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gassonances» (Goodwin, 1954)Wwith the results of scientific and
EENNIeBical evolution of the «network society» (Castells, 1996):
QIEREhe 90s a
D ErCEeRWhiIch re-led the understanding/interpretation (planning)
o f gg')n Eemporary complexity (city/territory/society)» (Scoppetta,
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extensively
Studiedsoften'interpreted as the result of neo-liberal policies
developed in order to support the wide reconversion process that
started with'the global crisis of the 70s (a new competitive scenario)

= whatstill remains too scarcely examined is the issue concerning the



'.mJ-'r., nding the impact of
rlng fa 0N on urban spaces

it ly understanding the real impact of
Qo1 the urban space:

ativ eerro (La)tour 1991a; Avgerou et al., 2004;
Z 2001

gl -‘g ameVIng from the assumption that an
anbessimply intended as a mere
entiof the slower andiless effective previous one

t dependence from used within the
_'r storical (and spatial) conditions of the pre-digital age
.)JL'F- NMeadings guided by the

separaho between the intangible
dimensionior technology and the tangible reality of cities,

that considers the inter-
Ations between material and immaterial (space and
cyberspace) remains largely unquestioned



thinking traditional interpretative
ategories
ENENEVEERVEIIoWhat happens into the cyberspace is

deeply mfluenc ,

maginaries, Soc [glland economic relations occurring

to ignore is that an
mplication o f g 'b dlisation consists of an

,and forces us to rethink our
tiaditional mterpretative categories and operative
tools (Scoppetta, 2011).




co—existence of the material and the

1material
sERERnEuemn nand does not consists of
resemblance bet (or

PERVECIINVITIAISHACeS and the imaginary of real urban
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corpora - , and cannot be intended
,)(1 iated from the materiality of places

itsof a topographical description/interpretation
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arestill'based on‘a rigid and unfruitful separation of
material and immaterial



Jhysical places with a global span
HEEVATERVEROETCelVe as local can be interpreted as a
environment hay for its high /low degree of
ICIEEONNEEHONREach object that can be mapped as a place
WreuEENopoETaphical description of its materiality is (can
ve) alzo a part of a long

)

R VL PR B T TENigiliadigitalised global activity) and (very
material and local) state
INmicration, with'its internet pomtiand money-transfer services:

elements of Stpporting larger networks and
GiESporas=understanding the

contemporary { , a new constantly re-territorialising plurality
AT S 7 (fhe.; a place of concentration high-level functions, as in
helcase of@BID) can be no more a geographical centre with a specific
physical shape(concentration of office buildings and skyscrapers into
Sthe inner city): business activities may have a disperse physical shape -
the (concentrated) €BD in Chicago and the (disperse) Sylicon Valley



cal implications_1

ts ,gf -f_ e trban topography as the spatialisation
al'dynamics: the political dimension of the

le directions of investigation:

ASSUIMPLION thatist yhamics are essentially
oriented W_l. Asequiences related to the privatisation of
olic space I ¢ 1us1on segregation, spatial

. and
activists (traditionally, strictly linked to the
[MMmoBI I ity of the local dimension): networks of activists

——

interconnected through the web and



golitical implications_2

a reneyyec relevance of € in the

congtructionies ';11- an'space: the immaterial dimension cannot
‘ ation the materiality of the city (rather

as

ternational finance)

pofiolobal finance has led to a semi-
zieLntie)

prielsynergy of SMS, alternative websites (such as

S In Jec endent Media Centre) and social apps have
yed AL Vant role as of communication and
ationiexchange during the struggles in Athens

urban space and its uses remains one of
: free-zones in Exarchia



mplications for planning/design_1
IR UNOR R 80 (8 P Eirepresenting multiplicity and movement
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. , Wwhose users
awers of thematic maps with space and time
lekion of a platform for collecting and

U

SONBIO] nrlJ loispecific phenomena (
concentratic I; )
CONLOIlINgG & and managing the

«hypermob i (result of the
individualisation of working arrangements producing new

«nomadic workers» with their «office on the run»)

wiathin traditional top-down planning/ decision-making
y: )

O “: potential of controlling spaces (and also people).



control of urban flows

‘i Real Time Rome projeci-lesairicleNekizRinoinklel il
;E \gries iritee r)Ju\ir- ith traffic information:

77

oot the (otherwise elusive) “
between people,

fluldlty given by the time coprdinate: allows to represent
hood,
ganisation of public transport effectively mirrors
of movement and /or

of a neighbout

1ot specific groups (e.g.: tourists) or of the
“ as a whole during a special



thie rrizie) 'Jruse tse of mobile phones in different

in 2006
was concentrated
[PIASES e_.rlr'l trencls ,1.e.: the map is
apletorrepresent therdiffierent intensities of (collective)

