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Abstract

Our group studied the Europa district of Eur for two months, from February to April 2013. We studied the
neighborhood’s history and development, and analyzed statistics to enhance our findings. With the help of our
professors and teaching assistants, we conducted four key stakeholder interviews covering working professionals
and residents that have a variety of interests in the neighborhood. We also talked to people who work and/or reside
in Eur, and performed street interviews and mapping activities to discuss their conception of the neighborhood
based on the work of urban designer Kevin Lynch. This study presents our findings on a part of Eur facing conflicting
interests over its development. We conclude that the future will continue to present challenges for how Eur-Europa
can continue to grow and balance the needs of its residents with the growing commercialization of the area.
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Examining Neighborhood Identity

Esposizione Universale Roma, commonly known as Eur, is a quartiere
found in the southern periphery of Rome. It was intended as the
birthplace of a new and grand city to celebrate the 20th anniversary of
fascism, but today is an area with a mix of residential and commercial
activities. To get an idea of the dynamics of the neighborhood, our
group looked specifically at the district of Eur which immediately
surrounds Viale Europa. Over the course of our study, Viale Europa
was described as a significant street within the greater Eur area, as a
hub for commercial and social activities. The borders of our study area,
designated as EUR-Europa, were chosen as a result of our initial visits
with slight modifications to be more inclusive of areas that the group
felt were necessary to analyze.

EUR-Europa represents a small but prominent microcosm of the
phenomenon changing and shaping the Eur area as a whole. The EUR-
Europa area is closely tied with the grander history of EUR, which very
much shapes what the neighborhood is today. This paper focuses on
many of the present issues by first examining the history that shaped
the neighborhood.

The Connection between the Planning and Execution of EUR

Eur is unique in the sense that it is a fully planned and regulated
area. Since its inception, it has been closely monitored by its own
government agency Ente-EUR, now Eur SpA, which set forth regulations
for development including building construction and lot management.
Previously a vision set forth by Mussolini and those under him, the
masterplan for Eur intended to create a well-managed urban space that
offers all the amenities of a city center in an area which at the time of
its construction was a large distance away. However, despite the well-
planned nature of Eur and it being very regulated, there have been
instances where new building construction differed from the original
vision. The question then that our group proposes for our study is:
how does the area of Eur (specifically Eur-Europa) of today exemplify
or differ from its original plan? To answer this question, our group has
chosen to focus our analysis based on three themes — Monumentalism,
Commercial Interests and Densification.

Relationship of EUR-Europa to Centro Storico|
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Our three themes of analysis are based on our group’s observations
and discussions with residents, professionals and other actors within
Eur-Europa. These interrelated themes often connect with many of the
present conflicts in the neighborhood.

Monumentalism

In its plan and development, Eur as a whole was originally purposed
for creating a lasting “monument” to Mussolini and Fascist Italy. As such,
in its architecture and general urban form this monumentality can be
seen in the various parts of Eur and most especially the area within
and around Eur-Europa. The representation of Eur under the period
of fascism has a legacy that differs greatly from other neighborhoods
that surround the Rome city center, and thus helps to influence the
neighborhood identity. Our group looks into the ways in which present-
day Eur Europa was influenced by its large and well-documented history
and how its monumental nature still manifests itself today.

Commercial Interests

As a planned community with the amenities of green space, good
public and private transportation connections, and high-quality
buildings, Eur has become a desired location for many commercial
activities, most noticeably office and retail endeavors. With the strong
presence of commercial interests Eur, especially Eur-Europa, has become
the center for high-end retail, including various international brands
and companies. From our interviews, we find that commercial interests
in Eur have shifted the focus away from social concerns for the existing
residents in the community. Our group studies how commercialization
affects the neighborhood of Eur-Europa and also the dynamics of the
actors that either support or fight this phenomenon.

Densification

Originally, Eur was planned to include amenities, green spaces and
high quality architecture and buildings that create an ideal and pleasant
lifestyle for the area. However, as commercial and governmental interests
have recently greatly increased development in the area, Eur has

experienced a wave of densification, changing the social dynamic of
the neighborhood as a whole. One of the larger problems that residents
point out is the growing traffic within the area as a whole. In addition,
densification has occurred without the increase in amenities for
residents. Our group analyzes the dichotomy between those who are
directly benefitting from the growing commercial structure causing the
densification and those who feel Eur is no longer maintaining the same
standard of social and community life as before.

1953 Photo of Eur, Source: www.eurroma.it

Eur-Europa Neighborhood Study 6



Methodology

After an initial visit to the area to gather general observations and
street surveys, we went back and conducted research on standard
building typologies, selecting a few that we thought were relevant to Eur-
Europa and creating a survey based on those typologies. However, we
realized during subsequent visits to Eur-Europa that the classifications
we had chosen could not adequately represent the buildings of the
neighborhood in their entirety. As a result, after several discussions and
consideration of Italian building typology (although information on this
was limited), we modified our survey and came up with three general
building typologies to cover all the buildings in the area: the Hybrid
Block, Slab Building and Palazzine.

We assembled an extensive 5-page survey to quantify and describe
each block of street within the neighborhood boundaries. Sections of
the survey included details on street frontage, landscape design, use,
level of repair, traffic intensity, noise level, and details on commercial
uses. In order to quantify our observations, number scales were used
as markers of intensity of descriptors, with a group agreement on what
those numbers meant. In addition, we drew street profiles and street
layouts for each block. The surveys are all included in the appendix of
this document. From this data, the group was able to divide streets
and buildings into typologies, and devise descriptors for each of them.
For each street typology, a street profile was created to create a visual
example for the template for the typology.

Thegroupdrew upageneral list of land use types, based on our personal
knowledge of land use and as well as information taken from land use
research. We classified the land uses in Eur-Europa as such: Residential,
Commercial, Educational, Service/Infrastructure, Recreational and
Cultural. This list was then incorporated into our building survey visits,
in which the use(s) for each building were identified from observing
building details, such as plaques or address boxes. After our visit, the

ist was then reduced to Residential, Commercial, Educational, and
Service/Infrastructure. Commercial was then broken down into two
categories -- Office and Shop, to differentiate between the kinds of
activities taking place and the space’s function. Office indicates tertiary
work and business spaces while Shop focuses on consumer activities.
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Most of the data for our statistical analysis comes from the 2001 ISTAT
census tract data for the neighborhood of EUR-Europa, supplemented
by more recent data from the official Rome website whenever possible.
This allowed us to make direct comparisons of Eur-Europa to the rest
of Rome to illustrate what the data means in comparison to the entire
metropolitan area. However, at the time this report was written, the
2001 ISTAT data is for the most part the most updated data available
due to a delay in the reporting of the 2011 data. Therefore, this report
relies on extrapolation, while carefully avoiding misrepresenting the
current situation. Migratory statistics are not included in this report as
we believe they do not accurately capture the real number of migrants
and the flux in their numbers since the last census study. In addition,
economic indicators such as workforce participation rates are largely
avoided due to a large change in the economic situation of Italy since
2001. Other statistics for the most part are assumed to remain fairly
constant. Education levels, household size, age demographics, and
gender rates are likely to have stayed relatively similar over the past
decade due to the long periods of housing tenure commonly in Italy,
resulting in little change in the residents composing the neighborhood.
Green space data is at the scale of Municipio Xll, as the data source
is Roma Capitale Open Data, and this is the lowest level of analysis
possible, which is a large limitation of the data. Real estate data comes
from the Agenzia delle Entrate.

In terms of obtaining the Lynch maps, our group was able to get
people’s views of the EUR-Europa area through informal discussions and
formal interviews. While our informal discussions mostly took place on
the street and lasted only a couple minutes, our formal interviews were
either in office or work spaces and lasted one to two hours each time. As
for the demographics of our interviews, our group tried to cover every
age bracket from teenager upwards, sectioned by gender for each
bracket. We were able to talk with the three predominant groups of the
area - residents, office employees (who do not work in the area), and
immigrants who service the area or commute to the area to meet up
with a larger community.

With the help of our teaching assistants, we scheduled four interviews
over the course of three Thursdays. We talked to the President of the
Via Europa Shop Owner’s Association, Mr. Massimo Cinti, at his high-

end wine shop, Le Sommelier, to discuss commercial interests. In order
to obtain an alternative perspective different from the shop owners’
association president, the following week we proceeded to meet
with two individuals who have worked in the area, Arch. Francesco
Innamoratti of Eur SpA, and Massimo Allulli, a researcher who had
studied participatory practices within the area. Allulli then put us
in contact with Mrs. Lattanzi, representative of the Comitato Salute
Ambiente Eur, who shared her views on the transition of Eur in the last
fifty years.

In addition to these scheduled interviews, with the help of our
professors and teaching assistants we conducted several informal
interviews. These gave us perspectives of what was important to
citizens. We approached people of various age groups and genders,
from high school students to elderly men.
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Esposizione Universale di Roma, a quartiere that has its origins in
the fascist era, provides a stark contrast to the other developments that
surround Rome. Mussolini declared in 1925 that it was time for Rome
to once again shine forth its ancient splendor through becoming an
ideal fascist city (Marcello 2010). It was in 1936 that the first ideas for an
international exhibition in Rome located in the area to the southwest
of the historic city as a mid point to the port city of Ostia. It was Rome’s
governor Giuseppe Bottai, a passionate fascist and crucial player in
Italy’s educational and economic reforms, who discussed these original
ideas. At the time this development was to be called E42, which it later
would be changed to what it is known today as EUR. E42 was envisioned
to celebrate all that was ideal about Italian culture, society and science
(Marcello 2010).

This new part of Rome, E42, was expected to be inaugurated in 1942,
which would coincide with the twenty-year anniversary of Fascism. It
was to be built in the Greco-Roman cross-axial style where the highway
Viale Imperiale (today Via Christoforo Colombo) would connect Eur to
Piazza Venezia. In order to be the‘ideal’ city, one that was functional and
symbolic of the fascist period it had to already be born

VN POPOLO DI POETI DI ARTISTI DI EROI
DI SANTI DI PENSATORI DI SCIENZIATI
DI NAVIGATORI DI TRASMIGR ATORI

Photos (left to
right): Square
Coliseum, Photo by
Hannah Brockhaus;
Historic Photo

of the Basilica
(Source:)

monumental. Its monumental nature would be inserted prior to the
construction of the rest of Eur (Notaro 2001). Several well-known Italian
architects were to be in charge of the design of the project: Libera,
Minnucci, Quaroni, Guerrini, La Padula, Romano, and Moretti. One
of the most prominent and earliest structures in EUR, the Palace of
Italian Civilization (commonly known as the “Square Colosseum”), was
constructed between 1938 and inaugurated in late November of 1940
and stands today as a testament to the monumentality of Eur.

Another prominent building is the Basilica SS. Pietro e Paolo. It was
the first church in EUR. Prominently located on top of a hill, it stands as
a very visible landmark from Viale Europa. The basilica was part of the
E42 project. It was meant for the opening and closing ceremonies of
the exhibition, and was to serve as an“iconographic exhibition of Saints
Peter and Paul”. In 1938 construction of the church began, however, due
to the war the temple stood only partially finished after three years of
work. It was not until 1953 that work was taken up again to finish the
church (Storia della Basilica, 2013). The war interrupted the
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efforts undergone to develop EUR leaving the entirety of the planned
and partially constructed site of EUR in complete abandonment.

It was realized by Rome’s political leaders that the demolition of what
already there would cause tremendous economic damage to the state.
Under the guidance of Virgilio Testa, Special Commissioner of Ente EUR
from 1951 to 1975, there was the completion of several of the projects
planned at the center of EUR. The project of financing, selling land and
development rights to private development interests was undertaken
to fund what was already done. EUR was chosen as a new administrative
district.

For the Olympics of 1960 an artificial lakefront was developed. Several
prominent buildings were completed for the Olympics such as the
Palazzo dello Sport, which still remains one of the most well recognized
multifunctional structures in Europe for sporting events, congresses, and
music in Europe (Valerani & Innamorati 2012). The metro line was also
built to connect EUR to the rest of Rome. The metro stops of Palasport
and Fermi opened in 1955 to the public.

