FIRST JURY STAGE OF EUROPAN 11 /SPAIN
MADRID. SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE. JULY 28-30, 2011

PRESENTATIONS BY SITE REPRESENTATIVES ON THE EUROPAN / SPAIN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

At 11am on Thursday, July 28, in the Auditorium of the Madrid School of Architecture, Ms. Carmen Imberndn, Secretary
General of EUROPAN/ Spain and Jury Secretary, opened the first meeting of the EUROPAN 11/Spain Jury, welcoming
representatives of the competition sites and the jury members, Mr. Felix Arranz, Mr. Jordi Badia, Mr. Juan Domingo
Santos, Mr. Javier Garcia-German, Ms. Gloria Iriarte, Mr. Jesus Irisarri, Mrs. Kristine Jensen, Mr. Nuno Ravara, Ms. Gaia
Redaelli.

After briefly reviewing the work done to date on the search and selection of the sites submitted by the National
Committee to EUROPAN 11, she stressed the objectives of this first Jury stage:

- To detect submitted proposals which not only resolve the relevant issues in the most brilliant way, but also have
the ability to generate a European debate on the way to work on urban areas that are undergoing
transformation.

- To select a sufficiently broad array of proposals with a view to their refinement in the second stage to a maximum
of 6 awards and 6 mentions, in addition to the finalist proposals.

- The jury was asked to examine 257 sites, distributed as follows:

o Alcala de la Selva 67 teams registered, 42 proposals submitted
o Alcorcédn 38 teams registered, 24 proposals submitted
o Cerdanyola del Vallés 54 teams registered, 33 proposals submitted
o Getaria 86 teams registered, 54 proposals submitted
o San Bartolomé 102 teams registered, 60 proposals submitted
o Sestao 76 teams registered, 44 proposals submitted

- Toselect 15 to 20% of the submitted projects. These proposals will be analyzed at the Forum of Cities and Juries
to be held in Oslo, Norway on November 4 and 5, 2011.

The representatives of the six competition sites explained the physical and programmatic characteristics of the locations
to the jury members. In each case, they expressed their opinions about the projects that they had the examined on the
days preceding the first jury stage.

The Alcala de la Selva site was presented by the Mayor, Mr. Jesus Edo. Mr. José Luis Tena (Councillor), Ms. Nuria Mas and
Ms Carmen Guillén (General Director of Planning in the Aragdn Regional Government) also attended.

The site was visited by Mr. Felix Arranz.

Mr. Jesus Edo told the jury that the site covers an expansion area of the town, where proposals for new residential
typologies linked to tourism are expected. He drew the jury's attention to the need to minimize the impact of buildings on
the zone, and the need to appreciate proposals for uses that can meet the challenges posed by a population that swells
considerably during holiday periods.

The Alcorcén site was presented by Mr. Lorenzo Alonso, architect. Mr. Ismael Miguel, from the Alcorcén City Council, also
attended the presentation.
The site was visited by Mr. Javier Garcia-German.



Mr. Lorenzo Alonso explained the features of the site, currently occupied by industries that are primarily related to paper
recycling. This site is now to be approached as a space for opportunities, set between the consolidated city and the
planned 13,000,000 m2 Northern District, currently pending approval. Projects should also strive to resolve the
relationship with the consolidated town, separated from it by major transport infrastructure (National motorway A5 and
railway lines).

The Cerdanyola del Vallés site was presented by Mr. Albert Civit and Ms. Esther Llorens, on behalf of the Catalonia
Regional Government. During the preceding days, Ms. Claudia Casadevall also participated in the analysis of the projects.
Ms. Sagrario Peraleda (ADIF) was able to inspect the submitted proposals.

The site was visited by Mr. Jordi Badia.

After stressing the importance of this sector, which is closely linked to the Auténoma University and the "Parc del Alba"
technology park with its Synchrotron, the representatives explained the site, for which they expect projects to complete
or enrich the existing plans for this zone, where 1,800 dwellings are envisaged, 500 of them in the project area.

