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Global Studio Vancouver (GSV) brought together 90 students, teachers and practitioners of architecture, planning, landscape 

architecture, industrial design, community development and international relations from over 15 countries, to take part in the 

United Nations World Urban Forum: Sustainable Cities: Turning Ideas onto Action  (June 19-23), and other related events. The 

Global Studio workshop (June 25-30) focussed on participatory design and planning approaches, and culminated in an event 

(July 2) to engage the public in a dialogue on possible futures. A Future Directions Forum was held on July 3. In addition GSV 

participants developed pps:r (people, places, situations, response), a public art exhibit on Hastings St, between Abbott and 

Carrall St. GSV was based at the University of British Columbia downtown studio at 425 Carrall St. 

Global Studio Vancouver challenges   

Can participatory design and planning contribute to improving people’s lives?

Can Global Studio put its skills at the service of communities?

Can Global Studio add value to the already much investigated downtown eastside?

Can Global Studio help turn ideas into action?

Can Global Studio develop skills and knowledge that participants can take home and apply?

A contextual challenge

Can Global Studio carry out its work in the context of the six principles for sustainable communities in Vancouver?

•.Good and plentiful jobs close to home

• Mixed use corridors accessible to all

• Five minute walking distance 

• Access to natural areas and parks

• Lighter, greener, cheaper, smarter infrastructure

• Different housing types (i.e. social and economic mix, with access to same services)

Community Groups Consulted for Student Projects

• Vandu (Vancouver Drug Users) women’s group 

• Vancouver Aboriginal Friendship Centre

• Strathcona Revitalisation Committee

• Central Waterfront Coalition

• Chinatown Revitalisation Committee

Initial questions 

• What do people like/dislike about the area?

• What would improve their lives?

• What physical changes would help improve their lives?

• Does the group have a vision for the future?

• What is the political/planning/historical context?

Global Studio General

Global Studio was spearheaded by the United Nations Millennium Project Task Force on Improving the Lives of Slum Dwellers 

in 2004, and has been developed by Universities. Through participatory design and planning Global Studio addresses the need 

for design professionals to learn to work effectively with communities experiencing disadvantage or social exclusion, with the 

overall aim of developing more equitable, sustainable and liveable environments. A key question for Global Studio is how can 

city building professionals contribute to the implementation of the Millennium Development Goals. Global Studio is an on-going 

teaching and research project and aims to provide opportunities for new modes of professional education and practice with 

policy and research implications as well as possibilities for developing networks and partnerships. Global Studio Vancouver 

(2006) was preceded by Global Studio Istanbul (2005).  The Witswatersrand University, Johannesburg will host global Studio 

South Africa in 2007.

Anna Rubbo

Founding Convenor

Global Studio 2005 Partners

University of Sydney, Columbia University, University of Rome, Istanbul Technical University, Middle East technical University, 

Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University.

Global Studio 2006 Partners

University of Sydney, University of British Columbia, Columbia University, University of Buenos Aires, Argentina, Witswatersrand 

University, Chinese University of Hong Kong, University of Rome, University of Austin-Texas, Rizvi College of Architecture

© The Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com
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Outcomes

Various design ideas for action have been developed. This document is a report on the work done by the Global Studio group 

who chose to work with the Central Waterfront Coalition on exploring the potential of the Central Waterfront District of the 

Downtown Eastside. 

Our sincere thanks to the Downtown Eastside communities for their welcome and generosity, including 
Centre A Gallery, and to the School of Architecture and Landscape Architecture at the University of British 
Columbia for making the Carrall St studio available.

On behalf of all Global Studio participants and partner universities:

University of Sydney, Australia

University of British Columbia, Canada

Columbia University, USA

University of Buenos Aires, Argentina

Witswatersrand University, South Africa

Chinese University of Hong Kong, China

University of Rome, Italy

University of Austin-Texas, USA

Rizvi College of Architecture, India

Contact details for Convenors of Global Studio Vancouver:

Anna Rubbo: Associate Professor, Faculty of Architecture, University of Sydney rubbo_a@arch.usyd.edu.au

Mari Fujita: Assistant Professor, SALA, University of British Columbia, Mari A Fujita <mfujita@interchange.ubc.ca>
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immense pressure and the constant demands which we, as outsiders made.

Thanks to the entire Global Studio (GS) for constructive feedback and a stimulating and challenging atmosphere. 

Our appreciation and deep respect extends to Dr. Anna Rubbo who made Global Studio possible, its uniqueness and pedagogic 

contribution possible. Her unrelenting energy and passion for the Global Studio project is an inspiration to us all.

Sandy Hirshen & Richard Evans from the Central Waterfront Coalition

Global Studio Vancouver team
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The Central Waterfront Coalition (and many in the Downtown East Side) believes that such a stadium would be a bad fi t for 

the space, and would signifi cantly affect their fragile neighbourhood(s) and communities. Among their strongest concerns 

are the stadium’s overwhelming scale in relation to the scale and character of surrounding neighborhoods, and a concerns 

related to the large volume of people who will make their way to and from the venue during many nights of the year: Namely, 

noise, blockage of important transit routes, and personal safety concerns, particularly for those more vulnerable to attacks 

especially late at night, such as people living on the streets and sex workers. They argue that providing adequate services for 

the people of the Downtown Eastside is a priority need that could be served by the waterfront, through reconnection of the city 

to the waterfront, provision of public space and social housing, for instance.  They want to see a waterfront that will refl ect their 

community, not “another westside or Coal Harbour.” On the other hand it would appear that there are a group of businesses and 

in particular pubs that support the stadium (Stadium Now), as they believe that the stadium would bring business and revenue 

to their area and stimulate the process of revitalization for the neighbourhood that they feel is needed. 

The Whitecaps team, owner, developer and fans, see the proposed stadium as a way to advance the sport of soccer in Canada. 

The stadium is, in their opinion, a signifi cant upgrade in seating capacity and location from their current stadium located in the 

City of Burnaby. The pro-stadium group has determined, to their satisfaction, that this is the best possible location in downtown 

Vancouver and argue that the proposed stadium will be a public asset to the whole of Vancouver, BC and Canada. They have 

made clear that the location of the stadium being close to public transport is ideal. They further argue that the presence of the 

stadium in the downtown will serve as a catalyst for revitalization, rather than as a burden to the residents of the neighborhood.

The CPR sold the parcel of land being considered for development to the developer with right-of-way rail access in perpetuity. 

The CPR’s main concern is to continue to operate the railyard as a marshalling ground, as it has done to date. There is 

speculation that the railyard may be relocated as part of a comprehensive planning process but apparently the railyards will not 

be moved in the foreseeable future.