Theperiod from 1960 to 1970 is the greatest development period for

EUR, with the end of this decade bringing an end to the large-scale
potentially risky state interventions (Valerani & Innamorati 2012). The
most significant development in the city occurred in the Southeast
qguadrant of Eur. This new development occurrs south of Eur Europa
took the form of private low-density residential development. This
construction in the south of Eur took inspiration from the Garden City
movement under Ebenezer Howard (Valerani & Innamorati 2012).
Currently this area remains a very wealthy part of the Rome region. This
area increased investor confidence for the area of Eur because of how it
was housing for high-income people, allowing for the development to
be easily financially supported. However, to the perspective of others
it meant a gradual loss of architectural quality for the area in terms
of a city that was more and more tied to increasing speculation and
overbuilding.
From the 1980s the periphery around Eur started to develop. It was
also in the 1980s that the trend of increasing office spaces in the district
began to take hold. Mainly poorly designed modernist buildings

Eur-Europa Neighborhood Study 12



. were constructed during
this time period that
o7 greatly detracted from
% the existing built fabric
<« | of Eur. Innamorati (2012)
refers to it as providing a

A\ y a > picture of poorandfoolish
RIS —, contemporaneity when
%Q::;Ei IEFE 4 [...vg.,g_i-f des.cribing the. new Poste
I:':'-*- 5 Hﬂ!iﬁﬂ'::"ﬂ — | Italia, Banca di Rome, and
i il o 2E Confindustria (although
j.!;h'i: el .- —— less bad than the others).

% -'-:E p.=| 1— 0 By 1990 the entirety of
= | Eur had been almost

completely filled in.

Starting in 2008 there was
a new master plan where
Eur was categorized as
a historical center. This
designation was to preserve the important architectural styles used in
the development of Eur.

The neighborhood continues to be presented with the challenge
of competing uses for residential and office spaces. Eur never truly
developed with aresidential definition, as it was born more for municipal
and administrative functions.The current situation in Eur is the continual
loss of residential spaces for commercial spaces that has been a trend
spanning several decades. Eur never truly developed with a residential
definition, as it was planned more for municipal and administrative
functions. Today, there continues to be a conflict with its official plan
and new construction taking place.

One of the newest pieces of construction under pressure to become
finished is the new Centro Congressi designed by Massimiliano Fuksas.
This building will clearly present a new chapter in the identity of Eur.
It stands as one of the most important projects in Eur in continuation
of the somewhat lost tradition of architectural excellence in Eur since
its greatest period of monumentalism from 1940 to 1960 (Valerani &
Innamorati 2012).

One project that has been in the development stage that is now
stalled are the Renzo Piano towers. Within the community these towers
are highly controversial as they will have direct impacts on traffic,
density, and the feel for the area. These towers are situated across
from the EUR Fermi metro station. Within the towers is the planned
construction of 300 residential apartment units ranging in size of up to
300 m2. Also planned to be incorporated into the building complexis an
underground 3-storey parking garage (Toti 2013). Currently the project
is stalled, but the conflict between citizen groups and the business and
developer interests remains.
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Map: Current Green
Space in Eur. Source:
Innamorati 2012
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Infrastructure

Photography by Hannah Brockhaus
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Housing Background

Building age is one way to measure infrastructure within a
neighborhood. Age indicates level of maintenance required, as well
as structural issues which may need correcting. More than two-thirds
of the buildings in Eur Europa were constructed between the years
of 1946 and 1961 and the remainder were constructed between the
years 1962 to 1971. While a higher rate of Rome’s buildings come from
these two time periods compared to earlier and later time periods,
Rome by comparison has a much wider interval of housing ages with
much more of an even spread throughout (See graphic: Building Ages
Comparison Between EUR Europa and Rome). Clearly the very planned
nature of Eur explains the narrow time-period of construction for the
entire neighborhood, and it also helps to explain why new construction
surrounding the neighborhood is so contested and controversial.

Household composition is another important aspect which
impacts community and infrastructure in a neighborhood. The size
of households in Eur Europa is relatively similar to Rome. The average
household size is 2.42 persons per household compared to 2.37 persons
per household in all of Rome. Most one-person households are located
in the area between Viale America, Viale Europa, Ludwig Van Beethoven,
and Pasteur. In that census track, 18% of households are single-person
households. However, by comparison the census track inhabited with
residents with the lowest rate of one-person households in the area
has 9%. Household sizes differ somewhat between census tracks, but
for the most part the differences are not very substantial, and it would
be difficult to draw any conclusions based on the data. However, when
connecting the neighborhood to the rest of Rome, the same pattern
is found with household sizes of five or more persons. This is fairly
uncommon, as the vast majority of households have one, two, three, or
four persons.

Building heights play an important role in the look and use of

EUR-Europa: Dwelling Occupancy space. The ISTAT

data confirmed
our conclusion
from  walking
around that the
vast majority of
buildings in the
area are four
or more floors
(71%). There is
also quitealarge
percentage
of one-story
buildings (17%), but that is because of the interesting building types
very unique to Eur. Along Viale Europa and Viale America there are many
one-story shops with residential buildings set behind them.

2%

11%

“Dwellings occupied
by residents

“Dwellings occupied
by non-residents

Unoccupied
dwellings

EUR-Europa: Types of Dwelling Occupancy

“Dwellings
occupied by
8% persons residing
in properties

Figures 1 and 2: Graphs of
Dwelling Occupancy by
Elliot Sperling using ISTAT
data

“Dwellings
occupied by
residents for rent

Dwellings
occupied by
persons resident
in another

capacity
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Hybrid Block, Slab,
Palazzine

Photography by Hannah
Brockhaus

In our survey of Eur-Europa, three different
building types stand out: hybrid blocks,
slab buildings, and palazzine. While initially
based on our observations, this breakdown
was later supported through our interviews
with residents and officials in the area.

As defined by our study, hybrid blocks
are complexes that consist of two or more
building types. Within the context of Eur-
Europa, the mix of buildings includes a
multi-story tower with an extended one to
two story base. Often, as these buildings
are found adjacent to one another, the
bases form a continuous facade facing the
sidewalk. Typically, the hybrid blocks are
found along the main commercial streets of
Eur-Europa, namely Viale Europa and Viale
America, where function calls for mixed-
use but connected spaces. Activity within
these spaces is the highest in the area.

Slab buildings within Eur-Europa are
flat buildings with a controlled depth
and often are greater than four stories in
height. Usually, the units within the slab
buildings are arranged along a corridor
with single or multiple cores, depending on
the length of the building. Slab buildings
are centered just north of the area where
hybrid buildings are concentrated, far
enough to provide a distinct office area but
still connected to the hub of activity in the
immediate area.

Palazzine are multi-story (of a range of 3-6 stories) free-standing
buildings with multiple units found per floor. They make up the majority
of buildings types in Eur-Europa, and were originally intended to have
residential functions. Most of the palazzine have balconies and roof
terraces, which are often transformed into garden spaces. They may be
aligned or set back from the sidewalk and have grilled walls on their
perimeter, which provides a sense of security and privacy. We break
down the palazzine typology based on the number of stories they had
to highlight certain trends in the neighborhood.

The majority of 3-4 story palazzine is found in the west side of the study
area, where development in Eur-Europa first started and subsequently
progressed down the hill from west to east.

The 5-6 story palazzine are found in the center to center-east of the
study area. These buildings are set just west of the hybrid block and
slab building concentrations and serve as an introduction to the highly
residential space when entering from the east.

There is only one 9-story building in the study area, found in the
southwest corner along Via Eufrate. It is an outlier in comparison
to its immediate surroundings and represents much more recent
development. We
keep it under the
palazzine typology
because it has the
characteristics of
a palazzine, with
the only difference
being its tall height. | ;
It should be noted |;
that the building
would  technically
be designated as a
palazzo.

[EUR-Europa: Building Typology... ~
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Land Use

Eur presents five different
categories of land use: Re-
ligious, Educational, Ser-
vice/Infrastructure, Resi-
dential, and Commercial,
: which is broken down into
j@e Office and Shop Spaces.
B From the categories, the
| dominant uses were res-

] — | idential and commercial
Rhotography.by Hannah Brockhaus ~~ — SVIGRUINCIIIGIEES
concentrated into certain sections within the neighborhood. The most
prominent of these concentrations can be seenin the northeast corner of
Eur in which Service/Infrastructure and Educational are predominantly
located. Religious is the least prevalent land-use type, as it can only be
seen in 2 of the 106 buildings in the area. Another predominant trend
within the Eur is mixed use, most prominently between the residential
and commercial categories. Mixed use can be seen in two different ways
throughout the neighborhood. As represented in a gradient pattern,
there is a mix of uses that are within each individual building. There is no
definite separations of uses, either by floor or area, but predominately
offices are located on the bottom floor. The mix of commercial-office
and residential spaces is predominantly in apartment building types.
Within Eur Europa, this can be seen on the west side of area, between
Via Eufrate and Viale dei Santissimi Pietro e Paolo. On the other hand, as
represented with the separation of colors within buildings, the different
uses can be keptapartto certain areas of the buildings. From observation,
this case happens most often with commercial-shop with occupying the
buildings’street-level extensions on the first and second floor levels, and
residential is directly separated from the street level uses. This case is
greatly seen on Vial Europa, in whichmuch of the area’s high- end and

,, L

stores are located, as well as Viale America, where many cafes and bars
can be observed. In some cases in Eur, this mix of uses goes beyond to
three or four categories, in which educational is paired with residential
and commercial.

In reflection, the land use typology of Eur shows a large residential
space that is highly impacted by commercial activities. This accurately
fits the description often described by locals, and later observed by
our group, as office- or workspace-oriented. With the exceptions of
residential and religious, most of the uses are oriented toward working-
hours (8:00-17:00), reflecting a high level of use during the day with
low level use at night, despite the numerous bars found in the area.
Additionally, the level of use also changes accordingly to time based
on the working population that interacts within the spaces, coming in
the morning and leaving in the early evening. The concentrations of
uses also reflects presence of population with the working population
concentrating in the northeast, within the service/infrastructure land
use category area.

EUR-Europa: Land Use Typology[--
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‘Residential and Commercial Rents

The market values of residential
and commercial properties in
EUR are lower than those in the
center of Rome, but higher than
other peripheral neighborhoods
(we chose Villa Gordiani as an
example for comparison). The
table above shows the minimum
and maximum values for each
typology. The residential buildings
along Viale Europa are valued
between 4300-6400 €/sqm, while
shops and offices are valued 100
€/sqm higher, between 4400-6500
€/sgm. This is roughly 25-50%
lower than the rates in the center
of Rome, and 50-70% higher
than the rates in Villa Gordiani.
The higher values for commercial
spaces in EUR and hence, its rental

Typology Market Value (€/ sqm)
Roma Centrale (via
EUR Viale Europa Del Teatro Marcello) Villa Gordiani
Min Max Min Max Min Max
Residential Buildings 4300 6400 6200 8200 2800 3700
Shops 4400 6500 5900 8300 2600 3500
Offices 4400 6500 6300 2400 2800 3900

yield,perhaps explains why there is
a trend of residential spaces being
converted into commercial spaces
in the neighborhood. By contrast,
the value of shop spaces in the
center of Rome and Villa Gordiani
are 200-300 €/sgm lower than
residential spaces. EUR’s situation
is thus a unique one, and reflects
its status as an administrative and
commercial hub rather than a
residential neighborhood.

Figure 3: Rent prices in EUR,
Roma Centrale, and Villa Gor-
diani (Agenzia delle Entrate,
2012)

Photo: Tertiary Space Plaques
along Viale SS. Pietro e Paulo.
Photography by

Hannah Brockhaus
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The Built and Natural Environment
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Street Typology

Street typology within Eur reflects uses within the neighborhood.
Withineachtypologythereisroomforvariation, becausealldevelopment
is private, and sidewalk design varies, especially for apartment street
frontage. Some of this is based upon the master plan and architectural
competitions for building design.

Residential streets are defined by having low and medium levels of
traffic. Street decoration includes single species street trees on both
sides of the street. Streets and sidewalks are generally shaded as a result
of these trees. Street frontage may include benches or bicycle racks,
particularly when near intersections with commercial streets. Wide
sidewalks and wide grass areas make dog walking appealing here. The
majority of streets within Eur- Europa fall under this category, consistant
with the fact that this is the most residential part of Eur.

Commercial streets are defined by heavy flows of traffic, both
automobile and pedestrian. Wide paved sidewalks are common here,
but grass patches are uncommon here in order to maximize room for
pedestrians. In these areas, restaurants will often have outdoor seating
areas. Occasionally planters can be seen. Because of the heavy traffic
flow, these streets may include informal double parking areas.

