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We need to ask how diverse polycentric institutions help or hinder the

innovativeness, learning, adapting, trustworthiness, levels of cooperation

of participants, and the achievement of mare effective, equitable, and
sustainable outcomes at multiple scales.”




ABSTRACT

This project aims to examine how understanding the Commons - community-
managed resource - can be used to adapt the spaces under the railway viaduct
From neglected, unused barriers that split neighbourhoods, into the seam line
that improves the local civic infrastructure, and creates social and economic
value. Another objective is to find whether communities and the private sector
can collaborate to apply the commons

The project will develop a set of tools that can be used by the residents and
other stakehalders to the redevelopment of spaces under and adjacent to the
railway arches to face issues such as gentrification, vacant land, loss of local
identity and the privatisation of public space

The project also states thata partnership between different actors can help
to create value and to apply the commons knowledge to the design process,
this can lead to projects of co-production and development with the local
communities. Major civic actors can open their doors to the community and
reactivating vacant railway arches to create a stronger civic infrastructure in
the neighbourhood

The project re-examines how the lacal communities, the private and the
public sector can operate together to achieve the Common, to the benefit
of all actors. The railway arches can be used as a catalyst for urban renewal,
empowering local communities
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INTRODUCTION

Main aims:

Describing the evolution of London railway lines
Mapping the current uses under the railway arches
Analysing wh: he future for the arches
Highlighting the main issues regarding the arches




INTRODUCTION

INTRODUCTION AND RESEARCH PROBLEM

INTRODUCTION

In this age of rapid urbanisation and the continuous pressure for new
developments, cities are facing more and more complex issues. Lack of public
maoney leads central Governments to cut funding and privatise public services
and spaces. This affects the ability to deliver civic and community services and
leads to a state of “austerity urbanism” (Tonkiss, 2013).

The growing trend of privatisation was expressed in 2018 when the railway
network sold its railway arches to a private operator (“Network Rail sells
railway arches”, 2018). This privatisation of the arches and local authorities
cuts led to the appearance of new uses type under the railway arches. Most
of them are commercial and retail uses thataim to maximise private interests
and finandial profit. Those types of uses da not necessarily enhance the needs
of local communities; it increases rent prices, pushes out the current business,
accelerates gentrification and displacement.

One of this project aims is to explore the use of the Commeons (community-
managed resources) and bottom-up approaches to provide a new community
civic infrastructure under the railway arches that create social and economic
value for the area and promotes a sodially inclusive regeneration process.

The project first reviews the current trends regarding adaptation and uses
under the railway arches, followed by a theoretical review abouta partnership,
bottom-up approaches and civic engagement in addition to value creation and
value capture. The theoretical aspects will be explored in the literature review
and used to analyse case-studies from London and around the world. Those
will shape the proposed toolkit, which then will be tested on a specific site

RESEARCH PROBLEM

London railway was built in the 19th century and became a symbol of
technological capabilities. The railway was built to connect the surrounding
towns with the city centres. It was constructed on a viaduct to avoid crossing
major streets which were already spreading in London. Elevated transportation
infrastructure, such as this, provides essential linkages within the city.
However, those types of infrastructure act as a barrier, causing segregation
between neighbourhoods and divides communities. Over the years, the
railway infrastructure was treated as the 'back’ of the neighbourhood, which is
unsafe, neglected and unattractive

Some spaces under the railway arches are abandoned or not used, in other
places- marginal industries, such as mechanics and metal workers began to
flourish, mainly due to the arches lowe rent and its spatial advantages. (Froy
and Davis, 2017)

Recently, Network Rail sold large portions of its commercial property toa
private company, Telereal Trillium and Blackstone, whereby the majority are
railway arches within the London area (“Network Rail sells railway arches to
investors for £1.5bn", 2018). This is another layer in a global trend in which
the public sector prefers to reduce funding invested in public uses. Public
spaces turn into private properties and are managed by private companies,
limiting the uses and the activities they can accommodate. The privatisation

of services and its adjacent open spaces have animpact on the ability of local
authorities to provide community service and support the local needs (Garrett
2015). This commercial based approach accelerates the change of uses under
the railway viaduct and puts local businesses in danger. Additionally, this type
of commercially oriented approach for the adjacent public spaces reduces

the opportunities for social interaction and community uses (Report: Value
Capture in the Commons, 2018)

A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE TOPIC

There are several studies and schemes in London which propese refurbishment
of railway arches. Those projects are usually located around the stations

and often proposed to transform the spaces under the railway arches into
commercial and retail uses. Usually, they are top-down approaches, which are
driven by key actors such as the developer and the city authority.

While the primary studies today focus on the areas next to the stations,
because of their economic attractiveness, this study will focus on areas
between the stations, which have typically remained, neglected, unused and
have lower land value

THE SOLUTION?

Elinor Ostrom (1990) won a Nobel Prize for her argument that local
communities can manage their resources better than any outside authorities,
mainly because bureaucrats do not always have the knowledge and the
understanding that the local community has. Some see Lefebvre’s (1996)
idea of the "right to the city” as a continuation of Osborne's ideas. He argued
that citizens have the right to be directly involved in the creation of their city,
the common knowledge offering a new design approach, which enhances the
needs of the commurity:

The idea is that the community members should become key actors in the
design process and manage their resources, having the potential to change the
way we plan our cities. Understanding the commeon good offers new design
approaches in which the community becomes a key player in the design
pracess. Co-creation with the community has the opportunity of transforming
unused, neglected areas under the railway viaduct with and for the benefit

of the local community and creating a softer and more social inclusion
regeneration process

MAIN QUESTION
How can spaces under the railway arches be transformed by understanding

‘community common good, to counter trends of social and economic
fragmentation in deprived neighbourhoods?

SECONDARY QUESTION

How can the public and private sector work together with local residents in
order to apply the commons good approach?

BPLNOOS7
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LONDON RAILWAY INFRASTRUCTURE

LONDON RAILWAY

Figure 1 describes the existing railway systemin London. Including (|

underground, on ground or elevated railways
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EVOLUTION OF LONDON RAILWAY LINES

Many of London the railway lines were built during the 19th century (figure

3). It aimed to connect the city to the surrounding towns (figures 2). The new
lines were not permitted to demolish existing buildings. Therefore a major part
of the railway was built on a viaduct.

.

Marylebone

Figure 2: Central London terminus maps and lines
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