Welcome to Central Waterfront

The proposal for the DTES Waterfront development originated with the purchase of Canadian Pacifi c Railways (CPR) by the 

WFC. The WFC proposes to develop a 15,000 seat stadium on a portion of the railroad, elevated 30 feet above the existing rail 

lines. In its second phase of development the proposal is to be extended to seat 30,000. According to the Vancouver Planning 

Department there are fi ve major areas of concern in considering the proposed stadium. These fi ve concerns are expanded on 

below. The portion of land under discussion was purchased and a stadium proposed - prior to any rezoning application being 

made to the Vancouver City Council. This unconventional planning procedure reinforced the need for public engagement 

regarding the future of the entire Waterfront area and its implications for Vancouver as a whole.

A range of different stakeholders in the public and private sphere have been deliberating over the issues stated above for 

some time. In particular the Central Waterfront Coalition (CWC) - a community group composed of residents, business and 

landowners of Gastown and the Downtown Eastside - are opposed to building the Whitecaps Stadium in the proposed location. 

Our involvement as Global Studio was broadly defi ned as “exploring the potential of the waterfront.” This open-ended brief 

allowed for a wide range of possibilities, with an embedded focus on the Millenium Development Goals and the principle of 

addressing the needs of the most marginalised 20% of the community. (It should be stated that in our case these two directives 

were not necessarily applicable, although we implicitly attempted to pursue these goals).

There are a number of public and private stakeholders in this situation. In the conceptualised diagram below, we have 

attempted to illustrate the relationships and ties between different stakeholders and the land in question. 

W
HITECAPS OWNED LAND PORT AUTHORITY LANDS

Canadian
Pacific Railways

Whitecaps
Soccer Team

Vancouver City 
Council

CENTRAL WATERFRONT DISTRICT

Provincial 
Government

Federal
Government GVRD Residents

Olympics 2010 
Committee

Ports Authority

Central Water-
front Coalition

Businesses

Not for Profit
Organisations

Residents Renters

Owners

HomelessStadium
Supporters

Owner/
Developer [Kerfoot]

PHOTO 1: View to Crab Park - looking West from Main St/Waterfront Rd overpass. Canada Place visible far right in background.
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The City of Vancouver’s Planning Department (VPD) released an urban structure policy report produced by the VPD with 

the help of external consultants that outlines fi ve fundamental issues that a stadium proposal would need to address in any 

applications for development at the proposed site. These are: “provision of an adequate street network; resolution of the risks 

and liability associated with dangerous goods in the rail lands; reconfi guration of the stadium structure and site to ensure a 

better “fi t” with Gastown; resolution of impacts on the livability of residential uses in areas south of the rail lands; and resolution 

of impacts on future Port Lands development.” (Report Back on the Whitecaps Stadium Initial Review, City of Vancouver: http://

www.city.vancouver.bc.ca/ctyclerk/cclerk/20060627/documents/sc1.pdf)

The Vancouver Port Corporation (VPC) is an agent of the Canadian Federal Government (CFG) and owns the lands and water 

rights directly to the north of the proposed stadium site. (See Map 1). The workings of their port system may be affected by 

the development. A larger issue, however, is the possible (but as yet unspecifi ed) future development taking place on the site 

being considered and the stadium’s anticipated effect on those plans, including views and access to sunlight.  The VPC have 

expressed willingness, at a City Council hearing held at the 

end of June 2006, to consider a land-swap or the extension 

of the stadium onto Port lands to allow more space between 

the stadium and buildings along Water Street.  However, 

a stadium is outside the mandate of the list of possible 

developments allowable by the agency, so it would necessitate 

an intervention from the CFG directly.

SITE AND CONTEXT

The Central Watefront district is the last remaining 

“undeveloped” part of waterfront in downtown Vancouver, and 

is made up of two portions of land; each is owned separately 

and has its own planning document. The southern portion 

of land containing the railway marshalling yard is owned by 

the Whitecaps Soccer Team, and the most recent planning 

document for this area is from 1979 and indicates that the 

zoning is defi ned as “industrial” and includes the CPR yard, 

Canada Place and the ports to the east.  

The northern portion of the Central Waterfront District (Map 

2), namely the Central Portlands, is the subject of a 1994 

planning agreement between the City of Vancouver and the 

Vancouver Port Corporation, which stipulates that the main 

uses of that land, if developed, will be as a transportation hub, 

tourism and related commercial activities, community facilities 

and services, with secondary uses as housings, public 

facilities requiring a waterfront location and provision of public 

access to the waterfront.  The western area of the site will 

serve transportation and commercial “downtown” uses. The 

eastern area will include community facilities in the form of the 

existing Crab Park; and a central transition area containing 

“transition” uses, such as housing or offi ces.

Other important aspects in terms of the locality of the site 

include it’s proximity to the gentrifying Gastown area (Photo 

MAP 1: Central Waterfront District, showing division of land ownership and proposed Whitecaps Stadium site
(http://www.city.vancouver.bc.ca/ctyclerk/cclerk/20060627/documents/sc1.pdf accessed 2 July 2006)

PHOTO 3: Hastings Street in the Downtown Eastside
(http://stopthedrugwar.org/chronicle/374/hastings.jpg)

PHOTO 2: Water Street, Gastown - a popular tourist destination
(http://www.doucettephoto.com/places/gastown.jpg)

PHOTO 4: Canada Place - Seabus Ramp & railyard in foreground
(http://www.lafferty.ca/photos)
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Project Brief & Response

During the process of our inquiry we decided that the ‘Global Studio client group’, the Central Waterfront Coalition was only one 

of the many stakeholders in this process. It became evident as the project developed that all of the stakeholders should have a 

chance to be part of the participation process.

Because our stay in Vancouver was relatively brief and that our knowledge of the city limited, we decided that our goal for 

this project was to design a set of tools that would help a broad spectrum of citizens of Vancouver to become engaged in the 

participatory design and planning process. One of the ways in which we believed the GS group might have real value for the 

community was in helping to shift the debate away from the dialectic question of stadium versus no stadium, and as a result our 

tools aimed to help community members to envision a wider set of possibilities for the land in question by presenting them with 

a series of schematic options before providing them a forum for their own thoughts and expression. 

We decided to call this project THINK OUTSIDE THE BOX 

- an expression that we felt to be universal enough to be 

understood by different cultures and language groups. 

The fi ve tools created were:

•  A series of postcards, one of which is blank and encourages people to envision their ideal waterfront. The example postcards 

   are partly a collection of ideas present in community discussions, and partly intended to stimulate imagination beyond the  

   current (stadium/no stadium) argument. Two options for the postcards were explored.