Photos (left to right) : Boulevard, Commercial, Avenue, Institutional, Residential

Boulevard streets have divided lanes of traffic to support medium
to high car traffic. High levels of informal parking occur here. Italian
stone pines, native to Rome, characterize these streets and give them a
grandiose style. Sidewalk width varies along boulevards depending on
land use (commercial-office/residential or commercial-shop/residenial).
They serve as major arterials to reach farther areas.

Avenues have two lanes of low volume traffic. Parking occurs on both
sides of the street, but this is regularized parking. Street design has a
more fascist influence, including cobblestone streets, plentiful street
trees, and wide sidewalks.

The institutional streets are condensed into a small corner of Eur
Europa, a sign of the fact that the neighborhood developed around
a master plan. These streets are essentially parking lots, they are not
constructed to cater to the pedestrian. However, because of proximity
to key services such as the high school and Poste Italiane, there are large
numbers of people walking here.

R ks _;g_‘
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Maintenance of sidewalks is very good in Eur
Europa. Viale dei Santissimi Pietro e Paulo has
a highly manicured sidewalk and street design,
even though the sidewalks are not wide and
there is not much pedestrian traffic. Viale Europa
with heavy foot as well as car traffic is well
maintained and contains attractive tree-lined
areas along the street.
Thereisaratherimpressiveamountofpublicand
green space in the neighborhood, considering
how privatized and gated the community is in
Eur Europa. This includes planned piazzas such
as Piazza dei Caduti sul Lavoro and also simple
street frontage and shaded wide sidewalks
with benches where people gather. There is
variation in the use of these spaces, however.
This is complemented by two grandiose public
stairways to connect the hilled west section of
our neighborhood with the commercial streets
down below.

EUR-Europa: Street Typology
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’Green Space in EUR

Our street surveys showed a large amount of green space within
Eur, especially considering the neighborhood’s importance as a center
of commerce within Rome. Since available data on green spaces and
facilities is specific only to the municipi in Rome, our analysis is based
on that level of specificity. We compare Municipio XII (which EUR is
located in) to the rest of Rome, and find that EUR has a larger area of
street furniture, parking space, neighborhood green space, large urban
parks, and protected space than the Roman average. Compared to
Rome, EUR has a smaller area of historical and archaeological space, and
special green space. A limitation of this data is that it does not define
what exactly these variables include, for example, what special green
area is defined as. Nevertheless, it provides a useful overview of the
official classifications of green space and their values across different
municipios.

In terms of the breakdown of green space in Municipio XII, the vast
majority of Municipio Xll's green area falls under the Protected Area
category (94% of its green space is protected). Neighborhood green
spaces and large urban parks make up 3% of the municipio green space
each. The other categories of street furniture, parking space, protected
space, and historical and archaeological space as a proportion of the
municipio green space are negligible.

Using STATA, we performed a 2-sided t-test to analyze if the averages
for Municipio Xl are statistically different from the Roman averages for
the listed variables (See Figure A1). Our results indicate that Municipio
Xll indeed has larger areas of green space compared to the Roman
average for the variables of Green Areas of Neighborhoods, Large Urban

Parks, Protected Areas, and Total Non-Farm Green Areas, and that this
result is statistically significant at the 5% level.

In terms of Total Non-Farm Green Area as a percentage of the total
municipio area, Municipio Xll ranks 7th with 36%, or roughly one-third,
of its land being green area. For Large Urban Parks and Green Area
of Neighborhood, it is also the 7th highest municipality in terms of
percentage area (0.94% and 0.93% respectively). It ranks 10th for Street
Furniture (0.16%), and 12th for Parking Area (0.10%).

Breakdown of Green Spaces in Municipio XII

0%

0%

3%
0%
/ 3%
0%

W Street Furniture

M Parking Area

H Green Area of Neighborhood

H Green Historical and Archaeologi
M Large Urban Parks

H Special Green Area

M Protected Area

Figures 4 and 5: Green Space in Municipio XIl (Roma Capi-
tale Open Data). Graphics by Wanpaga Chutatape

Street Green Areaof  |Green Historical and Total Non-Farm |Area of
Variable (m?) |Furniture Parking Area |Neighborhood |Archaeological Area |Large Urban Parks |Special Green Area |Protected Area |Green Area Municipality
Municipio XII 283,364 190,080 1,697,084 0 1,724,660 13,000 62,552,700 66,461,388 183,296,000
Rome Mean 138,881 98,170 504,930 310,590 1,022,439 14,723 21,500,000 23,600,000 58,100,000
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|Connectivity

The area of Eur-Europa is very well serviced by the Metro. The Rome
Metro Line B extends to Laurentina from Rebibbia. Eur is serviced by
three stops along the Metro Line B: EUR Magliana, EUR Palasport, and
EUR Fermi. The neighborhood of EUR Europa is especially well serviced
by EUR Palasport. Due to the frequency times of metro trains arriving
in the station around every four minutes during peak commuter hours
and limited delays, the Metro is a highly attractive option for commuters
who do not use a car. Regional rail is another way of getting to Eur
through public transit. The regional rail connection is through EUR
Magliana, which connects people from the periphery of Rome to Eur.
Buses are a third option to get to Eur for public transit users. For local
travel and travel in areas that are far from metro lines and regional train
connections buses are the preferred mode. However, with the buses
they can be faced with long traffic delays, especially along the street
Christoforo Columbo. Bus schedules are often not followed, the routes
are confusing for the average citizen to navigate, and the ATAC website
is inaccessible and confusing for the average to use. For these reasons,

buses are not used extensively for daily traffic.

Traffic is a large concern for Eur because of the amount of cars and
buses that travel through the area during peak hours. Since Eur has such
a large business and office dominance, roads are extremely congested
during the morning and afternoon hours. Despite the high amount of
road congestion during peak travel times, the area is extremely well
serviced by high-capacity roads and highways like the GRA. Eur is an
especially attractive area for businesses because of its proximity to GRA
and other major collector roads that link it to the rest of Rome as well as
the accessibility to the Metro and regional train system.

Within the area of Eur-Europa, traffic is for the most part light
compared to Cristoforo Columbo. However, along major collector roads
there is a large traffic flow in EUR Europa. Viale America, Viale Europa,
Viale Ludwig Van Beethoven, and Viale Umberto Tupini experience a
high traffic intensity measure by over 600 recorded vehicles/per hour
during non-peak morning conditions. The medium intensity roads

include Viale dei Santissimi Pietro e
Paulo, Vale dell’ Astronomia, and

UR-Europa: Traffic Intensity| -

e,

- /| a section of Viale Luigi Pasteur as
determined by calculations that
between 300 and 600 vehicles per
/= | hour pass by along these streets.
| The remained or the streets have
light traffic intensity, serving as
residential streets,and havelessthan
300 vehicles per hour during non-
peak morning travel conditions. The
area faces a large parking problem.
Double parking and informal
parking is extremely prevalent

throughout the neighborhood.
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The neighborhood of Eur Europa
had a population of around 2,061
residents in 2001 as measured
by ISTAT. The boundaries of the
neighborhood are based on census tracks, and include the part of Eur
that is centered around Viale Europa. The defined area has a population
that is predominantly women, with 55% women compared to 44% men.
By contrast, Rome’s gender ratio is more balanced, with 53% women to
47% men. In terms of the age breakdown of the neighborhood, much of
the distribution of ages in the neighborhood is similar to Rome.The main
exception is with residents who are over the age of 75. Compared to 8%
in Rome, 13% of Eur Europa residents are over the age of 75 (Figures
A16-A18). With such a large elderly population, careful attention should
be dedicated to ensuring adequate elderly care facilities. This of course
is an issue that has not been properly dealt with. The elderly community
in Eur Europa is currently very much underserved, which may be a large
reason behind the large participation of older residents in several of
Eur’s neighborhood associations.

A majority of the younger residents (those under the age of 15 years
old) in Eur Europa are concentrated in the western portion of the
neighborhood, from the street Umberto Tupini to Via Eufrate (Figure
A16). Residents that are within the age bracket of 15 to 24 are mainly
located in the area enclosed by Via del Giordano, Viale Europa, Viale
Luigi Pasteur, and Via dell’Elettronica (Figure A16). From our informal
neighborhood interviews, it appears that the youth living and studying
in Eur Europa travel outside the neighborhood for entertainment. The
areas of Eur Europa where a largest percentage of young people reside
are not actively used by them due to what they find to be a lack of
activities in the area. Most adolescents can be spotted in the afternoon
leaving high school and waiting for the buses along Viale Ludwig Van
Beethoven to hang out in the nearby shopping centers.

The most underrepresented age population in Eur Europa compared
to Rome are those between 30 to 34 years old. In Eur- Europa only 6% of
the people are in the age category of 30 to 34 compared to 8% in Rome
(Figure A9). Since this segment of the population is underrepresented,

Figure 6: Age Distributions within Eur and
Rome (ISTAT). Graphic by Elliot Sperling

EUR-Europa and Rome: Comparison of Age
Distributions

0.16000

0.14000

0.12000

tion

0.10000

o
Q
®
=]
=]
S

B EUR Europa

0.06000

Relative distribu

Rome

0.04000

0.02000 -

0.00000 -

-3 oAb
) .Vob’ S .@b .@/\ o
A O

S o
b@ A "0
& §

o 7 @ © @ 0 0 O @
Ny » > O R S

Age in Years

more can be done to attract this demographic group to Eur Europa to
inject vibrancy into the neighborhood. Possible strategies to pursue are
to make the neighborhood more conducive for young families to live in,
and to create a more active night scene in the area.

In Eur a majority of residents have at least a high school diploma.
Compared to the rest of Rome, the area has more than double the
percentage of college graduates (36% compared to 14%) and a slightly
higher percentage of residents with a high school diploma as the highest
certificate earned (35% compared to 32%) (Figure A12). From the above
average education rates for the neighborhood, it can be assumed
that the employed residents command higher salaries than the rest of
Rome on average. Businesses and offices in Eur reflect this assumption.
Many of the businesses offer high-end retail, such as jewelry, expensive
clothing brand stores, and high-end wine shops. A considerable number
of offices are involved in medicine, dentistry, law, and medical support,
which involve professions that are very highly-skilled and well paid.
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Figure 7: Educa-
tion Rates in Eur
compared to Rome
(ISTAT). Graphic by
Elliot Sperling
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high demand for office
space, also, clearly creates
conflictin the neighborhood. While the rest of Eur is mostly commercial,
the Europa section still remains mostly residential. However, over time
the neighborhood is shifting towards becoming even more commercial.
Existing residents are feeling the impacts of a changing neighborhood,
and the community continues to face and debate many conflicting
visions for the future.

General Conclusions: Statistical Analysis

The community of Eur-Europa has a large percentage of people who
are highly educated according to 2001 ISTAT data. From this it can be
hypothesized that those employed from Eur make considerably higher
salaries than the Rome average. Also the 2001 ISTAT data is rich with
demographic data showing that a majority of residents are women,
which percentage-wise is comparatively higher than in the rest of
Rome. The community is mostly made up of middle-aged residents with
a large percentage of elderly people over the age of 75.

Data on residential dwellings in Eur show that they are mainly
occupied by people with ownership capacities, with a minority

(34%) of the community under rental contracts. There is an 87%
occupancy rate for residential dwellings. A majority of residential
dwellings were built from 1946 to 1961 and the vast majority have four
or more floors. A majority of families are one, two, and three persons.
Roughly 5% of residents, based on 2001 data, have foreign origin and
a majority of them come from other parts of Europe and Asia. From
more recent data, Eur has larger areas of green spaces compared to the
Roman neighborhood average, and lower residential and commercial
rents compared to the center of Rome but much greater rents than
most other areas outside the center.

Overall the data show that Eur-Europa has positive attributes such as
a highly educated populace, high occupancy rates, a well-maintained
housing stock, and a large availability of green space compared to the
rest of Rome. However, the data also show that the community faces
present and future challeneges. While the positive attributes of the area
make it attractive for living and working, they also create problems for
the neighborhood such as densification, commercialization, and rising
rents from future expected growth. The growing senior population also
presents a challenge for the area. With a lack of amenities catering to
their needs, elderly residents will find it increasingly difficult to live in
Eur. More attention will need to be paid to senior needs and the possible
creation of facilities that assist with senior living.
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}Cognitive Mapping

The Lynch Maps that were received from people in the area of EUR-
Europa reveal a lot not only to the immediate context of our study area
but also the larger context of EUR as a whole. For the Lynch maps it is
important to consider the peoples biases coming into this section of the
project. Our group’s view of the neighborhood was greatly enhanced
by what was told and shown to us, including the consideration of
boundaries for the area. We used Kevin Lynch’s five elemtnts in order
to organize areas of the neighborhood and its citizen’s interactions with
the space. These include landmarks, paths, nodes, districts, and edges.
We were then able to look at these elements in the context of our three
themes of analysis.