Ms. Esther Llorens distinguish between different types of project operations in the submitted proposals: those that
resolve the height difference with linear buildings, and those which could be likened to expansion areas.

The Guetaria site was explained by Mr. Carlos Orbea and Mr. Florencio de la Vega, from ORUBIDE, in the presence of Mr.
Ignacio de la Puerta, Director General of the Basque Government Housing Department and Mr. Ferran Solé, Director of
ORUBIDE.

The site was visited by Mr. Jesus Irisarri.

The ORUBIDE representatives reminded the jury that the Getaria site is a 3 ha allotment, planned for 130 dwellings, 85 of
which will be social housing. They stressed the importance of the landscape component and the need to create public
space.

Summarizing their examination of the submitted proposals, they highlighted three major types of operations proposed for
Portzuaga Gaina: One group includes projects that extend the type of urban development, with buildings that adapt to the
topography; another set of projects that penalizes the use of vehicles and proposes scattered across the area in an orderly
fashion; and finally a third category of projects that restrict the urban development of this area, releasing land as a result.
These proposals generate focal points for building zones that take advantage of the existing roads and parking lots.

The San Bartolomé site was presented by Ms. Maria del Mar Lujan Mascareio, Chief Technician of the Housing and Land
Department at the Canary Islands Housing Institute, and Mr. Lasso Alberto Hernandez, San Bartolomé municipal architect.
The site was visited by Mr. Juan Domingo Santos

It was stressed that in general, the proposals focus on the project area, and that most of them omit the resolution of the
connection between the site and the town centre. They recalled the need to take into account the scale of the existing
town and to generate the city, instead of regarding the site as an island in the municipality.

The Sestao site was presented by Mr. Carlos Orbea and Mr. Florencio de la Vega, from ORUBIDE, in the presence of Mr.
Ignacio de la Puerta, Director General of the Basque Government Housing Department, and Mr. Ferran Solé, Director of
ORUBIDE.

The site was visited by Ms. Gloria Iriarte

The site representatives explained the realistic nature of the land proposal, powerfully influenced by the need to resolve
the complex infrastructure network, the connection with the town and the wide range of grade levels. The winning ideas
will be taken into account in the modification process of the current Master Plan.



Two major groups of proposals were identified: those that accept the infrastructure solutions contained in the current
planning proposal, and others that contain a more daring reappraisal of its design.

Following the meeting, the group was invited to a luncheon at a restaurant close to the School of Architecture.

CONSTITUTION OF THE JURY AND THE FIRST JURY STAGE OF EUROPAN 11/SPAIN

The Jury, composed of Mr. Felix Arranz, Mr. Jordi Badia, Mr. Juan Domingo Santos, Mr. Javier Garcia-German, Ms. Gloria
Iriarte, Mr. Jesus Irisarri, Mrs. Kristine Jensen, Mr. Nuno Ravara and Mrs. Gaia Redaelli, met in closed session at 16:00 on
Thursday 28th July, with Ms. Carmen Imberndn as Jury Secretary.

The Jury established the following working methodology:

The submissions to be selected were required to have sufficient quality to constitute a basis for discussion about the
Europan 11 theme at the global, European level.

The proposals were to be shortlisted on the basis of quality criteria, rather than in terms of obtaining a balanced
distribution of awards for sites.

The shortlisted projects in this first stage were to be the basis for the final selection of finalists, special mentions and
winning projects at the second jury meeting.

Any member of the Jury could, in the course of the procedure, bring an eliminated project back for discussion.

The digital information provided for the shortlisted proposals in this first stage shall be sent to each member of the jury
prior to the second session in Oslo.

Any appreciations by the site authorities were to be displayed alongside each displayed project.

The Jury decided not to assess one project which was submitted after June 30, 2011.
Mr. Javier Garcia-German, the youngest member of the group, was appointed to Chair the Jury.

FIRST QUALIFYING ROUND

The first qualifying round began after the individualised analysis of each proposal. In each case, the respective competition
site was presented by the jury member who had made a site visit. For this first round, the jury agreed to eliminating
proposals that had not won the support of at least two jury members.