•  An interactive website allowing people to use a kit of parts (such as housing blocks, stadiums, food outlets, trees, etc) to 

   create ideas for the waterfront. 

•  A fl ash presentation providing a background to the issues and project. 

•  An interactive community project on the fi nal day of our project. Pretend Development Application notice signs were   

   displayed in several locations near the waterfront and people are encouraged to draw or write their vision on a large-  

   scale image version of the waterfront, or to fi ll out Vision Postcards which were collected for delivery to the city council.

The priority target groups for these tools remain the residents and community groups of Vancouver, especially residents of the 

Downtown Eastside who are often underrepresented or lacking in power in planning projects and who represent the “bottom 

20%” described by the MDGs. Although this group was not explicitly dealt with in the process, there were always questions 

raised concerning the more marginalised groups.

As well as engagement, we wanted the voices of community members to be heard and represented as part of the ongoing 

debate about this waterfront, and as such, have and will attempt to involve Vancouver Planning Department in this process.  

This is accomplished both by personal contact of our group with the Planning Department and by asking community members 

to send their completed “visions” directly to the Planning Department where they will become a part of the dialogue of the 

decision-makers in Vancouver. (Refer to concluding sections of this report for specifi c proposals).

2), the Hastings Street corridor (Photo 3) and the associated 

homelessness and social issues in the area. The site is well 

situated in relation to BC Place and GM Place (major sports 

and concert venues) (Photo 5 & visible in Photo 6), the 

proposed Olympic Village  at South False Creek (Photo 5) 

and the proposed Carrall Street Greenway linking False Creek 

to Gastown’s historic Water Street (Photo 4). The site is also 

well situated in relation to major transport nodes and is within 

easy walking distance to Canada place, the major Trade and 

Convention area (Photo 6). There is an existing well designed 

and frequently used park on the eastern portion of the site, 

namely Crab Park (Photo 1 and visible in Photo 7). The area is 

currently used for rail and containers (Photo 7).

The political, geographical and social contexts of the site 
result in an extremely complex situation and one which 
is a challenge to understand, let alone respond to, within 
the short duration of the Global Studio’s week-long 
involvement. The following pages describes the Project 
Brief that we defi ned ourselves as a group, and outlines 
our group’s Responses to this brief and the resulting 
products/deliverables.PHOTO 5: BC Place (left) and GM Place (middle) 

(http://www.eyeseavancouver.com/images/sports/DSC00045.jpg)

PHOTO 4: Birds-eye view of Carrall Street Greenway concept 
(http://www.city.vancouver.bc.ca/ctyclerk/cclerk/20050428/pe8.pdf)

PHOTO 6: Sketch of Olympic Village at South East False Creek 
(http://www.vancouver2010.com)

PHOTO 7: Rail marshalling yard - Crab Park and Port in distance 
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Postcards - 
Option 1

Outcomes / Products

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION FORMAT AIM DELIVERY
VISION POSTCARDS

Option 1
Postcards that 
people can draw 
and write on to 
express their 
imagination 
and ideas 
about future 
development of 
the CW area. 

Individual 4x6” 
postcards that can be 
fi lled out 

To stimulate constructive 
discussion of the potential 
of this site, and as a fi rst 
step towards collecting 
input for the creation of a 
comprehensive community-
driven plan for this area.
To impress upon council the 
great level of public interest 
in being involved in future 
planning of this site.

Distributed at public events 
where explanation of the project 
can be delivered verbally.
44 collected so far at Public 
Event 1 (below). Given to CWC. 
Transcription incl. in this report.
[FILES SAVED TO CD]

Option 2

4x6” brochure that 
folds out to reveal 8 
postcards that can be 
detached and sent by 
individual or outlet.

Distributed and collected 
through community centres and 
other public outlets, and sent 
to City of Vancouver Planning 
Dep’t.
[FILES SAVED TO CD]

INTERACTIVE 
WEBSITE

A website with a 
kit of parts that 
can be placed 
on the site to 
create a virtual 
postcard.

Web content.

To use humour and 
interaction as a way 
to illustrate the many 
possibilities for this site.

Not yet delivered. Needs 
feedback and further 
development. 
Currently available at:
http://www.johnnyisborn/
theglobalstudio/waterfront 
[FILES SAVED TO CD]

FLASH 
PRESENTATION

Images of the 
area and some 
visions for the 
site.

3-minute audiovisual 
presentation 

Intended to introduce people 
to the site, its context, and 
the project.
To encourage people to think 
about the unique character 
of this place, about the 
importance of inclusion, and 
about how ‘wild’ the stadium 
proposal is.

Shown at the fi rst Public 
Event (see below). Could 
be screened at other public 
events, and included as a link 
from the Think Outside the Box 
Interactive Website. 
[FILES SAVED TO CD]

DA NOTICE 
BOARDS

A fake 
Development 
Application notice 
board asking the 
public what they 
can imagine for 
this area.

4 x 8’ posters in 
English adhered to 
boards and placed at 
strategic points.
11 x 17” posters in 
Chinese, Spanish 
& French printed & 
posted adjacent.

To attract attention to 
the Public event and 
use humour as a way to 
stimulate constructive 
discussion around the future 
of the Central Waterfront 
Area - outside the pro/anti 
stadium debate.

3 boards were displayed for 
the Sunday event, placed at 
strategic points: (1) Maple 
Tree Square, (2) Carrall Street 
at edge of site, (3) Gastown 
Steamclock.
[FILES SAVED TO CD]
[2 LARGE BOARDS & 
MULTIPLE TRANSLATION 
COPIES AVAILABLE FOR 
HANDOVER]

PUBLIC EVENT

A public event 
where people 
passing by 
may stop to 
learn about the 
situation and 
express their 
opinions.

Set up tables, and 
have postcards, the 
fl ash presentation, 
the DA signboards 
and a collection point 
for Vision postcards 
available. Pens & 
markers provided.

To encourage people on 
both sides of the stadium 
argument to learn a bit more 
about eachothers opinions, 
talk about shared visions, 
and contribute their views by 
fi lling out a Vision Postcard 
to be sent to council.

Using the products above, 
an event such as this is very 
simple to set up and run. 
Important that attendants are 
open-minded to all sorts of 
opinions and are able to remain 
calm when dealing with strongly 
opinionated or differing views.

FRONT

BACK
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Postcards - 
Option 2

FRONT

BACK

not another coal harbour
this is a unique place, I’d like to see lots of housingthis is a unique place, I’d like to see lots of housing 
here, but that honours the history of the area.here, but that honours the history of the area.

Water Street used to actually be 
on the water. This whole area is 
built on reclaimed land...