Among all the aspects, the landmarks for EUR-Europa were the easiest
for all people to identify. Consistently, people pointed out the Basilica
dei Santi Pietro e Paolo and the Palazzo della Civilta Italiana (also known
as the Colosseo Quadrato, Square Colosseum) as the major landmarks
of the immediate area. The readily identifiable nature of these buildings
supports the original ideas upon which these two buildings were built
- monumental structures to symbolize EUR. Both structures are placed
on top of hills which then slope down to create commanding views and
as a result, are consistently within what people see as EUR.

As seen in the high level of car-traffic and the orientation of the
neighborhood for cars, the major paths seen in the study area were
streets, many being major boulevards of the area. The streets often cited
were Viale Europa and Via Cristoforo Colombo. The first, cited previously
for as a zone of commercial activity, also was described as major
thoroughfare for pedestrian, car and motorcycle traffic. It is the street
which people use to access the smaller, residential and office streets. On
the other hand, while Viale Europa is a central street in our study area,
Via Cristoforo Colombo is out of our particular study area but is

Lynch Maps

(left to right): by
Arch. Innamorati,
elderly men who
reside in Eur

recognized as an

essential  street
for the larger Eur
area. It is also

vital in providing
connection to the streets of Eur Europa, such as Viale Europa or Viale
America.

Throughout the interviews, one district - a high-end commercial and
luxury shopping street centered on Viale Europa -- was pointed out
time and time again. Many people cited the high-level of activity and
traffic (pedestrian, car and motorcycle) created by the various clothing
and accessory stores as well as cafes and restaurants that then make
Viale Europa essentially the center of not only EUR-Europa but EUR in
general.

In terms of significant nodes in the EUR-Europa area, many people
identified places that were regular hangout spots - McDonalds on Viale
Europa and the Laghetto (the lake and park area, formally referred to
as the Parco Centrale del Lago or Parco Lago dell’'EUR). As described by
the interviewees, these locations regularly provided spaces to socialize
and relax either alone or within a group. Both McDonalds and the park
were evident focal points for people in the neighborhood, whether in
actually visiting the space or simply passing through.
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By far, the least
consistently
identifiable aspect
of the EUR-Europa
and EUR as a whole
was the edges.
From interview
to interview, the
perceptions of the
boundaries of the
area changed scale

from  describing

e ‘ only extents found
\__ CUAKE between the
s Basilica and the

Square Colosseum
to finally the larger EUR bounded by Via delle Tre Fontane to the north
and Viale and Viale dell’Oceano Pacifico/Viale dell’ Oceano Atlantico
to the south with Via Laurentina and Viale Egeo to the east and west,
respectively. These streets come together to form a unique pentagon
shape, which connects to the original intention of the shape of EUR in
its initial master plan. However, it must be clarified that professionals
working in the area and who have a particular historical knowledge
of the area only recognized these last set of boundaries. In terms of
the EUR-Europa area specifically, locals and workers at various times
pointed out the park as a southern boundary, the Square Colosseum
to the north, the Basilica to the west and Viale Cristoforo Colombo to
the east. These markers form a relatively clear rectangle. But based on
people’s apprehension to draw boundary lines, these can be seen as
soft boundaries at most.

Densification

In our street interviews, while people indicated Viale Europa and Via
Cristoforo Colombo as major thoroughfares, they were also considered
major areas along which a high level of development was taking place
and as a result, the area as a whole was densifying. Some (professionals
or shop owners working in the area) cited these changes along these

streets as positive, as the economic possibilities would only help the
area. Others, including some local residents, seemed adamant and
misgiving about the densification as it would change the essential face
of the neighborhood as they saw and still see it.

Commercial Interests

Along with the issue of densification, commercial interests seem to have
a strong presence in EUR-Europa and the area as a whole as interpreted
from people’s perception of the major activities of the area. Citing Viale
Europe repeatedly as a commercial zone, people note the high interest
of investors and shop owners in the area, as it is a highly serviced area in
comparison to its immediate neighbors. In one interview for example,
office spaces were described as bringing in wealth in that they demand
a higher rent than residential spaces so causing some to move out or
not move in as they cannot afford to live in EUR. This illustrates the way
in which people recognize the gradual changes being made to the area
by commercial means.

Monumentalism

People’s immediate identification of EUR’s landmarks as focal points
in the neighborhood, such as the Basilica and the Square Colosseum,
reflects the significance of monumentalism to their perception of
the neighborhood as a whole. It provides a view into the general
knowledge that residents have of EUR’s history and development. Even
though these landmarks are accepted as representing EUR'’s historical
circumstances, new monumental development in the area, such as
the “Cloud” by Fuksas, are rejected as representing the neighborhood.
This resistance to new “monumental” building in EUR may be seen as
a rejection of a redefinition of the fascist monumental character of the
area. The interviews, both street interviews and formally scheduled
ones, discussed several key issues which clearly are on the minds of
Eur residents. The research group conducted four interviews over the
course of three weeks, as well as gathered more casual street interviews
throughout their time in the neighborhood.
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’Citizen Interviews

We conducted four in depth interviews

with people who work and live in
tondazione anci ricerche

Eur. Mr. Cinti, President of the Viale

Europa Shop Association, owns
a specialty wine shop; Architect
Francesco Innamoratti of Eur SpA,
and Massimo Allulli, a researcher
at Cittalia, and Mrs. Lattanzi of the
Comitato Salute Ambiente Eur as well
as street interviews.
Commercial Interests in Eur
Today, more than half of the
residential units of Eur- Europa have
. been converted to commercial. This
is not surprising, given how expensive
buying space in the neighborhood
seems to be. However, the main
commercial districtalongViale Europa
and Viale Ludwig von Beethoven was
not always so competitive. According
to Shop Owner’s Association President
Mr. Cinti, when his father opened the
shop, it sold bulk wine and olives. His
store was part of a full service area
where all of the community’s needs
were met: there was a hardware store,
several food shops, as well as a range
of retail and clothing shops.
Overtheyears, as shopping malls and
large super- markets have continued to
open, shops have needed to specialize
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Some of the organizations
we conducted interviews
with. top: www.cittalia.it,
middle: www.eurspa.it, bot-
tom: by Vernice Arahan

with high-end products in order to survive.

Much of the commercialization of Eur has been a result of the market-
oriented approach of Ente Eur, the public organization in charge of
shaping the neighborhood. In recent years, its style of management has
become more business-like to cover its operational costs. According to
Mrs. Lattanzi, the organization was originally in charge of controlling
building quality in Eur according to typology. During the late 1990s,
Ente Eur was transformed into Eur SpA, which changed its procedure of
development. While properties under the organization’s control remain
publicly-owned, the procedure for building them is privatized. The new
mission of Eur SpA is to increase the value of its properties. Becoming
essentially a real estate company, the organization engages in public-
private ventures to construct buildings in Eur such as the new Fuksas
Congress Hall.

One aspect unique to Eur is the lack of a public market in the area,
which according to two young architects we met on the street, makes the
neighborhood not function coherently. There has never been a market
in the area, and the closest one is in Ostiense. In several of our informal
interviews this was brought up as reasoning for Eur not being a “real
neighborhood.” Another aspect which relates to the idea that Eur is not
functional as a neighborhood is the fact that there is a lack of evening
activity. Mr. Cinti mentioned this related to the differences between the
street activity during business hours and in the evenings and weekends.
Thereis no cinema or theater, and there are not many restaurants around.
However, both he and Architect Innamoratti mentioned the increasing
interest in these types of businesses. Architect Innamoratti mentioned
this in the context that Eur is an inviting business environment.

Issues of commercialization in Eur have led to traffic problems as
well. According to Mrs. Lattanzi, car traffic has increased with the higher
number of office spaces, so mobility has become a major issue for EUR.
The Comitato has proposed severalideas, requiring underground tunnels
anywhere from two blocks long to the whole of Cristofo Columbo.
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Whatever form, these tunnels have still been identified as too expensive
to even attempt and does not address the problems of the area. In
general, there has been a loss in quality of life with the neglect of the

needs of those who live in the area. The gradual transformation
of the use of spaces seems to also be relating largely to the lack of
transparency and arguments between private companies, Ente EUR and
the municipality (as discussed by Allulli).

Monumentalism

Eur was constructed from a strong vision to display how a new
section of Rome could be born monumental. As a consequence, the
neighborhood has become an important part of the history of Rome
and explains why it was given redesignation as a historic center in the
2008 Rome Master Plan. The extensive planning that went into giving
Eurastrong recognitionis the reason the neighborhood is still operating
under a vision of creating a center of culture, museums, and Ministries
for Rome according to Innamoratti (2013). Consequently, Eur is known

for large projects and monuments, but the construction of these
projects can create a lot of dissent among citizen groups when they
feel underrepresented. Historical and recent projects and monuments
in Eur include the Fuksas Congress Hall, Renzo Piano Towers, aquarium,
Square Colosseum, National Archive Museum, and the Velodromo
(recently demolished). Details can be found on Eur SpA’s website at
http://www.eurspa.it/la-societa/patrimonio.

Eur was planned as an example of how fascism could work, which
is why it is so formally planned. The neighborhood was centered on
a pentagonal shape, with a cardus, Viale Christoforo Colombo, and
several decumani. Buildings were laid out on intersections, so that
the area would be symmetrical and well organized. As a result of this
planning, Eur has clearly defined districts: the “Garden City” style villas
in the South, the Viale Europa center of commerce, ministerial buildings
in the North along the cardus, and more dense residential areas within
the area of Eur Europa (Innamoratti 2013).

Part of the reason Eur is considered so high quality of a neighborhood
inside Rome is through its maintenance and generally good appearance.
This is because of the fact that compared to other districts of Rome
where speculative growth occurred, the municipio traditionally played
alarge role in the development of Eur. The municipality takes care of the
neighborhood and maintains public spaces and services like schools.
Residents need to pay extra fees for those services. For example, if
a resident lives in a big building, he or she would need to pay for the
cleaning of common spaces. Mrs. Lattanzi (2013) thinks EUR can be
used as a model of urban planning in Italy. Other neighborhoods have
bad architectural quality and lack urban facilities and quality public
transport; also, the builder buys bad land and builds poor quality
buildings. Residents pay a little more in EUR but have a better quality
of life, so EUR was a happy island in the urban disaster that surrounds it
according to Mrs. Lattanzi.

As aresult, citizens have strong opinions on the development projects
that have occurred in Eur. Some residents are generally dissatisfied
with the construction of the new monumental buildings (such as the
Fuksas Cloud), but for varied reasons. Two older men discussed a lack of
connection to the old fascist architecture (in fact, a blatant disregard for
preservation of the old neighborhood), and people have varied ideas

Eur-Europa Neighborhood Study 31



about the connection between politics and architecture in Eur, clearly
related to the neighborhood'’s founding.

Densification

The researchers went into the interview process knowing that
there has been large scale construction going on, and this has led to
citizen dissent over densification in Eur. As a consequence, everyone
interviewed was asked about this densification process. The citizens'’
responses varied on their involvement in the neighborhood, as well as
their interests. The President of the Eur Shop Owner’s Association, for
example, is in favor of these developments because they will benefit
his wine shop. There is also conflict over the intentions of the project.
Architect Innamoratti of Eur SpA assuredly mentioned that Eur never
had a residential identification. From the start it had been planned as a
center for museums, culture, and the ministries. He gave several reasons
for this. The atmosphere of Eur does not cater to residential interests.
People choose to live in areas that are less congested, generally. Eur is
surrounded by more residential development on its edges, which leads
to huge congestion and long commuter times. After 17:00 the area
empties out, reflecting the office atmosphere of the neighborhood of
Eur Europa. The costs of living in Eur are high. The price of an apartment
in Eur, according to Innamoratti, is around eight to fifteen thousand
euros per square meter. From the data collected on neighborhood rents
it seems that this number is quite inflated and may thus only reflect the
price of the more newly constructed apartments for the area.

