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0. Smart urbanism visions

Who. Stakeholders / Initiators
ICT companies, 

developers,
governments

Citizens, 
hackers

How. Methods
Top-down, 
centralized 

Bottom-up, 
distributed

Why. Intents 
Automation, 

optimization, 
efficiency 

engagement, 
socio-cultural revitalization



- David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity, p.340



- David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity, p.340



“How will these competing visions 

Oppositions

Confront

≠

Solve

Regulate
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0. Smart urbanism visions

Who. Stakeholders / Initiators

How. Methods

Why. Intents  

Evaluation. 
Critique / Challenges / Risks

Argument. 
Prevalent smart-city approaches adopt modernist concepts of fixity, solutionism, centralization, permanence. 
On the other hand, the Non-plan is native of the postmodern side of the opposition. In which ways could a 
common ground inbetween inform smart urbanism’s current challenges? 



1. Non-Plan movement:  Key Concepts

> Indeterminacy or “calculated uncertainty”. 
Infrastructures / technologies  / concretization

Pluralism. Heterogeneity / Complexity

Self-regulation. Self-determination / personalization 

Obsolescence. Ephemerality / deregulation 

Spontaneity. Programmed serendipity



Northwick Park Hospital
by John Weeks



“The universal visions of smart cities typically 

assume that infrastructures are always the 

same in their striving for optimization. Even 

imaginaries for participatory digital urbanism 

(…) do not typically allow for indeterminacy”

– Gabrys J., Program Earth, p.261 
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1. Non-Plan movement:  Key Concepts

“Creative Disorder”.

“Graceful failure”. 

Interoperability. 



3. Case Studies / Areas of interest

Transport / Mobility. 
.Social groups: Commuters, refugees, entrepreneurs, non-citizens

.Beyond the car: Sharing economy and other forms of transit 

> Participation & Re-appropriation. 
.Participatory structures 
. Citizen-driven events
. From Self-Service to DIY / The Self-builder and the Hacker

Scales of Governance.
. Biopolitics, Withness

> The Role of the Architect.
.  Interdependence & Collaboration
. From sole author to enabler



3. Case Studies / Areas of interest

- Automation 

- Politics
. (Simulated) Anarchy or Chaos vs. Libertarianism / Capitalism

- Tools
.Non Plan: Cheap, mass produced, prefab modules / Plug-in, ephemeral
.Smart City: cheap electronics, modular, customizable  /  Mobile devices / ICT



4. Limitations and Possible Futures

- Environmental restrictions

- The designer – user Divide

- Feasibility, sustainability
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