On Friday, July 29, a restricted selection of 86 projects was made, distributed amongst the sites as follows:
Alcala de la Selva, 16 - Alcorcdn, 10 - Cerdanyola del Vallés, 16 - Getaria, 18 - San Bartolomé, 18 - Sestao, 18.

SECOND QUALIFYING ROUND
For the second round, submissions were required to have at least 3 votes in order to remain as candidates.

Alcala de la Selva. 8 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:
CC333, D0O350, GR787, 11111, LC112, LM0O0O, MF232, SL135
Alcorcon. 7 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:



AR601, FKO04, NA777, NB576, SM105, VI011, XX000

Cerdanyola del Vallés. 8 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:
AA000, DT818, IM121, KB502, MEO11, 00011, RT123, SP012

Getaria. 7 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:

AS715, EI0O00, 1IS000, MM 123, NK777, NRO46, PO907

San Bartolomé. 6 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:
AY621, ER010, GROO1, HU779, MC314, XL751.

Sestao. 9 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:

AM353, CA212, ELOO03, ID101, JIM157, PS179, SO302, TX793, XT003.

PROJECTS SELECTED FOR THE SECOND STAGE OF THE EUROPAN 11 COMPETITION

As proposed by several jury members, projects which had won the support of at least 3 members were included in this
selection.

The complete list of projects to be analyzed in the second jury stage is as follows:

Alcala de la Selva. 8 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:
CC333, D0O350, GR787, 11111, LC112, LM0O0OO, MF232, SL135

Alcorcon. 5 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:

AR601, FKO04, NA777, NB576, XX000

Cerdanyola del Vallés. 8 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:
AA000, DT818, IM121, KB502, MEO11, 00011, RT123, SP012

Getaria. 8 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:

AS715, EIO00, 1IS000, MM 123, NK640, NK777, NRO46, PO907

San Bartolomé. 8 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:
AY621, ER010, GROO1, HU779, MC314, RS000, VV011, XL751

Sestao. 12 shortlisted projects, with the following codes:

AB723, AM353, BA555, CA212, ELO03, ID101, JIM157, PS179, SC011, SO302, TX793, XT003.

The jury meeting was adjourned at 16.00 on Saturday July 30. It was agreed to hold the second jury stage of EUROPAN 11
in Oslo on November 6



SECOND JURY STAGE OF EUROPAN 11/SPAIN
OSLO. SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE (AHO). 6 NOVEMBER 2011

The second jury session of EUROPAN 11/Spain was opened on November 6, 2011 in the presence of all members of the
Jury, Mr. Félix Arranz, Mr. Jordi Badia, Mr. Juan Domingo Santos, Mr. Javier Garcia-German, Ms. Gloria Iriarte, Mr. Jesus
Irisarri, Mrs. Kristine Jensen, Mr. Nuno Ravara, Ms. Gaia Redaelli,. Ms. Carmen Imberndn, Secretary General of
EUROPAN/Spain and Jury Secretary, and Ms. Begofia Ferndndez-Shaw, Management and implementations monitoring
director of EUROPAN/Spain, were also in attendance from the start of the session.

Mr. Javier Garcia-German Trujeda continued to chair the Jury.

On November 4th and 5th, a pan-European debate and analysis of the projects short-listed for EUROPAN 11 in each
participant country took place during the Cities and Juries Forum.

The eleventh edition of EUROPAN brought together land authorities from 49 European cities, as well as members of 17
national organizations.

Approximately 20% of the projects selected by the national organizations in the first stage were presented and discussed
in an anonymous, comparative context. These 350 projects, grouped thematically into site families, facilitated an
exchange of opinions between site representatives and jurors, delegated by the former to make the final choice of the
winning projects.

A specific meeting to discuss the short-listed EUROPAN/Spain projects was held at the end of the Forum, where the site
representatives had the opportunity to express their views on each of the projects to be discussed and selected on Sunday
6th November. This meeting was attended by representatives of the Alcald de la Selva, Cerdanyola del Vallés, Getaria, San
Bartolome and Sestao sites.