We should keep in mind: 
WHAT WAS HERE 
BEFORE VANCOUVER AS 
WE KNOW IT WAS HERE?

inclusion...shoreline...socialise...share...livelihood
garden...spontenaeity...friend...neighbours...tree

itality...health...density...skytrain...under a bridg
adventure playground...industrial...office...earth
econciliation...dappled sunlight...adapt and reus
ve it as is...colour...listen to people...stories...divers
humanity..,compassion...tolerance...artist studio.
ideas...collaboration...participation...shadow...po
ansportation...sailboat...live/work...sustainable ci
condominium...rollercoaster...pyramids...where.

maybe...why are we afraid of...what if...open mind
hy?..bridging.education...generational knowledg
uth...elderly...homeless...access...community...hom

process...first nations...unharmed...view...transpo
tivity...heritage...diversity...creating history...sho

THINK
OUTSIDE
THE BOX

what do you see for Van’s last chunk of undeveloped waterfront land?
what does the soul of vancouver look like?

what’s special about this place?
how could we use it to benefit both the local area & vancouver as a whole?

central waterfront

central waterfront
a visioning project for YOU to participate in

created by global studio 2006

use these postcards & your imagination!use these postcards & your imagination!

SUSTAIN
feed the city...
people could grow their own vegetables and eat them 
or sell them to make a living. 
people would come from all 
over the world to see a huge
 inner city 
farmland
with cows 
and everything

my vision for the central waterfront area:

Celebrate the special beauty of the colourful trains and port! Bridge carrall street 
to Crab Park, give at least 1/3 back to original stewards of the land. Have housing 
for a mix of incomes, and wind or tidal energy. One day in the future, the train 
cars could be converted to restaurants, studios, shops, schools... 

Use this land to bridge 
the people to the wateR. 
USE THIS LAND TO BRIDGE 
THE PEOPLE TO EACHOTHER. 
I WANT TO SEE 
DEVELOPMENT THAT 
ALLOWS PEOPLE TO COME 
TOGETHER THROUGH 
STORYTELLING AND 
UNDERSTANDING.

BRIDGES
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Interactive Website

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

where is the Central Waterfront Area?
We’ve defi ned this area as including the rail marshalling yards north of Gastown’s 
edge, as well as the area to the north of this stretching to the waterfront. The area is 
outlined on the postcard that we hope you will fi ll out and send. 
what’s the point of this project?
These postcards aim to encourage the beginning of an extensive participation 
process to create a vision for this waterfront - the last stretch of undeveloped 
waterfront in downtown Vancouver. We believe that it IS possible to create 
something here that will benefi t both the local community AND Vancouver as a 
whole; both the affl uent AND the under-represented of our society. We want you to 
imagine HOW.
can I participate in this project?
Everyone who has access to a pen is welcome to participate. If you have trouble 
writing or drawing, ask a friend or someone from your community centre to help you 
fi ll out the blank postcard provided. 
what’s Global Studio?
This year’s Global Studio brought together 60 students of architecture, planning, 
community development & environmental design from 16 different countries for 1 
week to work on 5 different projects in and around the Downtown Eastside! Find 
out more about the intentions of Global Studio at www.theglobalstudio.com
so what do I do?
Fill out the blank postcard provided and send to the Planning Department.You 
can use any way you want to express your ideas - artistic methods, writing, poetry, 
whatever! This is about freedom of expression! 
The 6 example postcards are a collection of ideas from some people we spoke to, as 
well as our own ideas. It’s up to you what you do with these. You may choose to add 
to them, write comments, and send to the planning department - or maybe a friend or 
colleague who may be interested in the project.

...think outside the box!
y p j

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

instructions: You can add to this postcard, make comments about 
the ideas expressed here, or just keep it for yourself! We’ve provided 1 
blank postcard for you to express your ideas on. GO FOR IT! 

instructions: You can add to this postcard, make comments about 
the ideas expressed here, or just keep it for yourself! We’ve provided 1 
blank postcard for you to express your ideas on. GO FOR IT! 

instructions: You can add to this postcard, make comments about 
the ideas expressed here, or just keep it for yourself! We’ve provided 1 
blank postcard for you to express your ideas on. GO FOR IT! 

instructions: You can add to this postcard, make comments about 
the ideas expressed here, or just keep it for yourself! We’ve provided 1 
blank postcard for you to express your ideas on. GO FOR IT! 

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

instructions: Use the front and back of his postcard to draw, write, 
collage, and/or paint your ideas for the Central Waterfront Area. If 
you wish, also tell them a bit about yourself and where you live.

CITY OF VANCOUVER

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

453 West 12th Avenue

Vancouver, BC.

V5Y 1V4

place stamp 
here, or 

return to a 
participating
community 

centre in
your area

think outside the box!
a whole community imagination
project for the central waterfront area 
created by Global Studio 2006
www.theglobalstudio.com

instructions: You can add to this postcard, make comments about 
the ideas expressed here, or just keep it for yourself! We’ve provided 1 
blank postcard for you to express your ideas on. GO FOR IT! 

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________
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Flash Presentation DA Notices & Public Event

DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION NO. GS2006
Central Waterfront Area
The Central Waterfront Area is the last chunk of 
undeveloped waterfront land in downtown Vancouver. 
What do you imagine happening here?

If the soul of Vancouver was here, what might it 
look like?
How can we celebrate diversity, humanity, 
spontenaeity?
You are a child again. What do you want to see 
and experience here?
What is special about this piece of Vancouver?
What if... a roller coaster? farmland? a launchpad? 
a nude beach? a residential tower? Utopia?          
a forest? a ___________?

FURTHER INFORMATION CAN BE OBTAINED AT: Global Studio 2006 website
                                                                                                       www.theglobalstudio.com

The Location

ENGLISH VERSION PRINTED AT 4x8’

Chinese, Spanish & French translations were 
printed at 11x17” size and posted in numerous 
spots around the larger English panels

[SELECTED CLIPS]
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Fake Development Application (DA) Notice 
Posted on the edge of the site at Carrall Street, and translated into Chinese, Spanish and French at a smaller scale.

Public Event: Refl ections

The public event lasting only 3 hours was very successful. Not 

only did a large number of people fi ltering past the Carrall Street 

and Water Street intersection stop to fi nd out what we were 

doing and have a chat about the site and the issues facing the 

area, but we also collected ‘Vision postcards’ from 44 people 

who were keen to express their views. Respondents included 

long-time residents of the area, business owners, planners & 

architects who knew of the event in advance, and people from 

out of town. 

We feel that by not emphasizing the stadium issue in our 

presentation and in our discussions with the public, people 

were free and encouraged to think constructively, positively, and  

with a view to educate eachother and themselves about the 

situation. 