The interview with Massimo Allulli, of Cittalia gave a very different
perspective of the neighborhood. For his Ph.D dissertation, he
researched citizen activism and the Renzo Piano towers. He gave
insights into the process and politics of the situation, as well as the time
scale for construction and planning. The partially-built towers have
remained in the same state as two years ago. Some citizen groups have
been opposed to the entire process, and have articulated arguments
and presented counter proposals. The towers, as planned now, will

Hotel on Viale
Eufrate.
Photography by
Hannah
Brockhaus

include one provincial building and one luxury high rise apartment
building. Developers have argued that this densificationis not necessary,
and instead, construction should be focused on created services for the
neighborhood. Citizen groups include skilled professionals who have
technical degrees, such as Georgio Biuso, a former Eur SpA engineer.
Proposals have included creation of a corridor for mobility, and
advocating for the original plan, a hotel. Allulli also noted that Eur SpA
is unresponsive to the concerns of citizens even though the project is
under its purview, so activism is very much left to the citizens who are
against this densification but at this point are not being heard.
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The People of Eur

One of the problems encountered over the interview process was
finding residents of the neighborhood, as opposed to people working
in Eur. The interview with M. Allulli gave an overview of the residents
which confirmed previous suspicions based on statistics and descriptive
surveys. Later, the interview with Mrs. Lattanzi of the Comitato
Saluti Ambiente Eur, gave slightly more information about a wider
demographic.

Within EUR, there are three types of inhabitants according to Mrs.
Lattanzi. The first type consists of people who complain about the new
projectsthatare changing the face of neighborhood, but do not do much
more than complain or acknowledge the changes. The second group are
those who are contributing to the changing face of the neighborhood
by changing the flats they own in the area from residential apartments -
into tertiary office spaces, which, while illegal, is gradually occurring fiep b LEERERE EEE D
throughout the neighborhood. The last and smallest group are those
who are still actively fighting the transformation of the neighborhood, = top: Viale Eufrate gated communities, bottom: Viale SS. Pietro e Paulo.
most making up the various comitati of EUR. These descriptors, while  photography by Hannah Brockhaus
inherently political, give a better understanding about the changing face
of Eur. These three groups are supplemented by Allulli’s description of
the activists: they are citizens who are active because they have a lot of
time. For example, retired people or women who don’t work. The area
also includes experts who live in the area but who do not necessarily
work in the area. These people often have technical skills and credibility
which allows them to better articulate their objections and ideas
(although to a large extent this has not helped since the privatization
of Ente-Eur).

Theseactivistsare concerned with the projectsthatare being developed,
but also about the current lack of services supporting residents. One of
their ideas was the Corridor di Mobilita -- Mobility Corridor. It was to be
a peripheral street for cars with a public transportation BRT (bus rapid
transit) lane. This was also suggested to be put in the last master plan of
Rome, but this never occurred. In general, good ideas by the residents
are not being realized. Rather, the plan is changing to accommodate
other projects. Greater transit, more services, and more schools are
what is really wanted by many residents opposing the current paradigm
of development in the area.
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Services

There is a scarcity of services catering to the day-to-day life of residents
in the area. Eur-Europa lacks an open-air market, a fixture typical
to many neighborhoods in Rome that would not only provide the
community with goods and fresh produce, but also a social network for
community members. Options for night activities in Eur Europa are also
lacking, an observation echoed repeatedly by many of the residents in
the area. They say that after the offices close and workers go back home
the neighborhood empties out and becomes dead creating prospects
for illicit activities to occur, such as prostitution. Even in the daytime,
there is a dearth of places for young people to socialize. When teenagers
studying in a school in Eur Europa were asked where they hung out they
mentioned places outside of Eur-Europa, such as RomaEst. Eur Europa,
they griped, was “boring”. Moreover, the elderly population in the
neighborhood is underserved by facilities catering to their age-group,
such as elderly homes and senior centers. Thus, Eur would benefit from
the addition of more services for different members of the community
to augment the residential side of the neighborhood.

Photo: Children playing at the elementary school along Via del IElle-
tronica
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Residential and Developmental Conflict

Arecurringissue is the fissure between the official plan for EUR and the
desires of the neighborhood. EUR was created to be a model showcase
for development, but the drive to achieve that vision has impinged on
the community’s wish for more services and attention to be paid to their
welfare. The desirability of EUR in terms of its location, infrastructure,
and potential for development has attracted investment which has had
its positive and negative impacts on the neighborhood.

Chief among the concerns of EUR’s residents is the densification of
the neighborhood. They worry that the opening of new retail and
offices in EUR will bring an onslaught of trafficc human and vehicular,
that would transform the fabric of the neighborhood. Our interviewees
were unanimous in their separate accounts of this trend occurring. Mr.
Cinti noted the occurrence of big supermarkets outside of the area
taking over family shops. Mr. Innamoratti mentioned how the ministry
and office buildings led to large amount of the congestion and that
they are becoming an even more substantial part of the area. Mr. Alluli
described how increasing densification would bring even more traffic.
This was substantiated by Mrs. Lattanzi, who spoke in detail about the
detrimental effects of commercialization and densification on the urban
and green environment for the area.

The response of the neighborhood to this phenomenon has been
mixed. Some, like Mr. Cinti, are in favor of the additional day and
night-time traffic in the area since they anticipate that it will bring
increased economic opportunities for the neighborhood. Others, like
Mrs. Lattanzi, are strongly opposed to the one-sided development of
the neighborhood (development purely in the interests of business
rather than residents in the neighborhood) as it comes to be a negative
trade-off to the community. Members of the community who share her
sentiments have self-organized into groups to try to reverse what they
perceive as reckless changes to the face of their neighborhood

and offer alternative proposals to the agency-in-charge, EUR SpA. The
expertise of the members of these groups, which consist of retired
professionals, is unique to EUR, which itself has a higher than average
proportion of college-educated people compared to the rest of Rome.
One question that can be asked is whether this implies a greater chance
of success in the fields of contention that the community is currently
embroiled in. Mr. Alluli thinks the answer to this question is“yes”, but Mrs.
Lattanzi, a representative for one of those groups, is not so optimistic. It
remains to be seen whether EUR as a neighborhood will over time align
more closely with the goals of the neighborhood associations opposed
to this current paradigm of development or that of EUR SpA.

Via dell’ Elletronica, Photography by Hannah Brockhaus
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V. Conclusion
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Throughout a ten week period, we focused on the Europa part of
Esposizione Universale Rome (Eur). The quantitative and qualitative
research collected shows a neighborhood with promise, but also
significant hurdles to tackle. The rich history of the neighborhood
demonstrates a heavily planned area. Despite this grandiose structure,
it faces large conflicts in what is its identity, its vision for the future,
and competing interests between what is the residential and business
makeup of the neighborhood.

The neighborhood has highly identifiable monuments due to well-
documented planning of them during the fascist Italian era and their
eventually finished construction after the war, but the entire area
continues to struggle with the challenge of addressing the needs of a
small and shrinking residential component of Eur.

The nature of Eur continues to make it a very well recognized
neighborhood of Rome. The identity of Eur is a clear, well defined image
with consistent edges, monuments, and places of interest. However,
recently new haphazard additions have occurred against the master
plan. This conflicts with Eur’s history of being heavily planned for as it
was envisioned. Many of these structures are being created out of the
need for a larger business environment in Eur. With the densification of
the neighborhood having no improvements in available amenities it is
making the neighborhood even less livable for residents and even more
intended for commercial interests.

EUR has a large percentage of older residents, according to ISTAT data.
The vast majority of the residential buildings in the neighborhood were
constructed in the 1950s, making this the oldest housing stock within
EUR as a whole. Due to the large percentage of residents over the age
of sixty five it can be inferred that a majority of these residents moved to
the neighborhood when it was first developed. The neighborhood was
clearly attractive then. As Mr. Cinti says, there was a large variety of shops
(although never a market), so people could access food, hardware, and
a variety of retail. According to Mrs. Lattanzi, attention was given to the
design of green spaces in Eur. In addition, the process of development
was highly restricted: there were standards for individual properties and
groups of buildings. Ente Eur functioned as a zoning code, and this led
to a high quality of life in Eur.

EUR was created to be a model showcase for development, but

the drive to achieve further commerce and cultural center has led to
recent projects where the community’s wishes for more services and
attention for their welfare have been ignored. The desirability of EUR
because of location, infrastructure and potential for development has
attracted investment which has had its positive and negative impacts
on the neighborhood. Chief among the concerns of EUR’s residents
is the densification of the neighborhood. They worry that continuing
commercialization will bring an onslaught of traffic that would transform
the fabric of the neighborhood. This not only effects traffic; it has been
detrimental for green space. However, individuals like Mr. Cinti are
happy with this because it should bring more business. Members of the
community who share her sentiments have self-organized into groups
to try to reverse what they perceive as reckless changes to the face of
their neighborhood and offer alternative proposals to the privatized
Ente EUR, EUR SpA. The expertise of the members of these groups,
which consist of retired professionals, is unique to EUR, which itself has a
higher than average proportion of college-educated people compared
to the rest of Rome. This debate begs the question: is Eur a desirable
neighborhood for residents today? And, how much do residential
interests matter if Eur's mission has been as a cultural, governmental
center for Rome?

M |

Phot@graphy by Hannah Brockhaus
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|. Statistical Analysis

Mean Std. Err. [95% Conf. Interval ]
Street Furnituresqm 138881.1 23256.82 90020.33 187741.9
ParkingAreasqm 98169.74 18314.81 59691.75 136647 .7
GreenAreaofNeighborhoodsqm 504930.1 110289 273221.4 736638.7
Greenbhistoricalandarchaelogi 310590 157412 .5 -20121 .45 641301 .4
LargeUrbanParksqm 1022439 565543 . 8 -165724 . 4 2210603
SpecialGreenAreas 14723.16 943281 -5094.169 34540 .48
Protected Areassqm 2. 15e+07 7264051 6273789 3. 68e+07
TotalNonFarmGreenAreas 2. 36e+07 7700028 7447568 3 .98e+07
SurfaceAreaofMunicipiosqm 5. 81e+07 1.28e+08 3.12e+07 8.50e+07
|Municipality |Street Furniture  |Parking Area  |Green Area of Neighborhood  |Green Hi and Archaeological Area  |Large Urban Parks  [Special Green Area  |Protected Area  |Total Non-Farm Green Area  |Area of Municipality
1 103,046 156,392 97,679 750,322 0 100,700 114,206 1,322,345 14,306,900
2 255,420 107,384 105,320 2,483,448 0 155,480 253,926 3,360,978 13,724,100
3 49,062 15,430 31,402 142,925 0l 0 0 238,320 5,940,640
4 50,802 44,281 632,762 18,343 620,000 ] 47,887,100| 49,253,283 98,026,000
5 318,382 302,767 1,373,537| 20,800 1,193,110 0 5,737,180 8,945,776 48,934,900
6 53,338 67,949 184,575 182,485 0 0 0 488,347 7,480,480
7 127,188 33,186 921,824 0 587,570 0 0 1,669,768 19,439,000
8 331,272 87,944 841,223 0 i 0 0 1,260,439 113,874,000
El 51,892 34,570 112,431 106,658, 300,215 ] 1,404,910 2,010,676 8,186,060
10| 179,883 203,973 632,622 850 350,770 0 3,368,730| 4,736,828 37,659,000
11 254,993 151,304 702,072 2,060 615,330 0 27,621,900 29,347,659 47,145,200
12 283,864 190,080 1,697,084 0 1,724,660 13,000 62,552,700 66,461,388 183,296,000
13 171,732 177,510 917,488 26,500 11,000,000 0| 99,838,896 112,132,126 150,744,000
15| 57,396/ 42,059 203,309 55,918 618,689 0| 22,795,400 23,772,771 71,481,200
16| 88,798 43,262 77,713 1,867,174| 191,549 3,160 30,201,400 32,473,056 73,072,100
17 51,921 33,643 17,359 96,772 371,651 0 1,069,710 1,641,056 5,794,240
18 49,361 10,747 210,543 88,955 0 0 5,021,430 5,381,036 66,930,300
19| 56,119 42,298 283,219 100 570,000 0| 10,116,700 11,068,436 133,528,000
20| 104,272 120,446 551,508 57,900| 1,282,799 7,400 91,180,704 93 305,029 187,247,100
il 0.720% 1.093% 0.683% 5.244% 0.000% 0.704% 0.798% 9.243% 100.000%
6| 0.713% 0.908% 2.467% 2.439% 0.000% 0.000% 0.000% 6.528% 100.000%
2] 1.861% 0.782% 0.767% 18.096% 0.000% 1.133% 1.850% 24.490% 100.000%
= 0.651% 0.613% 2.807% 0.043% 2.438% 0.000% 11.724% 18.281% 100.000%
17 0.896% 0.581% 0.300% 1.670% 6.414% 0.000% 18.462% 28.322% 100.000%
10| 0.478% 0.542% 1.680% 0.002% 0.931% 0.000% 8.945% 12.578% 100.000%
El 0.634% 0.422% 1.373% 1.303% 3.667% 0.000% 17.162% 24.562% 100.000%
11 0.541% 0.321% 1.489% 0.004% 1.305% 0.000% 58.589% 62.250% 100.000%
3 0.826% 0.260% 0.529% 2.406% 0.000% 0.000% 0.000% 4.020% 100.000%
7 0.654% 0.171% 4.742% 0.000% 3.023% 0.000% 0.000% 8.590% 100.000%
13 0.114% 0.118% 0.603% 0.018% 7.297% 0.000% 66.231% 74.386% 100.000%
12 0.155% 0.104% 0.926% 0.000% 0.941% 0.007% 34.127% 36.259% 100.000%
8| 0.291% 0.077% 0.739% 0.000% 0.000% 0.000% 0.000% 1.107% 100.000%
20| 0.056% 0.064% 0.295% 0.031% 0.685% 0.004% 48.695% 49.830% 100.000%
16 0.122% 0.053% 0.106% 2.555% 0.262% 0.004% 41.331% 44.440% 100.000%
15] 0.080% 0.059% 0.284% 0.078% 0.866% 0.000% 31.890% 33.257% 100.000%
4 0.052% 0.045% 0.646% 0.019% 0.632% 0.000% 48.851% 50.245% 100.000%
19| 0.042% 0.032% 0.212% 0.000% 0.427% 0.000% 7.576% 8.289% 100.000%
18] 0.074% 0.016% 0.315% 0.133% 0.000% 0.000% 7.502% 2.040% 100.000%,

