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H epyaocia avadépetal otn {Wvn twv £EL TETPAYWVWY
mou TeplkAgieTal amnod tg odolg Itadiov, Meopaldylovu,
JodokAéwg, Mepawwg, Emikoupou, Euputibou kot
Apayatoaviou. Eivat pa {wvn mou Bpioketat oto petaiyulo
SL0POPETIKWV  KEVIPLKOTATWY  TOU  mapouctalovtol
OTIC eKaTEPWOEV TIEPLOXEG TOU KEVTPOU TNG ABrvag, Kot
eTUMAEOV SNULOUPYEL pLa EVOELKTIKA €LKOVAL YLt TO OTL TO
KEVTPO TG ABrvoc Bploketal o€ éva 6TASL0 AVAOTOAAG TNG
g€ellktikng tou Stadikaoiag.

H SlapkAg avfénon Ttou 0O0TIKOU TIOPOMANPWUOTOC OE
ouvlUaOoUO HE TNV eyKatGAewn Twv TOPOSOoLAKWY
XPAOEWV TOU auto ¢rlofevoloe opydvwaoe Thv gpyacia
MO WG pLa €peuva yUpw Ao TNV EMAVAKTNGON TOU KEVOU
xpnonge. Katd tn dtadikaoia tng emavaktnong, mpoéku e o
GUOXETLOMOG TNG KEVAC KTLPLOKAC MAlag UE TV £Vvola TOU
AavBdvovtog actikol mopwdouc.

Mo tnv evepyomoinon tou mopwdoug, amaltidnke o
EMAVATPOCSLOPLOUOS TWV EVVOLOAOYLKWY TUTIOAOYLWV. O
oxedlaopuodc Aettolpynoe PUOULOTIKA TWV CUVTEAECTWVY TNG
UEeTEEENENG OTNV OTtola BploKETOL ULO TTOAN, LETATPETIOVTAG
™V Kevh KTlplak pdala oe BUAaka epBOMuwv mediwv
dUOLKAC avamapdotacng Tou atdpou, tpoadidovtog otov
XWpPo tn dnuodcta cuvenkn.

The project touches upon the 6 block-area contained with-
in the boundaries of the streets Stadiou, Pesmazoglou, So-
fokleos, Peiraios, Epikourou, Euripidou and Dragatsaniou.
An area hovering between the different character of the
centralities that emerge on both sides of the centre of Ath-
ens, indicating that the city centre has reached an halt in its
evolutionary process.

The constant expansion of the urban supplement com-
bined with the abandonment of traditional uses that were
being supported within, rendered our work as a research
concerning the re-acquisition of the urban void. In the pro-
cess, the dialogue between the vacant building mass and
the notion of the inert urban porosity emerged as a prima-
ry concern.

To activate the porosity, it became essential to redefine the
conceptual typologies. The design worked in a regulatory
way, assisting the urban factors of evolution, turning the
vacant building mass in hubs where the intercalary physical
representation of the person arises, offering the space, the
public treaty.
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gvepyonoinon AavBavovtog nopwdoug
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QVATTUEN CUVEPYATIKWY OXECEWV LECW QVTAAAQYNG YVWwong
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mopwdeC wg SLaoToAN TNG pecotolyiag




ECWTEPIKO YPADELOKWY KTLPLWYV - AVAKTNON TTOAUGUAAEKTIKOTNTAG
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KATAAoOyog TUNOAOYIWV I00YEiOU
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TuTtoAoyieg dLapBpwong
opodou-kataAnyn duo
povadwv Ktiplakol ¢opea




tunoloyieg SLdpBpwaong opddou-
KOtdAnyn tpLwv povadwv
Ktiplakol dopéa
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TOAATAQCLOCUOG TUTIOAOYLWY O€ OTHAN
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