Visions collected from respondents are transcribed on the 

following pages, and some of the more graphically-oriented 

postcards have been included along with this transcription.
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TOTAL # OF RESPONDENTS: 44
•  12 people ssed both writing and drawing to express ideas

•  26 people used only writing to express ideas

•  6 people ssed only drawing to express ideas

•  2 people thought this was a vote for/against stadium

RESPONSES:

“I see this waterfront should fi rst be friendly to the 
environment, and that make it friendly to the people. If 
we spent our tax $$ more wisely and became the true 
caretakers of our land people would come from all parts of 
the world to visit. We do not need to promote with big $$ 
the things which are not natural to us but rather show our 
deep respect and appreciation for what we have.” 

“Every place has two or more rows of trees on its sides, 
and a walkway area or nightmarket place in the middle.”

“Public access to the waterfront, increase pedestrian & 
cycling access, green space, linking corridor, maintaining 
historical context, space for learning/education, preserving 
history, maintain railway, public art, shops/light industrial 
(Granville Island idea).” 

“Move the track over to the land by Home Depot yard and 
build environmental greenspace and a swimming pool and 
fi shery village.”

“Give it all to the poor.”

“Waterslides” 

“Big community garden... for a more sustainable 
Vancouver.”

“Provide ample transportation network, Mutimodal 
integration, Community living.”

“No stadium. Condensed, affordable housing... stopping 
gentrifi cation and dealing with poverty, addiction, mental 
illness in the community!”

“Beach & walking path.”

“Deed all land to indigenous Northwest Coast people for 
their use in perpetuity.”

Vision Postcards Transcription

“Dedicated to Vancouver’s missing women.”

“This is my vision... live in the green... city of the future.” 

“Free homeless shelter for men, only if not under the 
infl uence. More food banks and place to help people get off 
the streets.”

“Keep the tracks. No stadium (doesn’t work in a proactive 
Vancouver). Expand portside park. Keep the heritage look 
of Gastown. The harbor front is the last waterfront area in 
downtown Vancouver and we only have one chance to do it 
right!” 

“Considering nothing is in this space now I think whatever 
goes there will make this space extra special. It’s a very 
inventive idea and I’m excited to see what this will be. The 
stadium is a good idea. Just as long as it’s not towering 
condos!” 

“Public seawall, public swimming pool.”

“Make it a campground, for tents, like a nice park that you 
can camp at.”

“Restaurants [on waterfront], community centre & library, 
affordable housing, light rail for transport.”

“What if I put a bridge over your home?”

“Leave it as it is!”

“Permanent Indy Track will not mess up mountain views 
and will continue to bring big $$ into economy no less than 
annually. Also could be used for huge outdoor events in 
infi eld and or used as another parking lot.” 

“Beach.”

“I envisage public open space, such as a beach or park; 
which is safe, family-friendly and accessible o people of all 
ages.”

“Let’s keep BC green. NO more developments please!! No 
stadium, Period. Thank you.”

“Green spaces. City parks - complements Stanley Park. 
Extend sea wall.”

“Parkland: expand and increase wetland for wildlife 
- becomes a learning resource. More beach. A safe 
waterfront for our diverse community. Public art. Community 
centre/house. Community based market - no chain stores! 
Reconnect Gastown with the waterfront via walkways, 
greenways, bike paths. And... NO STADIUM!!” 

“I imagine this area with lots of gardens, trees and 
benches.”

“Parks, pools, bike lanes, walkways, community gardens. 
No stadium!”

“Marina & park. Grand Walk [along current rail track 
location]”

“Public swimming pool.”

“Should get rid of most of the water pollution, which comes 
from the docks, etc, and make a cleaner and healthier 
environment for all humans and all kinds of nature. Get rid 
of all the drugs.”

“Beach & walking path.”

“Go green! Green space!”

“No to the stadium. Urban diversity, mixed use 
development, accommodate industry and residential.”

“Park!”

“Tracks ripped up - multipurpose - green space - access 
- layered housing - assisted living for alcohol/crack 
addicts - coop - low-income housing - alcohol/addiction 
treatment beds - health centers drop-in – high-end condos 
- multigenerational condos.” 

“Yes stadium.”

“No stadium. Rehab.”
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Recommendations

Design & Policy

•  Professional independent assessments should be commissioned to assess the environmental, eonomic, societal and land 

   use issues of the site, in relation to surrounding neighbourhoods and the Hastings Corridor in particular.

•  Invite non-profi t urban design/planning groups to generate Vision Plans for the site, with the dual aim of (1) preparing viable

   alternatives to insensitive proposals for the site, and (2) illustrating to the greater community the potential to benefi t both local 

   residents and business and Vancouver as a whole.

•  Design and policy proposals should:

   ~ Ensure articulation between the design and scale of the existing neighborhood and new urban design proposals in the area.

   ~ Take into account the transitional nature (from heritage, to industrial, to residential) of the area.

   ~ Have embedded in them best practice environmentally sustainable development strategies (abiding by LEED or other 

      comprehensive ratings and assessment system).

   ~ Include a process of social engagement in their production of design proposals and policy for the area.

   ~ Ensure the inclusion of public places for all in future neighborhoods and parks (e.g. Crab Park shouldn’t be only for tourists). 

   ~ Include housing and public spaces for under-represented people.

   ~ Ensure direct physical and visual access to the waterfront.

•  Future design processes for the site must be participatory and include the suggestions of average citizens.  The public 

   participation in the City Council hearings and our own community outreach in the streets of Gastown on Sunday, July 2, 

   showed a high level of public interest in seeing a development on the site that refl ects their views and ideas. 

[CONT’D...]

Raising Greater Public Awareness & Profi le of Central Waterfront Area Roles

•  Work to raise awareness in the larger community about the importance of this site to the First Nations people, the local 

   community, the history the region, and ongoing industry and trade. 

•  Through partnerships with independent media organizations, initiate projects which use a variety of media to involve and 

   engage people in both local and greater Vancouver communities. Examples of such organizations: The Pruple Thistle Coop, 

   Media Undefi ned, Vancouver Dreams.

•  Possible projects include: 

   ~ A photographic competition aimed at portraying the unique beauty of this place. Ensure participation by low-in come 

      residents of the area and users of Crab Park – for example, through provision of cameras & access to basic photography 

      training.

   ~ A corresponding photographic exhibition at Vancouver Art Gallery and touring to community centres around the GVRD.

