike parking/ entrance is directed 
straight into Prinsens gate for easy 
access. 

Shared garbage holding for 
habitations and cafe. 

Elevator is currently at the western 
end of the site along with stairs to 
the habitations, in order to generate 
activity and make the courtyard 
a place for casual meetings and 
conversations. Small distances 
anyways.

bike workshop

bike workshop

bike workshop

cafe

cafe

cafe

trash

trash

trash

storage

storage

storageelevator

elevator

elevator
bike parking

bike parking

bike parking



jan 26th. friday.



Searching for a basic organization of functions 
that gives a broad range of possibilities of spatial 
solutions both on one level and over two. Spatial 
variation, spatial richness.

plan 1:100



CHOICES MADE:

<- Spaces: each habitation is an 
open volume that can be arranged 
into supporting different life styles 
and situations. Somewhere 
between the traditional apartment 
and the house. Has to answer to an 
idea of sustainable lifestyle.

-> The activity of the courtyard will 
change along with the changes 
in the inhabitants lives, giving 
the structures a lifespan also of a 
social character



USER GROUP STATISTICS. Data from the report Future Living IV, by Prognosesenteret AS in 2010, can give a 
general idea of the demands of the user group couples and families of ages 20-50. I am interested in both dwellers of single houses 
and apartments. While I am interested in the general tendencies, they also have to be translated into architectonic approaches to the 
specifi c context of the project.

New generations are more open to urban family life, but are struggling with economy and kindergarden availability.

SOUND ISOLATION BETWEEN 
FLOORS AND NEIGHBORS
NATURALLY BRIGHT SPACES
EXTRA SPACE, FLEXIBLE SPACE

HIGH CIRCULATION 
IN THE MARKET

3-4 BEDROOMS

100-150 M2 

RESPONDING TO A REAL SITUATION. Add the international poll done by the magazine Monocle revealing that in the city, 
the most important factor for well being is community, local area and neighborhood (Arkitektur N, XX??). Plus the general 
aknowledgement in Norway of poor quality of urban habitations (D2 XX??). It is possible to draw a picture of the situation in 
Norway, of why people do not live for a long time in the city, what they lack, what they want, and especially why many families 
do not consider it an option to live in the city. 

We want space and light. We want many bedrooms for our growing families, with the possibility to have guests. We want open 
spaces, open plans. Lots of daylight. We want big houses and apartments, but we have issues affording them. So we move 
a lot, and have plans to continue doing so. We are apparently not happy with the houses/apartments we buy and/or they are 
not able to follow our changing life situations. This calls for fl exible plan and fl oor solutions. Making much out of little. Making the 
habitation usable for longer periods of time, giving it lifespan qualities. Less circulation of inhabitants can contribute to forming 
local communities and the emergence of distinct neightborhoods. Urban life becomes attractive as a long term option. 

Spacious and bright urban houses/apartments
Flexible solutions for extended lifespan of the units
Privacy from neighbors and public.
Access to service, transportation and education.  

USING URBAN SPACE MORE CREATIVELY. 
DO MORE WITH LESS.



TRADITIONAL SOLUTION

Total area:   220 m2
Probable usable area: 170 m2

Two and 1/2 story housing 425 m2

250% exploitation of usable area.

MY PROPOSAL

Housing:   300 m2
Rooftop garden  150 m2
Service functions  150 m2
Public playground  100 m2

320% (200% built) use of total area.
410 % (350 % built) use of usable area.

100% public ground fl oor + Housing for 
one couple, one small family and one large 
family + Private balconies, and semi-private 
roof garden.

DENSITY AND AREA USECONCEPT

Car-free city centre New collective transport hub Bike network





The corner volume picks up the different 
axis´ of the site by letting the volume 
follow the north-south axis and the 
interior the east-west axis. This opens 
the interior towards the courtyard, even 
merges exteriors and interiors, permits 
better natural lightning, and creates cool 
spaces. Me gusta!

The ground fl oor structure will be 
based on utilizing the negative space 
given by some shapes. This releases 
the entire facade as active, and gives 
a transparency and lightness to the 
structure. Ideal. Sizes have to be defi ned. 
Entrance designed.

The smaller volumes are tricky, and I 
have a growing worry of their relevance 
towards the topic of promoting family life 
in the city. Yet changing them for another 
big volume would be destructive towards 
the nice composition in the situation. 
Maybe I should let the specifi city of the 
site steer the project more than the 
generality of the concept. As of now, the 
concept is still clear and maintained.

1st fl oor 1:200

ground fl oor 1:200

2nd fl oor 1:200



-> In site, the volumes are getting big. 
The idea of a wind-shield as a movement 
is discarded. A clearer concept is 
needed. The height of the rooftop garden 
is becoming and issue with regard to the 
situation. Being an essential aspect of 
the concept, this has to be adressed. 
Extra supervision with Mr. Skibnes is 
scheduled!

<-  From the courtyard, the space 
is turning out nicely. The interaction 
between the ground structure, and the 
habitations seems to be balanced. A 
facade expression is taking shape!



With respect to the current situation of smaller wooden 
houses the roof garden is scrapped for now, as it will 
make the volumes too big. The light structure I had 
imagined is not realistic with regard to wind shielding 
and furnishing. Perhaps the rooftops can be left open 
for such structures, if this could develop into a typology.  
I will focus on activating the courtyard, perhaps as a 
meeting place, common space. But public or not?



I am imagining something like this. Active 
and differentiated spaces. Fluid tresholds. 
Contact. Presence.



Heading for the basics, these are diagrams exploring some 
possibilities for perceived spaces, while giving some idea of how 
the internal organization will have to be solved to achieve them. 



New plans emerge. 1.200. Yeah!