With this information in mind, at a meeting behind closed doors the jurors agreed on the voting methodology to choose a
maximum of six winners and six runners-up, in addition to the honourable mentions in the course of the day.

It was agreed to start with a proactive assessment of the projects: each juror would have three votes, corresponding to
the three award categories. The purpose of this procedure was to highlight the most highly rated projects and thus
stimulate the debate.

San Bartolomé

Proposals AY621 and VV011 received no votes and were therefore eliminated in the first round.

Following a discussion about the most highly rated proposals (see document annexed to the Minutes), the jury
unanimously decided to nominate project GROO1 as the winner, proposal RSO00 as the runner-up and XL751 for the
honourable mention.

Alcorcoén

Following the same voting procedure, proposal XX000 was eliminated and following distinctions were awarded: winner:
AR601, runner-up: FKO04.

Alcald de la Selva

Proposals GR787, 11111, LM00O and MF232 were eliminated.

Getaria

Projects 1S000, MM123 and NK777 received no votes and were eliminated, along with AS715 and NK640, which had been
highlighted by one jury member.

The jury unanimously agreed on the following awards: winner: EI000, runner-up: PO907, honourable mention: NR046.



Cerdanyola del Vallés

Following the same voting procedure, proposal AA000, with no votes, was eliminated along with JM121 and KB502
projects (1 and 2 votes respectively).

Sestao

During the first assessment, the jury decided not to include the following proposals in the final round: AB723, BA555,
ELO03, ID101, PS179, SO302 and XT003. Proposals AM353 and JM157, with one vote each, were also eliminated.

Following the first round, the jury embarked upon an intense debate and submitted the remaining projects to a vote. The
results were:

Alcald de la Selva

Winner, DO350, Runner-up, CC333, Honourable Mention: LC112

Proposal SL135 was eliminated.

Cerdanyola del Vallés

Winner, 00011; Runner-up, DT818, Honourable Mention: SP012

Proposals MEO11 and RT123 were eliminated.

Sestao

Given the difficulty of highlighting a single project that fully responded to the brief and the expectations for the Sestao
site, the jury agreed to designate projects SC011 and TX793 as Runners-up, as they were considered to be complementary,
and recommended that the land management authorities should involve both teams in the development stage. The
Honourable Mention category was awarded to project CA212.

San Bartolomé

After voting on the remaining proposals, the jury ruled out project HU779.

After pooling and reviewing the remaining proposals, the following verdict was reached:

ALCALA DE LA SELVA: Winner, DO350

Runner-up, CC333

Honourable Mention, LC112
ALCORCON: Winner, AR601

Runner-up, FK0O04
CERDANYOLA DEL VALLES: Winner, 00011

Runner-up, DT818

Honourable Mention, SP012
GETARIA: Winner, EIO00

Runner-up, PO907

Honourable Mention, NR0O46
SAN BARTOLOME: Winner, GR0O01

Runner-up, RS000

Honourable Mentions, ER010, MC314, XL751
SESTAO: Runners-up, SC011, TX793

Honourable Mention, CA212



After ratifying the jury's decision to declare five Winners, seven Runners-up and seven Honourable Mentions from
amongst all the proposals submitted for the eleventh edition of EUROPAN/Spain, the Jury chairperson proceeded to open

the tenders.

The authors of the award-winning EUROPAN 11/Spain proposals are:

WINNERS
ALCALA DE LA SELVA:
ALCORCON:

CERDANYOLA DEL VALLES:
GETARIA:

SAN BARTOLOME:

RUNNERS-UP
ALCALA DE LA SELVA:
ALCORCON:

CERDANYOLA DEL VALLES:
GETARIA

SAN BARTOLOME:
SESTAO:

HONOURABLE MENTIONS
ALCALA DE LA SELVA:
CERDANYOLA DEL VALLES:
GETARIA

SAN BARTOLOME:

SESTAO:

DO0350. Pol Viladoms Claverol, Arnau Sastre Cuadri, Cecilia Rodriguez Vielba

AR601. Diego Jiménez Lopez, Juana Sanchez Gdmez

00011. Josep Ferrando Bramona, Marc Nadal Benito, David Recio Muniesa

EI000. Jose Lopez Parra, José Manuel Calvo del Olmo, Guillermo Gosalbo Guenot
GRO0O01. Francisco Javier Castellano Pulido, Tomds Garcia Piriz, Luis Miguel Ruiz Avilés,
Paloma Baquero Masats, Juan Antonio Serrano Garcia

CC333. Javier Acedo Andrés, Paula Anasagasti Gutiérrez, Lucia Martin Lopez
FKO004. Cristina Goberna Pesudo, Urtzi Grau Magafa

DT818. Javier Ferndndez Contreras, Ding Ting Chen

P0O907. Oscar Linares de la Torre, Marc Bajet Mena, Pau Bajet Mena

RS000. Rubén Ramos Jiménez, Héctor Salcedo Garcia

SCO011. Joan Sola Font, Carles Crosas Armengol

TX793. Raquel Bascones Recio

LC112. Héctor Daniel Torres Mateo, Julio Mufioz Molero de Avila, Manuel Galian Ferrer,
Jaime Traspaderne Vila

SP012. Diego Carrillo Messa, Eva Morales Soler, Rubén Alonso Mallén, Elisenda Rifé
Escudero, Maria Josep Lazaro Castro

NRO046. Raul Ortega Crespo

ERO010. Ifiaqui Carnicero Alonso Colmenares, Silvia Fernandez, Lorena del Rio Gimeno
MC314. Marta Herranz Matesanz

XL751. Borja Gdmez Martin, Roberto Lebrero Lépez

CA212. Jose Luis Muioz Mufioz



ALCALA DE LA SELVA

WINNER. DO350. PRODUCTIVE LANDSCAPE

The Jury chose this project as the winning proposal because it diagnoses, proposes and delivers an architectural solution
with remarkable quality for a precise, stimulating territory: the urban and rural areas that coexist in Alcala de la Selva. The
proposal is based on profound, comprehensible principles; principles that use the physical, formal and cultural heritage to
shape and develop the memory of the place, while at the same time facilitating processes that focus on the immediate
future, both near and far, with an eye for productive landscapes. For this purpose, the project sets out a potential process
linked to vineyards, in a non-exclusive approach -alternatives can be also considered- which is nevertheless specified in a
simple matrix: production and identity based on a “one off” product rather than a multitude of products; a base that is
rational, appropriate and affordable, but not exclusive.

The planning proposal uses sensible, open parameters with a very deep consideration for the existing situation as a
generator and a matrix for the local situation, completing it with an exploration of the possible emerging architectures.
The results are satisfactory in their consideration as an initial formal, constructive and economic approach.

In short, the material accompanying the proposal, along with the authors' proven sensitivity, graphic skills and ability in
the fine arts, their understanding of modern interpretation techniques for landscapes and small-scale urban environments
and the specifics of their reasonably presented architectures, all led this Jury to conclude that the dialogue with the local
stakeholders will include sufficiently satisfactory, quality elements to guarantee the successful development of the
proposed plan.

RUNNER-UP. CC333. TRAVELLER, THERE IS NO PATH; YOUR PATH EMERGES AS YOU TRAVEL

This proposal, designated by the Jury as the runner-up, provides a detailed analysis of the existing territorial system and
then develops a brilliant, thoroughly illustrated strategy capable of tackling the development of the initially required zone
and, if necessary, the entire surrounding area as well. It may even be able to go beyond the purely municipal level and
tackle larger-scale challenges.

The proposal thus provides an accurately description of the infrastructure required by each of the possible production
systems (six cooperatives and the Aramon corporation), the buildings required by each of the stakeholders for its activities
and the associated area needed by the stakeholders for their farms. In this proposal, the strategy spills beyond the defined
space, leaving open the specific proposals or processes through which the formal and physical impact of the architecture
and the plan might be guessed. This deliberate renunciation by the project facilitates an appreciation of the depth of the
proposed strategic system, which may thus be adapted to any formal or artistic variation. In fact, the project
documentation omits the possible resulting images and atmospheres, making this proposal a potential complement for
other projects such as the winning submission, which present a complete development. This propitiates debate about the
planning and building processes.

