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| from the “smart city” to the “co-city”

It is high time we started considering ways of collaboration with multiple different agents and stakeholders in the development and
management of existing and new “smart” cities of the future. To achieve this goal, we intend to examine different approaches to the
contribution of the digital and physical commons of communities and stakeholders, and the use of ICT in developing sustainable, resilient and
smart communities of the future. The definition of the smart city, provided by the European Parliament clearly describes that «the idea of
smart cities is rooted in the creation and connection of human capital, social capital and ICT infrastructure to generate greater and more
sustainable economic development and a better quality of life»(lglesias 2017). However, a series of examples of existing smart cities and
others in the process of construction e.g., Songo, The line, etc., seem to ignore their potential inhabitants and provide a closed ITC
infrastructure mechanism detached from any humanitarian or social vision. Richard Sennet questions the vision of the abovementioned
closed and prescribed smart city model and encourages us to consider an alternative open, coordinate one (Sennet, 2018). A model,
embraced by numerous European initiatives like the UIA Co-City project on collaborative management of urban commons, as a lever for
addressing key urban governance issues.

Digital Commons and the democratization of technology may be of much importance regarding the transition from smart cities to co-
cities, a transition that would satisfy a wider spectrum of scholars who attempt to highlight the conditions for this transition, like in the “hack-
your-city” initiative (Ratti & Claudel, 2016). Since social theorists, philosophers and urban designers from around the globe claim that “the
city is a Commons” and that this “suggests that the city is a shared resource—open to, shared with, and belonging to many types of people”
(Foster & Laione, 2019), it follows that the transition to co-cities may be desirable and feasible as well (Laione, 2017). A city as a shared
resource is a city created collaboratively, and not through top-down, hierarchical and centralized actions (Caprioli, 2015).

On the other hand, according to the political scientist Robert Putnam, Western societies experience low levels of social cohesion and
have less trust in institutions and leaders than 30 years ago (Sennet , 2012) and there is also the lack of embodied personal and community
presence in cityscapes, leading to a deprivation of social encounters in public spaces. Several attempts to establish embodied presence,
knowledge, participation, and community feeling in groups during the last couple of years lead to different paths and attempts to introduce
processes that could create a “topos”, a place, a common ground, where the physical presence and proximity “suggests an environment in
which fractious interests and positions retain their connection to living individuals and groups” “Every individual needs the experience to be
challenged by others in order to grow both psychologically and ethically” (Sennett, 1998). A creative debate of nonverbal and verbal
communication and an act of redefining places of creative coexistence where participants inhabit collectively through making can provide a
similar experience. The process of speculative collective encounters, conversations and design workshops attempt to establish a creative
territory of mutuality.(Dendrinos ,Kosma 2017). A territory of mutuality with an “absence of spatial hierarchies that would divide people into
active and passive, or ruling and ruled groups” (Sennett, 1998).

This paper aims to focus on the importance of the basic digital and physical agents, that could provide urban design and the commons
with the means to embrace social cohesion, reinvent collaboration, address the issues and respond to the modern challenges of our times
(Dendrinos 2020). As outlined in the political theory of William Connolly, in his critique of the normalizing tendencies of liberal democracies:
“Since the self is not “designed” to fit perfectly into any way of life” and in to effectively respond to this challenge “we should ... endorse the
idea of slack, which enhances the process of civic virtue within the space appropriate to it. During this process it is important.....” to observe
trace but also “... invent and establish spaces of encounter, embracing the ordinary, all the activities of everyday life”(Till,2013).

Therefore, it is time to reflect upon the metropolitan condition of urban dwelling and focus on the discovery of new narratives for the
city, by interacting with existing urban environments and by mapping, designing, and connecting public spaces, which could generate a
common “embodied knowledge” of places. Places where the individual relates to the others freely to reflect and enrich a common
knowledge ground towards a communal approach of design and everyday life. Places where the individual relates to the others freely to
design, reflect and enrich a common knowledge ground.
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IAMEPOQ, €lval TlOL ETUTOKTIKO, va avalnTAOOUUE TPOTOUG ocuvepyaoiog pe TOAAATIAOUC SLadopeTIKOUG OUVTEAECTEC TN
dnuoupyia, tn dtaxeiplon kot TNV avantuén Twv UPLOTAREVWY KAl TwV VEWV "€EuTtvwv" KowvoTATwy, ol omolieg Ba cuvdEovtal Apeoa e
TLC EVVOLEC TNG KUKALKAC OlKkovopiag kat TG Blwolpuotntag kot Ba cuvBETouv TIg «€EUTVEC TIOAELGY TOU pEAAOvVTOG. MoAelg mou bev Ba
€EQPTWVTOL OTTOKAELOTIKA EVAV KAELOTO HNXAVIOUO uTtoSopwVv ICT, AIMOKOUUEVO aTto KABE avOpwWTILOTIKO 1} KOWWVLKO opapa kol dev Ba
ayvooUV Tou¢ SuvnTIKOUG KATOLKOUG TOUG.

O Richard Sennet apdiofntel To opapa tou poavadepOEVTOC KAELOTOU KoL TIPOSLAYEYPAUUEVOU HOVTEAOU €EuTvnG TIOANG KoL
oG evBoppUVEL va €EETACOUUE €val EVOAANAKTIKO OVOLXTO, OUVTOVIOMEVO HOVTEAO (Sennet, 2018). Eva HOVTEAO YLl TN CUVEPYATIKA
Slaxeiplon Twv AoTIKWVY KOWWV, WG LOXAO YLOL TNV QVTLHETWTILON Baoikwy {NTNUATWVY aoTLKNS SlakuBEpvnonc.

MPOKELUEVOU VA AVTATIOKPLOOUE ATOTEAECUOTIKA O QUTH TNV MPOKANon "Oa mpEmMeL ... va umtootnpiéoupe TNV O£ LLOG TIPO TWV
XELPWV paG XaAapOoTNTAC, N omola eMITPEMEL TNV EAeVBePN €kPPOON TOU EAUTOU CAV PEPOC HLOC KOLVOTNTAG KOL EVIOXUEL TNV KOWVWVLKNA
ouvoxn Slapopdwvovtag cuvOnKeG ouvepyacoiag, KATavonong TwV KABNUEPWVWY OVOYKWV HOC KOL ETYVWONG TWV OVOYKWV TOU
KOLVWVLKOU cUVOAoU oTo omoio avikoupe. “(Till,2013).

Na mpoBANUATIOTOUUE KOL VO ETIAVEEETACOUME CUAAOYLKA T ouvbnKn TNG QOTIKAG KATOIKLONG KOl Vo ETMIKEVIPWOOUUE oTNnVv
avoBiwon moAlwv kaBwc Kat otnv avakaAvupn vEwv adnynoewv yla TNV TOAN, Kol HECw TG aAANAETOpaonG Kal TG CUAAOYLKAG
OUMUETOXNG, TNC Xaptoypadnonc, Tou oxedlacpol kot tTng olvdeonc Twv SNUOCLWY XWPWV, va SLapopPwooupe pa Kown "Blwpatikn
gvowpatn yvwon" (Sennet, 2018)twv tonwv. TOMwV OMOU 0L noAiteg oxetifovral eAeVBepa peTal Toug, yia va oulntrioouy, va TPoBANUATIETOUV
Kall va eprtAouTticouv éva koo nedio yvwong kot cUANOYLKAG Spaong.
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