Figure A1: STATAT -Test

Figure A2: Green Spaces Nominal

igure A3: Green Spaces Percentages
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EUR-Europa: Building Heights
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EUR-Europa and Rome: Comparison of Age
Distributions
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lll. Geographic Information Systems: Spatial Analysis of Eur

EUR-Europa: Percentage of Residents with High School Diploma
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Figure A14: High School Graduates

13/ Sources ISTAT 2001 Data

Figure A15: College Graduates
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EUR-Europa: Percentage of Residents 25 to 34 Years Old

EUR-Europa: Percentage of Residents 15 to 24 Years Old
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Figure A16: Resident Age: 15-24 Figure A17: Resident Age: 25-34
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EUR-Europa: Percentage of Two-Person Households

EUR-Europa: Percentage of Residents Over 65 Years Old
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EUR-Europa: Percentage of Three and Four-Person Households
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Figure A20: Household Size: 3/4 Person

Figure A21: Household Size: 5 or more
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Lynch Map by Mrs. Lattanzi
28 March 2013

Eur-Europa Neighborhood Study 54



V. Interview Notes

Stakeholder Interviews

President, Eur Merchants’ Association

We spoke with Mr. Massimo Cinti on the morning of February 7, 2013. The interview
was focused on his experiences as a shop owner and resident of Eur.

Mr. Cinti owns a wine shop, and was quick to say that when his father
had owned it, it was a bulk wine and oil shop. This process of special-
ization has occurred throughout Viale Europa- originally there was a
whole range of shops including food shops, a butcher, hardware store,
and a range of retail and clothing. These family shops closed when big
supermarkets came in, and in the last ten years 52 shopping malls have
been opened within the city of Rome. There are no longer neighbor-
hood shops which cater to all needs, because politicians choose invest-
ment based upon voting alliances, etc.

At this point, there is a lack of evening activities in Eur- there is no
theater or cinema, and very few restaurants. Also, he says that housing
used to be significantly more residential, but now the apartment spac-
es are at least half occupied as commercial spaces. Now, the Congress
Hall will be opening, and the aquarium is under construction as well
now. There is also a growing effort to develop evening activities. He
brought up the fact that 16 km tunnels were built for military reasons
by Mussolini, and that the mausoleum of Mussolini is around.

There are a lot of older residents, and this is one visual sense of the
difference between Monday through Friday walkers and weekend
strollers. There is a movement against densification in Eur, but he likes
it because of his commercial interests.*

Mr. Cinti was able to point out a couple of positives about the neigh-
borhood, such as a lumination that happens at Natale. However, there
are bad relations with the municipio, because according to him, they
have no interest in the neighborhood. This is compared to Eur SpA,
which is connected to the Ministry of Economy, and a public/private
organization devoted to the development of Eur. There is currently
changing leadership of Eur SpA and questions of transparency. Plans

to increase commerce in Eur include the Fuksas Congress Hall, aquar-
ium, Renzo Piano Towers. There has never been a market within the
neighborhood. However, in this economy, people are not spending:
they recognize that politics is a mess and economics are uncertain.
When we brought up questions of minority groups, he said the Filipina
immigrants are well respected.

Architect Francesco Innamoratti
We met with Architect Innamoratti Thursday, February 14th. Our interview with him
was centered on design and development of Eur.

Architect Innamoratti, who has spent years researching Eur devel-
opment, gave us three stages of this. The first stage of development
was the monumental stage. The exhibition, planned for 1942, was
supposed to be a trigger for the development of a new sector of Rome.
Particularly, the goal was to create something permanent from the
temporary use. The plan was to connect the historical center with the
city, to create an axis of development towards the south. This imple-
mentation happened between 1924 and 1942. Citta di fondatione
created units of control for the whole area.

The Master Plan of 1931 was not just constitutional, but a legal pro-
gram of territorial planning. It imposed rules for the development of
Eur, the first establishment of “urbanistic law” for design and land use.
The PRG chose its location at the border of the area, which changed
expropriation law. The problem was that all the land was owned by a
small collection of important families of Rome. Between 1942 and the
1960s specific laws were created for this. 20 years after the 1922 Mus-
solini March on Rome, Eur was to be created as a magnificent symbol-
ism of fascism. This was important down to the day the exhibition was
to begin: April 21st. The design was to mimic ancient Rome. Streets
were laid out along a cardus and several decumani. Buildings were
placed according to specific patterns. This accounts for the placement

Eur-Europa Neighborhood Study 55



of Piazza Imperiale, Lake, Palazzo for Agricultural and Beautification,
Basilica, Archive Museum. A grand arch was to be built out of alumi-
num as an entrance into Eur. The top of the arch was to be a restaurant
connected to the ground by a system by cable cars. This is an example
of how extravagant everything was to be. Examples of these struc-
tures include Palace of Water and Light, and a Pavillion.

The second phase of development was the post war phase and
included what actually happened in the development of Eur. World
War Two caused abandonment of the project. This was chaotic: peo-
ple and even Roman construction companies stole building materials.
It became a political turning point: either demolish the building or
reconstruct what was left. To demolish would have caused serious
monetary damage to the state. So, in 1951 a new state institution was
created (by the state) to buy the property from the government. It was
called Ente Eur. This institution became the territorial authority, and
commissioner for control of Eur. Its charge was to develop the neigh-
borhood. The president of the authority was named Vigilio Testo, who
had a vision for the place. He created project financing before the fact.
He sold the area to private developers to have money to finance what
had already been constructed. He created a program to dislocate gov-
ernment ministries into Eur. There was to be a piazza created for non
permanent buildings. This would harken back to the original mission
of Eur and serve as a fairgrounds.

A subsection of this phase is the time period from 1960 to today.

The 1960 Olympics had a special connection to Eur, because specific
buildings of the neighborhood were created for that purpose. Some
of its former green areas were converted into stadiums, such as Palazzo
della Sport, Olympic Velodromo, and Piscina Roa. The Velodromo was
demolished in 2009 and was politically dangerous. Also the building
was not antifascist.

During the 1960s and ‘70s a lot of development of other ministries
occurred, as well as the construction of the majority of the neighbor-
hood. The northern portion became densely residential, and the South
was dominated by one or two story villini. Arch. Innamoratti described
this area South of the lake as a take on a Roman “Garden City.” The
Eur-Europa section was mostly developed between 1950 and ‘60. 1970
to present has been a consolidation of all private development, most-

ly villini (and up to two stories). These are all planned, developable,
homogenous lots. 70% of this “Garden City” area is inhabited by the
Roman bourgeoisie, many of whom work for the companies that have
changed the neighborhood from residential to highly commercial.

The third phase of development, in place today, is identifying a new
role for Eur. This involves deciding between its mission (intention) and
its vision. Arch Innamoratti was very focused on the fact that today
policies are recapturing the original idea of a museum center of the
19th (20th?) century. Eur has a role as lab for the development of plan-
ning technology and actual technology, as exemplified in the Fuksas
Congress Hall; its future is most important. There are 19 underground
galleries that were originally created as basements of buildings. Now,
these beautiful spaces are being used as optic fibre tunnels for inter-
net. Most new development since the 1980s has been in the area on
the outside of the pentagon.

In 2008, a new master plan was enacted. At this point, the penta-
gon was put into the category of “historic city.” This was an important
landmark for the entire city of Rome, from an urbanistic and vocational
perspective. This diverted from old zoning, and included multiple pe-
ripheral areas into the classification of historic city. Piazza Marcone will
be the new center of Eur after the construction of the Fuksas building,
Renzo Piano towers, and aquarium are completed. This he considers a
good thing, because it realizes Eur’s purpose as a museum and cultural
center. However, it has created some conflict as commercialization
occurs.

When we asked about the contentious issue of densification, In-
namoratti responded that Eur never really had a residential identifi-
cation, it was always purposed for museums, economy, and the min-
istries. This is partially because of economic reasons: residential costs
have always been so high so people could not afford to live or rent
here. Additionally, people generally choose to live in less congest-
ed areas. After 5pm, the area empties: this shows that congestion is
caused by the ministry and office buildings. Eur is surrounded by lots
of dense residential buildings, which lead to a propensity for traffic
jams. To buy is usually between 8 and 15,000 euros per square meter.
The big challenge today, according to Arch Innamoratti is to invest or
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not invest in Eur. Itis perceived as far away, however as a town it is
new and different. He suggests there is a booming young business/
entrepreneurial culture, with bars, clubs, and restaurants beginning

to open up. The majority of jobs are private versus state employees
(through the ministries). There are currently 171,000 people living in
Eur, but with the new complexes this will jump to 380,000. There are
events happening in Eur, and he argues that it is becoming more like
Testaccio or San Lorenzo. For example, there is an electronic fest, and a
book fair.

Massimo Alluli, Cittalia researcher

Massimo Allulli is a researcher of Cittalia (a research office for the national center
on municipalities), who had studied the towers of Eur. Through his research, he has
interacted with all the other projects in the area, though his study was completed
approximately two years ago. His research focused on citizen organization in the
neighborhood. We talked to him on March 14, 2013.

Citizen groups have arisen out of problems with the Fuksas “Cloud,”
the aquarium, and the demolition of the Velodromo. There is conflict
between these grandiose projects and the services needed by citizens.
The most intense of these has been the protests against the demoli-
tion of the Velodromo and the densification within Eur. Although the
Velodromo did have toxic material, they argued that Rome does not
need more houses, but more services. Another project has been the
former mayor’s push for a Formula1 Racetrack in the neighborhood,
which would support the construction of new houses and streets.

He said that the government is trying to destroy the towers and their
support is purely for these large projects. However, there has been no
support however for local neighborhood projects -- improving mobili-
ty, public transport, service, etc. Massimo was clear that these projects
were formulated under leftist government, and also there is a high
level of connection between public and private interests in Eur.

M. Allulli has been the first person we have talked to who pointed
out that recently the city has redefined municipality borders, so what
used to be the 12th municipality is now the 9th. This was based on
consolidation of some municipalities. One theme that he brought out
was the several systems of categorizing neighborhoods within the city.

People do not identify themselves by their district, because they are
so large and encompass so many neighborhoods. These government
districts do not necessarily align with neighborhood boundaries.

Within Eur, there are big transformation processes going on. People
within the area do not only protest, but also have ideas. These activists
are linked with experts to help create counter-proposals. Their pro-
posals are different because they are unlike mayor and politicians who
have links with strong economic interest- there is heavy interest in the
mixing of public and private affairs.

In 2002, the area including the towers was sold and ministry of econ-
omy was moved. This marked the end of work on towers. First, these
were thought to make hotels, then private condominiums. Fintecna
was the real estate company recruited, which is mostly run by the state.
Lamaro, owner of Fintecna, and Mr. Totti created another half public/
private company: Alfiere. Through this, they were able to pay Renzo
Piano with new buildings and luxury apartments.