Claltnie



http://senseable.mit.edu/wikicity

mplications for planning/design_2
ol social ,r)rr‘,\/m'e,_ ,l'i"gl“ el ie . groups
easseIsom the traditional ones for both the lack of face-
SaGERsIntattand the tse of technology as preferred tool:
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represen ): space as a tangible place of experience, as a
coneeptiialised mental space, as an interiorly lived space
throughtemotions, desires, imagination, and memory
Ieynch’s study (1960) on the imageability of the city and the
SWays i which'people, through their informal understanding,
thought about its structure




Virtual) community building

SIS ESIETNa pproach as it can be referred to an idea of
. B | . 3
public space as a «¢€ (Pasqui, 2001) - or as «

construct. (VYeii, 1[5

about a place
between the

— ———



mapping spatial practices

cton of the virtual Community moves from

map which is shared onlif@<siielEEilFaloj#:loRanitldaNel (RIS
Il toreproduc 3pec;~ real places in the virtual space by
[Cating t onthep pssibility of using the potential,
oiyen] eractions andfeéedbacks of social softwar in
tre construct Lwinity on-line community
SRSV tWINity.com /

= representations online representing

placesthat areunderstood as subjectively experienced,
perceived, desired, i.e.: by including the “thickness” of a
nartation, or of a spatial practice


http://www.twinity.com/

Ucting participation

PABBPRIElVe needs of mutual exchange or specific problems
o ¢leiiensy: excoress and

JLLE bl

| » of the “territorialist school” (Magnaghi,
‘_| 9907 _C)S)@j; 2000) aimed at creating synergies between

“, "
-l L ¢




seeking consensus

D .. 0 . : . .
DR L0 EI Bonline representations used within

£/

EEOIIIMUMICAIVERPIOcesses too often aimed at
CoNsensus :iigtis. aiessentially top-down decision-making
EESSESHNWhIChparticipation mainly tends to be seen as

similars) and not as « »

STICISIDOYS On-lirie community http [ [ WWW.1-
OISIOIE) or Peuplade on-line commumity
yaavayavepetplade.fr/).



http://www.i-neighbors.org/
http://www.i-neighbors.org/
http://www.i-neighbors.org/
http://www.peuplade.fr/

|rnr)lif'as'1903 or planning/design_3
ol experinionrieat smg'r
place t0 vy rildak er f are given thanks
“through an online interaction

o) trieir “corngretidatels
“flash mobs”: |
publlc space Ol number of people, which is activated
th r’QI gt 2 flow of commu L via web or via mobile

1g_r:crh.x AR | p

0 disperse
ommunities, established from a shared interest (not
Eojenl | 'p'_la,:e\‘ that meet or organise an into a real place

" practices stressing the relationship

b ween events, the environment, and its participant (see:

Debord, 1994).



esjnventing territorial meanngs

WABIISIEVAIISTSianioccasional and temporary character and
< lack of an d between virtual community

£11‘1£l reel olace
iy

Sxpressiontornstancesiand needs of the Castell’s
flows» rather than of «space

-

salysreal relationship referred te (not
Site): not the daily lived neighbourhood dimension,
WOEST T A(@nd linking together) different spaces as a

discov /in

me 5=

= emphasis on spatial experience as and on a



emporary virtual/real links

trie f,l SBipfdimension expressed through
WG Es Lo ) B B Ehat is not assumed to be mirror of the
WOIHGNIEBESHOt describe and explain it), but rather to
produce (to re-create («the
MeANing as a basis for action»): attracting,
SVENNIHONa SHOT T HIEN
particular place
sueiallyzconstructed (Harle 3
»: the writing the sterogeneity of (collective
z 1) “histories” and narrations onto the
contemporary urban geographies
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«camopile stbjects» : the digital
de-materialised component provide these post-
representational maps of a sort of



s a hybrid device

o C _:::;gv' Lzl Engl [ions of taking the multidimensional
rlzriire of el '— ,and the different ways in which such
criuletye || SIISAIS EX essed highlight the

understandmg the m

piaintended as configurative of spaces,
S an 1ve and , which is able
imodate the categon Siefiboth
natura (Le.ir ur, 1999), and to generate
predictable : through the establishment and
widenmmesot analways changing network of
' en sub , who interpret the
ranstormation/invention of a space as an opportunity for the
[Se-eri-scerie of 1ts own instances