   ~ A “Sculpture by the Sea” public art festival to encourage people from outside the community to experience the  beauty of 

      Crab Park

   ~ Short fi lm production by students at Emily Carr, VFS, Gulf Islands Film & Television School and/or other fi lm and media 

      schools in and around Vancouver. Public screenings, and possible open air cinema in Crab Park.

   ~ Crab Park narratives… tell the stories of people using Crab Park through a variety of media & delivery methods.

   ~ Further development of the “Think Outside the Box” project elements developed by Global Studio. [read on…]

Recommendations [cont’d...]
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Further Development of the Think Outside the Box Project

As a fi rst step, we created fake Development Application notice boards and distributed postcards at the public event to enhance 

Vancouver’s residents’ engagement in city planning by initiating a dialogue among the people on the street. For that we chose 

different locations on the waterfront. Due to the fact that the event day was a public holiday we reached not only the local 

community but also tourists from within and outside of Vancouver. Some postcards we left blank in order to get people to 

visualize their ideas concerning further development. 

In the future, the Central Waterfront Coalition or City of Vancouver Planning Department could distribute more postcard 

pamphlets which could be either sent to the city council or dropped into community centres where partnerships have been 

established. This second step raises the awareness of the City Council about people’s opinions and ideas. From the local to the 

city level, the dissemination can be expanded further within the city and could serve as a template in other development areas.

The Central Waterfront Coalition could collect the postcards and exhibit them in a mobile exhibition. This would help to enhance 

the communication between different stakeholders.  The exhibition could travel to the City Council before a hearing and also 

used in schools for discussion and further collection of ideas. It could also serve to kick-off further participatory processes.

In a third step in this process of ensuring sustainability of our work, the “vision-postcards” could be uploaded to the website, 

which was created as a complementary part of the project, and is in need of further development. The community are then able 

to be informed online and to engage in constructive dialogue. This makes the entire process more public and accessible.

Ideally, the City of Vancouver or an arts organisation could fund fi lm-making with an award that offers a prize for the best fi lm 

produced on the basis of these images and visions. The fi lm can be used as a medium to include other dimensions into the 

conventional planning process such as different perspectives, time and atmospheres. The public should act as the judge of the 

entries. Further ideas about media projects to engage the entire community and raise awareness around the site have been 

suggested above under “Recommendations.”

MONDAY
5 – 7  Meeting with Sandy and Richard from the Gastown Waterfront Co-olition to discuss their concerns

TUESDAY
9.30 – 12 Discussion of the overall issues, the areas of interest within the project, and group members individual   
  interests; discussing how to divide workload
12 – 4.30 Split into three groups – Policy, Site Analysis and Design Precedent/Ideas
12 – 1.30 Tutors meeting, discussion about the appropriate way to engage with students
4.30 – 6 Feedback and presentation of ideas within group without tutors
7 – 10.30 City Council meeting listening to arguments for and against the stadium

WEDNESDAY
10 – 11  Presentation of Tuesday’s work to tutors
11 – 12  Discussion about council meeting and deciding on fi nal products. Decision that all Vancouver residents should  
                          have input into the waterfront design.
12 – 1              Divided into fi ve groups to brainstorm potential products
1 – 1.30 Group discussion and decision on products and groups – Design Group, Editorial Group, Development   
  Application Poster Group and Flash Presentation Group 
2 – 7  Group work
7 – 10              Major group presentation with presentations to whole Global Studio

THURSDAY
All day              Continuing group work
5 – 6              Meeting of a smaller group with Sandy
6 – 6.45   Meeting of a smaller group with the President of the White Caps 
8 – 9              Reporting to whole group on meetings

FRIDAY
All day               Group work
5.30 – 9.30 Final presentation to Global Studio and community members with feedback from members of Central   
  Waterfront Coalition

SATURDAY       
All day  Group work

SUNDAY    
9 - 2  Group work
2-5  Final public event at Carrall & Water Street intersection

Strategies for Carrying Project Further Project Timeline 
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With a group of participants and tutors from a wide variety of countries, cultures and disciplines, the studio process was 

radically different to most university based programs. There was a genuine experimental mood to the project, with the 

knowledge that there should be an outcome or product, but with an implicit agreement among the group that the project was not 

a typically ends-means or rational-comprehensive methodology.

The group members had different working modus operandi and differing pedagogic precepts, often complicated by language 

and communication differences. Further confounded by disciplinary ‘cultural’ differences, the project was, at least in the fi rst 

two days, unsurprisingly desultory. The group had some clear strategic interventions, however, and can therefore be best 

characterized as a process of “Muddling through”, as described by Lindblom’s in his classic text. (Lindblom 1959)   

The role of tutors, and their relationship to the group, was not prescribed. This experimental method sometimes resulted in the 

student group having to make fundamental decisions. Despite the relatively contradictory approaches, the model that worked 

best was to create fl exible groups with intense communication and movement between. The internal group process provided 

valuable lessons in cross-cultural communication and work. 

Suggestions for future GS studio modus operandi  is available in a separate document. However, it is important to briefl y note 

that the group gained extremely valuable lessons in the following:

 •  Issues of inter- cultural and inter-personal sensitivity will always be present and need to be made apparent 

 •  There is a potential for English speakers to dominate discussion. Language is fl uid and cannot be assumed to have    

              the same meaning even between native speakers

 •  The roles and functions of tutors (or project facilitators) requires negotiated agreement from the start of the project 

Refl ections on Process Central Waterfront Project Team

MENTORS
GARTH KLEIN   South Africa  Planning
RAPHAEL PIZARRO   Australia  Architecture
SOPHIA SPRENGER   Germany  Architecture/Planning
DAMON RICH    United States  Architecture

PROJECT ASSOCIATE  
KATE FERGUSON   Australia  Architecture

PARTICIPANTS  
ILEANA VERSACE   Argentina  Architecture
CAMILLA SANT’ANA   Brazil   Architecture/Landscape Architecture
ANDRESSA MARTINEZ  Brazil   Architecture/Urban Design
NICOLA SZIBBO   Vancouver  Environmental Design
ANDREW AMARA   Uganda  Architecture
MADDY STREICEK   Canada/Australia Architecture/Urban Studies
EDITH JENKINS   Kenya   Land Economy/Planning
CHRIS BACH    USA   Architecture
QUETZAL DE LEON   Mexico/Australia Architecture
JENNIFER TRASKER GIBSON USA   Urban Planning
JOHNNY CHIU   USA   Architecture
ZOHEB KHERADA   INDIA   Architecture
REBECCA WEBBER   USA   Environmental Policy
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Project References

CITY OF VANCOUVER PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Whitecaps Stadium Initial Review: http://vancouver.ca/commsvcs/currentplanning/whitecaps/proposal.htm

GASTOWN COALITION

http://www.gastowncoalition.ca/pdf/gastown-coalition-outlines-concerns.pdf

http://www.gastowncoalition.ca/pdf/may-4-sun-gastown-coalition-launches-battle-against.pdf

WHITECAPS STADIUM

http://www.whitecapsnewstadium.com/home.cfm

FRIENDS OF SOCCER

http://friendsofsoccer.blogspot.com/2006/06/gastown-businesses-merchants-and.html

PACIFIC METROPOLIS

http://www.pacifi cmetropolis.com/2006/01/the_gastown_wat.html

Lindblom, Charles E. 1959. “The Science of ‘Muddling Through’.” Public Administration Review 19: 79-88.