HONOURABLE MENTION. LC112. A WALK...

This proposal, designated by the Jury for a Special Mention, is tremendously instructive about the methodology used -and
offered as a working process- to understand the territory and its potential evolution. For this purpose, it analyses multiple
coordinates (space and time), placed on a base that is the sequential sectorization of the river flats into 200 metre
sections. This sequence is crossed by a series of complementary strategies in which the essence is the movement of
people and energy (the river in this case), the elements that constitute the character, the logic and the capacity of a
territory regarded as a landscape in which the stakeholders and the scenario comprise a single situation. The third and
ultimate coordinate is the identification of what is new in combination with what must or should be recovered. The result



is a highly detailed list of actions to be taken, ultimately the essence of this proposal. As in the case of the proposals that
leave the formal, planning and construction result of the proposed strategy open, without a precise specification, the
possibilities of this project are somewhat diluted, although it is nevertheless a rich, intelligent proposal that is respectful of
any of possible future scenarios.

ALCORCON

WINNER. AR601. “ARBOLS6POLIS”

This project presents a unique tree plantation strategy that has an open-ended time frame and is valid in two alternative
scenarios: whether the site is maintained as it is, or if North Alcorcdn is developed.

Besides being critical of the municipality's construction-oriented intentions, this biological strategy works in a holistic way,
given that it is able to articulate business, development and recreation interests. It is a plantation that simultaneously
builds a productive territory linked to the timber industry already installed here; an open, reversible territory awaiting
future development; and finally a wooded area with high added value for present and future enjoyment.

RUNNER-UP. FKOO4. “ROUNDABOUT PROPHYLACTICS”

The project proposes a twofold strategy. Firstly, in the likely event that North Alcorcoén is not developed, the project limits
housing construction to the level of the existing industrial warehouse roofs, maintaining the landscape's potential intact.
Secondly, in the unlikely scenario of North Alcorcén's development, the project will erect a barrier to growth in the
manner of a prophylactic, protecting the site from the encroaching brick tide. A transparent ring of 6m long x 4 storey high
residential buildings will mark the boundary for a portion of Madrid steppeland. This open space will evolve spontaneously
in the form of a third landscape, embracing new forms of socialization that have no place in the public spaces of traditional
cities.

CERDANYOLA DEL VALLES

WINNER. O0011. “BLAT”

This project proposes the installation of the same large construction in different positions to generate the city, building
low-cost public spaces that leave a minimal footprint in the context and a recollection of its previous aspect.

The volume is organized around courtyards that are linked to the outside via large cracks that permit an aggregation
system that is extremely efficient, both in terms of floor space and also in the use of vertical cores. They permit a rich
variety of common spaces and room types.

The housing types, diagonalized on plan in a way that allows larger spaces to be perceived, are particularly interesting.

RUNNER-UP. DT818. “THE TRANSPARENT CITY”

A proposal for a city, midway between the closed block and the linear block, generates an urban fabric with a wealth of
interconnected public spaces, both outside the building and in the courtyards, drawing an extremely suggestive
overlapped outline and enriching the street grid proposed in the town plan.

By this means, the void configures the architecture, which takes the form of a narrow corridor that bends and creates
courtyards of different sizes, resulting in a single large-scale building which in turn can also be perceived as the sum of
smaller ones.

The perforations provide transparency between the various open spaces, confounding interior with exterior.



HONOURABLE MENTION. SP012. "NEIGHBOURHOOD AS A PROCESS"

This design, which approaches the project as a process, outlines an alternative to urban development based on blocks
aligned with streets, proposing topography as a development unit, with a grid that separates three types of flow: traffic,
urban pedestrian and landscaped walkway. The blocks are located in relation to the slope, drawing lines that are
superimposed on the proposed street grid. This generates visuals and evocative spaces. The proposal, designed with great
respect for the local environment, facilitates slow growth that adapts to the real potential housing demand.

