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Conclusion [8]

As Michael

1alko writes; “Genius often comes from finding a new perspective” (2001, 19}, It is possible to avoid repeating the same freatment and creating a monotonous public space by applying a new methodology to the designer of the
spaces based on a different set of values and ideas.

77






79

9l

References

v ® © © O © 9 © O 0 0O 9 vVVYV VUV .V -9 ¢












(N A B N N I I A N N N NN EEENEEEEEEE N

Strange, K. 1998. “La
hittp://www.cbvcp.c:

fill N 1ing” World Resource Foundation Heath House, High Street, Tonbrid -, Kent TN9 (kit@wrf.org.uk). Available online:
i/columbiasd/techpage .

Murpl  R. J. 1993. "Optit  :afion of Lan Il Mining", Dept. of Civil Engineering &Mechanics, University of South Florida, Tan  a FL 33620.

Kershner, 1. 2007.
Www  ylimes.Com/Z

Hiriya Journal; Recycling In Israel, Not Just Trash, but the Whole Dump: October 24, 2 7 Availc le Or
7/10/24/World/Midc¢  eas 4dump.Himi



80

CiAﬁRJ

-

Appendix

o & © 0O 9 O 9 9 © P 9 O v O UVVYVVWV VIV . ¥IdeO















APTER

1°

C

List of Figures

® v © O O 0O » © 9 00 v U VUGO VYVUVUVUY VI I






¢ ¢ Pl lAaaala Al 000000000 0 0 90

Fig 24 ! al > Irc ng
Fig 25 Crime in the area
Fig 26 City framework proposal Option 1 and 2
Fig 27 City Framework Proposal Option 3 and 4
Fig 28Ak _ framework Proposal Limited scenario
Fig29 ARG Framework Proposal Combination Scenario
Fig 32 ARG Framework Proposal Optimal Land Development
Fig 30 Proposed Development Frameworks in Light of the Hypothesis
Fig 31 Site Informants
Fig 32 Structuring elements
Fig 33 Proposed conceprual framework(adopted)
Fig 34 Gas work Park Seattle
Fig 33 Landschaffts Park duisburg
Fig 33 Byxbee Park
Fig 37 Candle Stick Point Park
Fig 38 Fresh Kills
Fig 39-40 Louisville waterfront Park
Fig 41 Louisville Waterfront park analysis
Fig 42 Parc de la villette
Fig 44-45 Fresh Kills phasing diagram
Fig46-47 Highline Phasing diagram
Fig 48 mapungubwe interpretation center, south Africa
Fig 49 NewTown Moroka park
Fig 51 Green Point Park
Fig 52 Cincinnati water front park

Fig 54 Relocation Site



~“ 0o anmaman00000 000000

Fig 55 Hiriya Landfill

Fig 56 Coarse rotating trammel screen

Fi~ 87 Front loader

Fig 58 A trammel

Fooo

Fig 60 Collier County Florida

Fig 61 Lancaster County

Fig 62 Connecticut USA

Fig 64 New Hampshire USA

Fig 65 Nasik India

Fig 66 mining process on site

Fig 67 Conceptual place making framework

Fig 68 phasing of the frame work Excavation 1 and 2
Fig 69 Excavation 3 and 4 Analysis of the Framework
Fig 71 Last excavation

Fig 72 Framework development process

Fig 74 P >osed Frame Work

Fig >/ Framework analysis.