Appendix 1

Global Studio at the UN World Urban Forum

UN World Urban Forum
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pps: r   people places situation: response

‘people, places, situations: response_06’ is a multidisciplinary examination of architecture’s role in restoring the loss 
of place experienced during crises of political + ecological disaster, exile and the seeking of asylum, indigenous 

dispossession, homelessness and urban poverty.   

The overarching thematic of pps:r_06 is displacement, and the role of the designer in the loss & reconstruction of home.  

pps:r_06 Vancouver takes its lead from Global Studio and similarly invokes Malinowski’s advice to the anthropologists: 

‘Professionals must come down from the verandah, and into the hut, the tent and the slum.  They should not aim to go 
native, but to imaginatively examine the worlds that slum residents inhabit, and fi nd linkages with their own skills that can 

be of assistance.’  

The intent of pps:r_06 was to relate the stories of displaced populations. Located in the context of the Downtown Eastside 
of Vancouver, a problematic area with a high percentage of the local population living below the poverty line, the exhibition 

challenged architects with a variety of responses to the fi elds of displacement; Urban Poverty, Indigenous Displacement, 
Disasters and Refugees.

The exhibition challenged the ownership and use of public space.  

global studio and others joining in artist unknownwhat is public art?

street display street display public advice

Global Studio Vancouver Program 

Shigeru Ban Lecture
UN World Urban Forum 
 : GUIC (Growing up in Cities) WUF Youth Reception, Fairmont Hotel
 : Millennium University Roundtable
 : Working towards the MDGS: the Global Studio Model”
World Planners Congress
 : Interprofessional events, Supersaturday
Planners for tomorrow Student Conference 
Museum of Anthropology tour
Film “Where Strangers Become Neighbours” + commentary by Leonie 
Sandercock
Sightseeing: Granville Island Restoration; False Creek- market and social 
housing; aqua bus to Aquatic Centre, walk along sea wall to English Bay.
Video Monster Lounge, 1Cordova St, cnr. Carrall St. 
Centre A Gallery (cnr Hastings and Carrall St  -Yoko Ono exhibit)
 : PPS: R exhibition launch and a downtown welcome to Global Studio.
 : Exhibition site: street hoardings, Hastings St, between Cambie and Carrall; Parking Stop Gallery, Cordova St. 
Situating the Global Studio project:
 : fi lm: ‘Vancouverism’ by Julie Bogdanowicz
 : talk by David Eby, Pivot Legal Society
 : visit Strathcona Community Gardens followed by walk to Commercial Drive and street fair. 
 : Site sample guided tour of Hastings St in four sections
 : (downtown, Strathcona; Hastings-Sunrise; Grandview –Woodlands) 
 : ‘Reading ‘Hastings St, pin-up and discussion;  Project studio groups posted
 : Presentation by Nathan Eddleston, Vancouver City Planner
Introduction to Global Studio program: Working with communities- introduction to projects
 : Meetings with community groups and working arrangements with groups
 : student charrette – 3 propositions proposed by each group
 : Vancouver City Council public hearing on the Whitecaps Stadium
 : Mid project review: GS draft charter; ethics and GS, for further discussion at Future Directions Forum
 : West Coast Night, friendship Centre
 : Project review: in house and invited guests- local architects, planners, community centre leaders
 : Public events for each project commencing at 425 Carrall St studio
 : Global Studio Vancouver farewell at Stanley Park ; GSV future directions ratifi cation
 : Project copies given to communities
People Building Better Cities. 
 : Round Table on Research, Action and the Future of Global Studio
 : Ellliot Sclar: Planning in the Global Studio Context 
 : Alison Wolanksi: Architecture and Resistance in Ghana
 : Sandy Hirshen and Richard Evans:  The Stadium and the Waterfront
 : Joe Wei and Yijin Wei: Past, present and possible futures: Chinatown
 : Nathan Edelson: The Downtown Eastside: the city’s approach
 : Graham Bristol: Architecture and Human Rights
 : Garth Klein: Potential projects for Global Studio 2007, Johannesburg
 : Damon Rich: Centre for Urban Pedagogy, artists and policy makers creating publicity for public housing
 : Helena Sandman: Senegal Womens Centre
 : Nathaniel Corum: Straw Bale houses
 : Julia Molloy: Presentation Potential: the Caracas example 
Presentations and Future Directions Forum and fi nal presentations to the community

Appendix 3
PPS:R ExhibitionAppendix 2
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DISASTER
REFUGEES

URBAN POVERTY
INDIGENOUS DISPOSESSION

people, places, situations: response
a multi-site exhibition of designed responses to four crises of displacement

West Hastings St, Vancouver B.C. beginning 19 June 2006
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1: FILM FESTIVAL 
     Our Place, Our Country:  

     Aboriginal Australia on fi lm

     Spartacus Books 
     319 West Hastings Street
     19-21 June 8:00 pm start. 

     FREE ADMISSION

2: PPS:R EXHIBITION
     Outdoor exhibition of        

     designed responses to 
four          crises of 

displacement.

     On street frontages of      
     West Hastings St, between  

     Cambie and Carrall 
Streets.

     Opens 19 June 

 

3: VIDEO INSTALLATION
 Urban (dis)placement 

compares Indigenous 
Australian and Canadian 
understanding of home. 

The Parking Spot 
8 Cordova St

14-22 June Daily

 2006 PARTNERS

 2006 SPONSORS

IN CONJUNCTION WITH

The 7.6 magnitude earthquake that struck Pakistan on 
October 8 2005 is widely regarded as the most devastating natural 
disaster in Pakistan’s history. An estimated 80 000 people were 
killed and some 3 million people were rendered homeless. Over 
200 000 homes were destroyed and nearly the same number were 
severely damaged. These figures are likely to climb due to the 
continued presence of aftershocks ranging from magnitude 
5.0–6.0.

Emergency Architects arrived in the Kashmir region of 
Pakistan on October 12 to assist the victims of the earthquake. 
Taking into account the magnitude of the disaster and the particularly 
difficult terrain, their first action was to provide tents to temporarily 
rehouse almost 800 people from several villages in the area.