However, more densification would mean more traffic. The towers
were classified as cultural good and historic, in order to get funding for
this development. This is similar to the other area projects, which do
not exist in the master plan. This has been accommodated through a
new national law from the 1990s called Accordo di Programma, which
allows for local governments to modify master plans. They can invent
stories to prove public interest in a project. Many objects all along
Cristoforo Colombo are a result of these “fake” public projects.This was
highly skewed, though: there was a regulation on citizen participation
-- assemblies could be made but work would go on as usual (political
moves). A totally different project was created and proposed -- office/
service space for the regional government and/or have hotel. The
citizens proposed that companies have to pay taxes for planning ser-
vices to accommodate growth. They think that local government gives
present of 28 million Euros to private companies by not making them
pay taxes. They worked to find solution for traffic density. Giorgio
Buso, a former engineer for Eur Spa also part of group who were trying
to come up with alternative proposals. One idea was to make a sub-
way/tunnel from lake to piazza agricoltura. For all of these proposals
there was no real acceptance from local government. The towers now
remain, half demolished. Citizens have made alliances with local
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district politicians. But even the district has played in favor of the
projects. This is related to the fact that Eur Spa is mainly private now.
According to Allulli, the organization doesn’t seem to mind if it is not in
its property. This means that citizens are the only ones really invested.

We asked about the people who are involved in this citizen orga-
nization. He said the people involved are citizens who are active are
people with a lot of time -- retired, women who don’t work but also
experts who live in the area but do not necessarily work in the area.
One of their ideas was the Corridor di Mobilita -- Mobility Corridor. It
was to be a peripheral street for cars with a public transportation - a
BRT lane. This was also suggested to be put in the last masterplan of
Rome but this never happened. In general, good ideas by the residents
are not being realized. Rather, plan is changing to accommodate other
projects. Transit, services, and schools are what is really wanted.

These committees of the area don't have official places. Projects are
on and off -- as financial crisis has hit the city, country and world. This
is partially because projects are becoming more and more expensive.
On the project front, the Cloud is still being kept while the towers are
not being touched.

Eur mirrors the idea of perfect city. Most of Eur is actually built after
fascism, but it continues idea of Mussolini. The planning law of area
and city is still fascist law. Reform was then created to implement plan-
ning fee. Entrepreneurs now pay for services. Overall, Eur is a unique
case in Rome. The citizens hold government accountable. When there
is conflict over this, many times, citizens win.-- example, administrative
tribunal (even though this process is slow). Citizens are not always
provoked to protest.

Mrs. Lattanzi, Comitato Salute Ambiente

Members of the research group met with Mrs. Lattanzi, representative of the Comita-
to Salute Ambiente Eur on the 28th of March, 2013, at 10:30am, at the Giolitti Cafe,
one of the most well known cafes of Eur. She gave a history of Eur from the residents
point of view.

4

History of EUR
Eur used to be a private piece of property in the countryside. Mus-
solini bought the land and built the land for the exposition of 1942.

The land needed a lot of improvements because property was not well
maintained, for example the lakes used to be polluted and stagnant.
Mussolini built monumental buildings to showcase the power of the
Fascist government, and the style was neo-classical and monumen-
tal. Cristoforo Colombo was named Via Imperiale then. There was an
interruption in building because of World War Two. After the war, Italy
became a democratic state, and the government was scared of Eur
because its fascist origins reminded them of fascist ideas, so they had
the problem of deciding what to do with it.

The new role of Eur & the formation of Ente EUR

People came to Rome and Rome expanded to the sea; Eur was
in-between so the municipality gave new administrative status to
the neighborhood. The Olympic games of 1960 gave Eur its new role.
Existing public buildings were used for the games, and new ones were
also built. Ente EUR, a public organization in charge of shaping the
neighborhood, was formed. It was in charge of controlling the building
quality of new buildings in Eur, which can be classified into three main
types: 1) residential, not luxury but more bourgeois; 2) tertiary, admin-
istrative buildings, and 3) Olympic buildings.

Residential buildings of the 1960s and 70s were not really luxury
buildings; they were built by cooperatives. Tertiary buildings were
designed with 60s trends, e.g. glass windows, and the most important
buildings built for Olympics were the lake, Palasport, the Velodrome,
the swimming pool, and the tennis courts. Attention was also given
to the design of green spaces, so in Eur there was a high presence of
green spaces that are well maintained. The 1960s and 70s were the
best years for the neighborhood. Many people came to Eur to find a
new style of living, as they could live in their own villas and there were
plenty of green spaces in the neighborhood.

Ente EUR was strict in the control of who was building and what they
were building. There was also quality control in design and construc-
tion. When Ente EUR sold land, it still controlled these things. Mrs. Lat-
tanzi showed the researchers a historical piece of document specifying
laws that say that when you buy land, you also have the right to con-
trol the property of your neighbor. The document also controls private
gardens inside of building complex.
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Difference of Eur compared to other neighborhoods

There was speculative growth in other parts of Rome. You could
buy your own house but you wouldn’t have streets maintained by the
municipality, nor schools. In Eur the municipality takes care of neigh-
borhood and maintains public spaces. You need to pay an extra fee
for those services, like if you live in a big building, you would need to
pay for the cleaning of common spaces. She thinks Eur can be used as
a model of urban planning in Italy. Other neighborhoods have bad ar-
chitectural quality: they lack urban facilities and public transport such
as sidewalks and electricity; also the builder buys bad land and builds
poor quality of buildings. Residents pay a little more in Eur but have
a better quality of life, so Eur was a happy island in the urban disaster
that surrounds it.

The privatization of Ente EUR

Ente EUR owned many high-value plots of land , which became at-
tractive to private investors. Examples of these are the plots where the
velodrome, tennis courts, parks and small theme park were situated
on. At the end of the 90’s, Ente EUR became a private company called
Eur SpA. The property under its control remained public, but the proce-
dure of building it was privatized. In that year, residents started orga-
nizing and forming a group because they knew the positive aspects of
living in Eur under a public administration and they were afraid of this
new private management.

When Eur was under a public administration, the concilio was a
spontaneous organization created by Eur residents. With this concilio,
they could talk to Ente EUR and bring proposals to them. However,
when the privatization happened, the concilio tried to bring sug-
gestions to them. The residents tried to stop the privatization of Eur
because they knew the most important thing of Eur was the unified
management of the three types of properties by the public administra-
tion.

In the process of privatization, streets and public spaces that were
the property of Ente EUR fell under the municipality of Rome. Rome
municipality became the part owner of these properties. In 1933,
the municipality of Rome decided to build a congress center, and the
design contract was given to Fuksas. She thinks that the place is too

small, that it should be in another space big enough to accommodate
hotels and other facilities.

Conflicts between Eur SpA and the Concilio

The velodrome was not used for 20 years and was in a bad condition.
Ente EUR decided to use it in another way. It wanted to build bars,
restaurants, and nightlife facilities in these kinds of unused empty
spaces. The issue was to give new value to these spaces, but Ente EUR
and the residents defined this “new value” differently. Ente EUR wanted
to build new buildings, while the residents wanted new services not in
a speculative way. They focused on the quality of life. She says that the
most important value of Eur was the connection of urban facilities (the
three types of buildings defined earlier), and trying to modify this, such
as by putting buildings in green spaces would destroy the fabric of Eur.
It would make it less valuable.

In 2004, the minister stressed the importance of the monumental
buildings in Eur and likens them to those in the center of Rome. There
was a desire to maintain views of the landscape, for example, the view
of the Colosseo building from Christoforo Colombo, but the skyscrap-
ers that were built destroyed this view. When Ente EUR was privatized,
its mission was to give value to the property. It became a real estate
company, and its meaning of giving value was to give economic value
to the area. It used money and properties to construct new buildings
not only in Eur but also in other areas. It used money to build the
congress center, and not to maintain green spaces, so its mission was
changed from the original goals.

In 2005, the concilio was still in action, but political parties became
part of that concilio (comitato di quartiere). With the comitato salute e
ambiente, there was no political connection. Its mission was to main-
tain the quality of living in Eur and the environment, as indicated by its
name. Its tagline was to “maintain your neighborhood with the same
care and love as with your home”. They fight for the maintenance of
green spaces in Eur as they are now.

One of the most important changes now being fought by the co-
mitato is the construction of an aquarium and its parking space and
theconsequential modifications it is making to the face of the lake and
park. First recommended in the 1990’s, the aquarium was initially
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rejected by Ente EUR, as the Teatro Verde (the former name given to
the specific plot of land where the aquarium was planned to be built)
was their property and did not necessarily want a private project to
suddenly change its face. However, as described by Mrs. Lattanzi, to-
wards the end of preparation, the last master plan of Rome totally con-
tradicted this decision and allowed this specific area to be changed.
Now, the shape of the lake is vastly modified, retaining almost none of
the original green space of the Teatro Verde. Additionally, the quality of
the lake water is now expected to change as the water, which formerly
used to service only the parks, will be used not only for the aquarium
but also for the cooling and heating of the Fuksas buildings. Seeing
this as a clear transgression on the maintenance of Eur, the comitato
has spent a number of years protesting the aquarium but to no avail.

The Various Role of EUR Inhabitants

In the view of Mrs. Lattanzi, within Eur, there are three types of
inhabitants. The first type consists of people who complain about
the new projects that are changing the face of neighborhood, but do
not do much more than complain or acknowledge the changes. The
second group are those who are contributing to the changing face
of the neighborhood by changing the flats they own in the area from
residential apartments into tertiary office spaces, which, while illegal, is
gradually occurring throughout the neighborhood. The last and small-
est group are those who are still actively fighting the transformation of
the neighborhood, most making up the various comitatos of Eur.

The Major Issues of EUR

Due to car traffic increasing with the higher number of office spaces
and lack of public transportation within the area, mobility has become
a major issue for EUR. Several proposals have been made by the comi-
tato but these have been repeatedly rejected or ignored. The master
plan itself has presented three different solutions, all involving under-
ground tunnels anywhere from two blocks long to the whole of Cristo-
foro Colombo. Whatever form, these tunnels have still been identified
as too expensive to even attempt and does not address the problems
of the area.

The loss in quality of life with bad maintenance and management

as well as the gradual transformation of the use of spaces seem to also
be the prominent problems of the EUR area, relating largely to the lack
of transparency and arguments between private companies, Ente EUR
and the municipality. In response to these issues, the comitato would
like for Ente EUR to be public again or else be totally taken out and let
the area fall under full municipal control.

As a result of these circumstances, Mrs. Lattanzi does not see a bright
future for Eur: she does not necessarily see the situation of the area
improving.

Informal Interviews

The researchers interviewed two young women around the age 26
on Feb 7. The women, who attend Roma Tre, study architecture. We
asked them about positive and negative aspects of their neighbor-
hood. They said that the neighborhood is most busy in the morning
and afternoon. The bars along the lake are the hangout spots. The girls
noticed that there is no old center for the neighborhood. According to
them, evening hours are very different in Eur; it can be dangerous. The
prostitution problem here is well known throughout the city of Rome.
They mentioned that they are Romanians and Moldovans, mostly, and
were able to give specific locations where they are seen (by the Basilica
and along Tupini). These are the negative aspects to the neighbor-
hood they mentioned, in addition to the fact that the closest market is
in Ostiense. In general however, immigrants are no problem. They also
mentioned the balance between Eur SpA and the Municipio: they said
the Municipio should be more active, but that is a problem throughout
Rome.

The same day the researchers happened upon two older men stand-
ing by cars along Viale Europa. Approximately in their 70s, they were
excited to talk, and had lots to share. The researchers asked them
about positive and negative aspects of their neighborhood first. They
were quick to praise Eur’s streets, parks, and Laghetto, and mentioned
that the national archives museum brings a fair amount of visitors.
They said that the wide streets made Eur seem like Washington DC
in America. They also said there are patrol and control measures so
crime is not a problem. The police force is run through the municipio,
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not privately, which gives it more legitimacy. However, when per-
sistent, they did acknowledge the prostitutes. They were less in favor
of the architectural divide in the city, which they linked to politics. The
men said it needs order. They described the new buildings such as
the Fuksas Congress Hall as communist, and felt that these buildings
do not fit with the neighborhood, going as far as to say that these
buildings violate the fascist character of the neighborhood. They are,
however, in favor of the aquarium design.