GETARIA

WINNER. EI000. “THE INTRUSIVE STAIRS”

This proposal achieves a difficult balance, providing answers for the questions raised in the competition and also for the
issues self-generated by the project itself. There is a consistency in the submitted plan that the authors must strive to
maintain when the "complex reality" imposes conditions that have to be incorporated into the project.
Despite some unfortunate solutions in the proposal (the car parks), which can be reworked, the land occupation strategy -
clustering free-standing blocks to create public spaces- proposes an “urban” scenario in which the very existence as well
as the qualities of the public realm, emerging from the dialogue between the blocks, guarantees the most valuable aspect
of the urban phenomenon, while allowing a larger scale grouping of buildings to be inserted successfully in the local
environment.

The buildings emerge from two ideas: to inhabit and to manage "added-on spaces". Their qualities as architecture and as
living spaces will give them a durability in a future "reality" with which will they will clash, although ultimately they will
have to find their place, through adaptation.

RUNNER-UP. PO907. “IN GUETARIA AND FROM GUETARIA”

This proposal opts for clustering and density, a solution that has yielded good results in the course of Europe's history, as
part of its intention to preserve the local environment. This coincides with a common style of land occupation in this area,
in response to the local topographic and climatic conditions, although it may seem to be a third strip alongside the old
town and its expansion up the hill.

The set of public spaces provided by this project is attractive and has great social potential, although the buildings are its
least rich aspect.

HONOURABLE MENTION. NR046. “AMONGST THE VINES”

This intense proposal emerges from the relationship between the territory and certain way of inhabiting it.
In this case, it goes beyond resolving urban growth, and proposes a domestic space that arises specifically from what the
designers have detected in the site conditions, turning them into material for the project. We thus discover a way of
occupying the environment, which allows for an intimate bond with the built-up space, both in the living experience and in
the "productive" possibilities that emerge from the concatenation of enclosed spaces, which are open and intermediary in
zones where active agricultural areas can interweave naturally with the built-up zone.

The initial conditions of the problem to be resolved seem to invalidate the most valuable aspect of the proposal.

SAN BARTOLOME

WINNER. GROO1. “RURBAN GEOLOGY”

This interesting proposal relates the new architecture to the island's geological history and its agriculture-based land
structure. The jury particularly appreciated the project's well-chosen solution for the new urban growth and its interface
with the walls and the voids in the existing town centre. The design is proposed as a continuity from San Bartolomé's

10



urban fabric and its identities. It recovers the pre-existing features of the area, including an old water tank, stone
windbreak walls and farm tracks, which become heritage-category organizing components of the town's new expansion.
The jury also appreciated the way the current sector plan is incorporated into the proposal via a solution that maintains a
sense of urban unity in this area. We suggest that this concept should be taken into account.

The project is based on the traditional residential typologies, including their orchards and their growth forms, to configure
a solution with an urban character. The proposal includes open street blocks with private agricultural patios and
interesting public spaces that give the zone a special identity. The dwellings are an interpretation of San Bartolomé's
historic homes, and they can grow through successive additions. This provides a simple, versatile solution for different
programmes and requirements.

RUNNER-UP. RS000. “ACTIVATED TOPOGRAPHY”

"Activated Topography" was appreciated by the Jury on account of the suggestive strategy employed in this proposal to
colonize the land on the basis of the relationship between the topography and the surrounding natural ecosystem, the
urban programmes and the new flows of citizens. The trigger for this operation is an interesting public park that spreads
across the whole area containing the urban programmes in special conditions. The novel solution of an interactive park
propitiates the idea of an agricultural landscape with circular cavities in the ground in an irregular pattern. Their shape and
their construction are reminiscent of the island's traditional crop protection systems. In the design for the new park, they
are used as voids for a range of activities including shady plant nurseries, a weekly market, sports grounds and a place for
short-term gatherings. Following on from this topographic game, the dwellings emerge when one of the layers of farmland
is lifted up.