The next action was to design and install provisional shelters 
with the local people, which provided protection against further 
aftershocks as well as utilising materials which could be reused 
when the time comes to rebuild more durable structures. This phase 
of the work has been supported by the WWF, due to the close prox-
imity of a nature reserve to the site.

At the request of UN Habitat, ERRA (Earthquake Rehabilita-
tion and Reconstruction Authority) and PPAF (Pakistan Poverty 
Alleviation Fund), Emergency Architects carried out an on-site 
evaluation of construction damage in the rural areas and performed a 
cartographic survey of the six larger affected cities in the region. 
Buildings are classified into three groups; Dangerous, Habitable and 
Potentially rebuildable. Reconstruction plans are prepared in 
accordance to the financial compensation available to victims from 
the government according to the level of damage incurred.

Within the framework of the PPAF program, Emergency Architects 
trained site evaluation teams of engineers and social organisers to 
assess 24 000 houses in 251 villages – representing 6-10% of the 
affected zone. Further training sessions are being carried out.

Within the framework of the ERRA program, Emergency 
Architects trained military teams of engineers who will carry out the 
remainder of the evaluations of the affected zones. 187 military 
engineers were trained in the first two sessions. 

Working in conjunction with local and federal governments and the 
victims themselves, Emergency Architects have developed a rebuild
assistance program which provides sufficient materials to help 
victims survive the harsh winter in good health, the repair of traditional 
housing, contributions toward economic recovery and aiding the 
speedy return of children to school.

Emergency 
Architects:
PakistanISLAMABAD : THE EXTENT OF THE DAMAGE

WITHIN DAYS OF THE EARTQUAKE EA PROVIDED IMMEDIATE SHELTER FOR MANY OF THE VICTIMS

EA MEMBER WORKING WITH TRAINED TEAMS OF MILITARY ENGINEERS TO ASSESS DAMAGE

EA MEMBERS WORKING WITH LOCALS TO CONSTRUCT PROVISIONAL, EARTHQUAKE RESISTANT  SHELTERS EA MEMBER PERFORMING AN ONSITE DAMAGE SURVEY WITH LOCAL TRAINEE AND HOMEOWNER

EA MEMBER CARRYING OUT ONSITE DAMAGE INSPECTION

Mapiou Mun: A Sudanese Refugee Story
For more than 22 years conflict between Muslim Arabs and Southern Christians has 
ravages Sudan.  The most active group of Muslim Arabs in the conflict is known 
as Al-Mujahideen.  In Arabic, Al-Mujahhideen translates to the active ones and the 
group regarded as those who spread the word of Islam.  Unfortunately in Sudan, 
violent methods have been used.  Such means include the opening of gunfire on 
Christian churches in congregation, the assassination of Christian leaders and their 
families, the bombings of towns and villages and other war crimes of rape and 
torture.
In 1996, Al-Mujahideen soldiers were trained by Osama Bin Laden while he was 
living in Sudan and for many years, Saddam Hussein supplied Al-Mujahideen with 
weapons.  In the meantime, the southern population has had little means to fight 
back.  To the Al-Mujahideen, the south of Sudan is regarded as the ‘door to Africa,’ 
and once conquered, Islam can continue to spread through the continent.  Over two 
million southern Sudanese have been killed so far.
Mapiou Mun is a preacher from Sudan.  As a Christian leader he was a target for the 
Al-Mujahideen.  in 1991, Mapiou fled his home in Duk Padiet, a small town in the
city of North Bor in the Upper Nile area and sought refuge in neighboring Kenya.
‘I fled. I kept away.  I was running from the enemy.’
In doing so he was forced to leave behind his wife, Mary Madel Nyanluak Mapiou 
Mun and first-born child Ayen Mapiou Mun.  The conditions of his flight include little 
and often no food for days, and on top of enemy dangers, the dangers of wild ani-
mals as he traveled desert roads at night.  Mary and Ayen stayed with his brother, 
Manyang Mn and his wife Akuch Lul Nyok.  In late 1991, Mary left 3 year old Ayen 
in the care of Manyang and Akuch to follow Mapiou to Kenya.  They reunited on the 
border, in the city of Narus, 1st January 1992.
The couple were to stay in Kenya, at Kakuma refugee camp for the next 12 years.  
Over these years, Mapiou and Mary had another 6 children; however, conditions
were still volatile.  In the refugee camp, they were attacked by the Turkana people.  
These were tribal Kenyan people, paid by Al-Mujahideen to attack the camp, specifi-
cally the church compounds at night.  On 25th August 1997, there was an attack in 
the church compound in which one priest was killed and another seriously injured.
Mapiou remembers several such attacks in his time in Kakuma.
Even in the Kenyan refugee camp, Mapiou’s life was threatened.  Mapiou sought 
refuge in Australia and in July 2002, applied for a Humanitarian Visa with his six 
younger children and wife.  His eldest, 13 year old Ayen was still with his brother, 
Manyang in Duk Padiet.
Al-Mujahideen had not stopped searching for Mapiou.  In 2002 they found Man-
yang who was caring for Mapiou’s child and his own family.  Al-Mujahideen killed 
Manyang for being the brother of a preacher.  Akuch took the children and fled to 
Kakuma refugee camp to meet Mary and Mapiou; Ayen was reunited on 11th No-
vember 2002 with her parents and met her younger brothers and sisters for the first 
time.  However, her family reunion was a short one.  Mapiou’s application for the 
family’s Australian Humanitarian Visa was approved in July 2003 and no additions 
could be made to the visa.  After 12 years living in Kakuma refugee camp, Mapiou, 

Mary and their 6 younger children left Kenya 
for Sydney.
Ayen stayed in Kenya for over one year whilst 
DNA tests were performed to prove the fact 
that she was the daughter of Mapiou.  Whilst 
in Australia Mapiou became a pastor in the 
Church of Christ in Berala. The church spon-
sored Ayen’s flights and for her to board 
in an English school in Nairobi until it was 
possible or her to migrate.  Today, Mapiou 
lives in Berala with his wife Mary and all of 
his children.  They are involved in a constant 
effort to help their loved ones out of conflict.

Zaki, student at RMIT, design proposal for slums affected by fl ooding jakarta

Emergency Architects responding to earthquake in Pakistan

Amanda Pluvis, Architect, Mock Design Competition, Protest

Penn International, Writers in Detention Committee

Mapiou Mun, story of a Sudanese Refugee

Curator: Genevieve Blanchett 
Producer: Jennifer van den Bussche
Team Member: Kate Ferguson
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