HONOURABLE MENTION. ER010. “MOVING DOORS”

The "Moving Doors" proposal defends the need for a degree of architectural independence from the site, justified by the
transitional character of the study area, between an urbanized zone and a natural-agricultural environment. The solution
is based on a dense system of housing units juxtaposed with each other. This arrangement releases interior private and
public spaces in the manner of collective inner courtyards, which in some cases become town squares. Although the
proposal's implementation is attractive, it seems to be missing relationships with the traditional orchards and water
infrastructure in this area, which would have given the solution a more specific character. On the other hand, the project
contains a noteworthy gate system that allows the interior spaces and their relationship with the exterior to be altered at
will.

HONOURABLE MENTION. MC314. “RECREATION”

The jury appreciated the project entitled "Recreation" on account of its particular approach to the issue. This proposal
goes beyond the urban-agricultural scale of the site and enters a dialogue with the island's landscape, in particular using
aerial views and the shape of its volcanic craters. The proposed operation is both a recreation and an urban development
of these natural landscape forms. The idea that the Earth's geological formations can mould the final shape of architecture
is an approach to the formal contiguity between nature and artifice that can be worked on from an abstract, mimetic
position, or through visual analogies, such as this case. This work draws on a vision of the territory that is reminiscent of
the processes used in Land Art.

HONOURABLE MENTION. XL751. “OCCUPATION RANDOM LINES”
The project presented under the title "Occupation Random Lines" is based on a growth strategy that rejects planning
ordinances and architectural typologies as an approach to the site. In this proposal, they are replaced with a system of
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occupational conditions and their potential for future development. Thus, geotechnical, climatic, technological or
protection-related contingencies are proposed as conditions for modifying the occupation process, along with other
unpredictable uncertainties, all of which are employed as material for the project. This proposal is a criticism of the
traditional architectural production system, with extremely open alternatives that can only be resolved on the basis of an
accurate census of the material involved in the process. The jury appreciated the critical response to the theme embodied
in this project, as well as its graphical presentation, which are regarded by the authors as an experimental exercise.

SESTAO

RUNNER-UP. SCO11. “WITH ITS SKIRT HITCHED UP/CON LA FALDA REMANGA”

This proposal contemplates a regional strategy, linked to transport infrastructure and alignment, which sketches out the
project's main argument. It minimizes work on the Ballonti axis and presents an interesting alternative alignment for Gran
Via with a direct link to the new intermodal station, including a proposal for the latter infrastructure.

The overall organization releases land that can be used for new green belts, bringing the natural environment closer to the
new main road. The desirable continuity of this green belt is compromised at the point of tangency between the Ballonti
axis and the new Gran Via.

RUNNER-UP. TX793.“LA PUNTA” TRANTSIZIOAN”

This proposal suggests a respectful attitude to the territory. It acknowledges and enhances the natural green spaces, the
trees and the retaining walls that outline the boundaries of the existing terraces. It questions the development of the
planned buildings on the north alignment of the Gran Via backbone, and recommends the maintenance of this road's
gentle curve. It also recognizes the pre-existing industrial fabric, salvaging the most potentially valuable parts for new
community uses, attractively illustrated, which will encourage an interesting relationship between the existing park, the
estuary and waterside pathway.

It contains a unique item that will be the focal point for a multiple effort for integration. A vertical iconic building (for
social housing) and a set of intertwined horizontal volumes (for community uses) link the upper level park to Galindo
River, articulating private and public uses, and acting as elements that enhance social cohesion and integration.

HONOURABLE MENTION. CA212. “SLOW URBANISM”

This project embodies an interesting approach to urban transformation processes and the recognition of "natural" or
"artificial" pre-existences as a base and a guideline for the regeneration process, accepting the "naturalness" of the
previous situation and its positive -and also its negative- aspects. In the area closest to Galindo River, the proposal
formalizes an overlapping mosaic of pieces, volumes and shapes in which the horizontal composition highlights the pre-
existing components (vegetation, walls and buildings), while the vertical composition highlights the new buildings,
proposed as small-scale parts that insinuate and reinforce the idea and the vision of thoughtful, gradual development.
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