These men also described Eur as not a real neighborhood: there is
no market, for example. There is significant conflict over development
in the neighborhood, on both sides. These men discussed a Formula
1 racecar track that was planned for the neighborhood (but did not
come to fruition): they said it would have brought high end tour-
ism, which would have benefitted Eur. They also did not seem to be
pleased with oversight in the district: according to them, SpA does not
do much, but the Municipio doesn't really either. Overall, Eur has good
design, but bad material repair. They referenced Luna Park, an old
amusement park which went bankrupt. Although it was once popular,
all that stands now is the ferris wheel from Christoforo Colombo. They
also discussed an old bicycle track which is being torn down, they are
in favor of building luxury apartments there. In contrast to many other
interviewees, the men do not like the Laghetto; they said it was where
the immigrants hang out. Near the end, they mentioned Romolo Vase-
li, who was a real estate owner and strong fascist hero.

Later in the afternoon, the team approached a group of women in
their mid 30s-40 that work along Viale Ludwig von Beethoven. One
woman stayed to talk, although she admitted she did not know much
about the neighborhood. The Laghetto is very important to her un-
derstanding of the neighborhood, and she described it as a definite
positive aspect of Eur. She said that there is little space and the neigh-
borhood is very dense, and agreed that she contributed to this: she
commutes to Eur for work but leaves as soon as work ends. She noted
that people that work in Eur do not know the people that live in the
neighborhood. According to her, Eur is known for its business and
shopping (admittedly for a segment of the population), and one of the
largest and most well known employers is Poste Italiane. She would
like to increase the parking availability.

On Thursday, February 14th researchers explored the other side of
Colombo, outside of our specific section of Eur. Crossing Christoforo
Colombo is very dangerous, and there is an immediate change in the
atmosphere. Walking by the Renzo Piano towers, where construction
is still halted, the next stop on the metro line is below an immigrant
market, and a large Filipina community is selling and eating street food
and hanging out in the park. The first person interviewed was in his
late twenties, and listening to music and eating before he was stopped.
He confirmed that this gathering happens Thursdays and Sundays
because of work schedules (Thursdays are half days and Sundays are
off.) People get there as early as 1pm and may stay as late as 11pm, or
whenever the last Metro comes. In fact, there are more people at night
(after 6pm). They felt safe, because it is a public park. This young man
had been in Rome for a year, and was currently without work.

The group then moved to a group of slightly older men. They de-
scribed the people that gather here as coming from all over the city,
as far as north of Piramide. This may be part of the reason why there
was a lack of people who specifically work in our study area, at least
in terms of those interviewed. Even though most of them don’t even
work in Eur, they are used to coming, and everyone here is considered
family, like “cousins.” There is clearly a strong sense of community in
this area.
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V. Typology Tables

Street Typology

Boulevard
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Medium to high car traffic

Multiple divided lanes

High levels of informal parking
Street trees (single species)

Wide or narrow sidewalks depending
on land use of buildings

Asphalt sidewalks

Commercial
Street

i@

OMMERCIAL

Wide sidewalks with street trees
but less sidewalk embellishments
such as grass patches.
Cobblestone sidewalks
Occasional planters, may have
pedestrian benches

High car and pedestrian traffic

Avenue

=

MENVE

Low volume car traffic

Two lanes

Parking both sides of street- low
levels of informal parking

Wide cobblestone material
sidewalks

Institutional
Street

T
I e J D S

Little to no sidewalks, made of
asphalt

No landscaping

Medium volume car and
pedestrian traffic

High levels of informal and formal
parking

Residential
Street

Single species street trees on both
sides of the street

Streets and sidewalks shaded
Sidewalk embellishments including
benches and bicycle racks are usually
present.

Width and material of sidewalk is
dependent on traffic flow
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Building Typology

Hybrid Block

Combination of two or more building types

In EUR's context, the hybrid is a multistory tower
attached to a one- or two-story base

Base usually forms a continuous facade connecting two
or more towers

No separation between entrances of base and sidewalk,
allowing the ground floor to be used as a commercial
space

Slab Building

Flat building with a controlled depth

Units arranged along a corridor with single or multiple
cores depending on the building length

Often greater than four stories in height

Palazzine

Multi-story (3,4,5,6,9)

Multiple units per floor

Freestanding building with balconies and roof terraces
May be aligned or set back from sidewalk with grilled
walls along the perimeter providing some security and
privacy for the ground floor apartments

Photos Taken by Hannah Brockhaus
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Land Use

Residential The utilization of single or multi-family housing on a property, which

may or may not be also above commercial shops or offices.

Commercial-Office The utilization of offices whether it is within a residential building,

above commercial shops, or an entirely separate use.

Commercial-Shop A business that is open to the public and is accessible from the street.
It may be part of another building or below residential or offices

spaces.

Service/Infrastructure A building dedicated to public services (e.g. post office, fire

department, police department)

Educational A building or part of a building that is dedicated to schooling or
advanced education, whether public or private.
Religious A religiously institutional building that is recognized as a place of

worship.

Photos Taken By Hannah Brockhaus
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Comnent: Sy, Coipg, from buidivgs o1 ot side,

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces M / A

Presence of Furniture OYes O No

Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium O High

Pedestrian Traffic O Low 0 Medium O High

Maintenance O Low 0 Medium 0 High

Comments: Street Layout
Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = l Establishments

Types of Establishments 0 Bar/Restaurant [ Business/Office ySchool

(Specify in Comments) O Government (O Other

Comments: .
Other Material

Presence of Publicity )les 0O No

Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting w)ther

Presence of Decor PQYes O No

Decor Quality DTradntlonal Modern

Amount of Decor 0 Medium O High

Comments: o

Awem 68 o&wr lﬂug lens ~plants i Lhab,
7{% Stickave preddwinade &6 ¢ %Wét//?st /pa/eg
3 5
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) CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: _ Vormig Awhan Street Segment: VIIG»[L» America 8-
Date: 2/ 14/ (3 TimeIn:_10:30  Time Out: _|Q:07 (oalkd oy o ﬁ)

Weather Conditions: __ Supny . ~=I0°
g L

Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street

Street Type
Street Direction 0 One Way ﬂTwo Ways
Number of Lanes = 2[ =%
Dividing Barriers Present? ﬂYes 0O No

Comments: Thpge, |omes — with shreb By sheyps | Street is e d
for passing /parking for shops. Dividivg. barrier beween fuso
lomdly cun, 81’\(3)0 shveek (s combination s\ . greensie..
Q""k“g) wlegadedsivto Aivision; Sams like main yrad_

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? }ﬁ Yes O No
Trees or Shubbery Present? ﬁ Yes 0O No
= Street Furniture Present? Ye u] f
paas . . M yes . No —> Budaes in iy, Loci
l 5 Q Width of Sidewalk(s) =_"7 units = meters PATK. ! V?

Comments: * Uh”’ O‘[) C]“O‘.Q iS M/S'}”&QS Trees (

. preent indydg
v(xg/(d-aﬂog bmbrella_ pivgg Gy, 0live (?ﬁ-wes, Most adorg ez
S ve leaves . | Sideppk i bk cobblestre. andl gspha [t gl
Benchex aure Bor s gtop. W{{;

as '
Street/Sidewalk State
Condition 0O Poor ® Fair 0 Good
Repair Material Used XNew %Grtg-mal-

Comments: k}DI@‘H’ }S Ug@(? /41{ [ (s veed. ¥

| COWr asphatt
(Globlestone ports baemlvaﬂco o &I-Y@@%b o ok s ‘pafwfbué n (
e 16 ﬂroafm\/‘g =3 wew{s]&ft. Alee. g.g;Hl‘yza Stck in Crtiices |

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street O One Side lﬁTwo Sides
Street Cover/Shade O Low D{Medium O High
Maintenance K Low 0 Medium O High

Comments: TY'EZ-S p)’edo\mh/ﬁ(w“/d/ oy~ wa)e;{— +b€ . Oy\
tuse lomes, o Bhode,. Sidaweks have, m(mmaj(;mﬁgp e

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture [ﬂ\Yes O No

Density/Presence of People M Low 0 Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic 0O Low WMedium O High
Maintenance NLow 0 Medium 0 High

Comments: po\rk y\[ﬁk{; Viexok +o sheer '-YWG{‘TOS'{‘O‘{) adoseby.
Lower nombe; of el — ay prckup o(tm‘rg Junch B, (now 11t

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = |4 Establishments
Types of Establishments MBar/Restaurant JZ]’ Business/Office O School
(Specify in Comments) O Government pﬁ Other

Comments: BGU/&'/ Restavansd domiade, 5 Twe Adcthing shoves 3 Boipnk
Qaﬁ ijms for lower Level B dporbnent bm’ldhg& immmj’ejg

present

Other Material

Presence of Publicity ﬂYes O No

Type of Publicity }ﬁ Flyers OTarp O Painting O Other
Presence of Decor NYes 0O No

Decor Quality OTraditional X Modern

Amount of Decor p{Low 0 Medium D High

Comments: ’0{)[)/,‘ 4 ['E }’m‘mm! “oh onv lodo b()l‘l{'h Ove, -Q g Poy-

WCQ'V"I M la)u ( © %% . o i I
o ‘Idtwhl Yoxes gfkrlm% weys., Ok is minimal “@W¢baslm%~

3
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Street Profile Researcher: & Ynice A,m Neun Street Segment: _&_q;‘howy) /

Date: 5"//4/ (2 Time In: _2:Qf PM_ Time O{t: g
er Viey Weather Conditions: 5/)1()4/&1 ) ’V/Oo

&Uﬂ/uﬂ«[ K (6)’0@&/!-)”&53 Quantitative and Qualitative Data

S)du;)a/[k For Whole Street

Street Type
J/ Street Direction 0 One Way MTWO Ways

Number of Lanes = &V
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes /MNO

L]i —)H_ij L Comments: /%lin ywag(cov\ M[ M‘O\JA’)\ . V\'LCVS'ZCJ{( (;o‘l'l’l
' £
Cobhctoras \]‘/ de@ mjvo/éo( % Ebm)azé P céyo(u%m Ea;rﬂrbmé

J

— Street Layout

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? )ﬁ Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? %Yes O No
PO—(,QS: Street Furniture Present? O Yes \ﬁj No
| & e PR Width of Sidewalk(s) = units = meters
Comments: .
X Mﬁlg %WJ el ygleg mst’Qo 0.
“neicoprech,/ Bliy PO
Street/Sidewalk State
Condition 0O Poor &Fair 0 Good
Repair Material Used 0 New y@)riginal
Comments: }/\/lﬂvc(xrkl( Wmii' ceam h’) b{/ 1:\/) Need O/é)
ey —> M&dﬂa clmm'vg ol libley /Lo and
(FZNUEN
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces Street Profile
Presence on Street 0 One Side bﬂl‘wo Sides
Street Cover/Shade Iﬂ)Low 0 Medium O High

Maintenance Low 0 Medium 0 High

A
Comments: m lm S)'\&J.L/ {-}]l‘g Rt :
le¥g in w%ﬁl son loob skl cold,Ttw pfi mémw }r,Hg, %

= Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture OYes % No

Density/Presence of People ¥ Low 0 Medium O High RERE "r"q\ IR ;|| ” r—]ﬂ F
Pedestrian Traffic ﬂLow 0 Medium 0 High % A w

Maintenance IMLOW O Medium O High p VID lﬂﬁ)o

Comments: %W{ 4'25 %&—M VMI% ‘H"{A:b K i Street Layout
&S bans & cwves nall &1/@}5@)' iaiierh b oo Iﬁﬁﬂi& ay

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = 24 Establishments
Types of Establishments D]JBar/Restaurant ﬁ Business/Office O School
(Specify in Comments) ﬁ@ovemment 0 Other

Comments: M'h[ ﬁ-g ec@,\@yzﬂ/' Number Ge }CDW&/ V#S'
Sv)ge)rw(/rksj;’ad‘ S[oacm(%&)}z)m& — Qe qusgzlgb;é? -

Other Material
Presence of Publicity Iﬁ)Y es O No
Type of Publicity X)Flyers OTarp O Painting ?Other
Presence of Decor mes O No
Decor Quality OTraditional AX)Modern
Amount of Decor O Low edium O High

Comments: %}O/IQ Q{?O ihdl}c&l& G‘AQZ"@@ %\/ O(dg
OZCOV @ monien "olcmk, Mu‘@t»‘rgj ob wante oy aCvests.

3 5
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P&(C@S =

Width of Sidewalk(s)
[ 5 foct

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: Vp e A,mlnm Street Segng%tb: V&’L,S‘}'pu( ’
Date: 9\'/ 14 / [2 Time In: H*53> Time Out: _|2' 30.¢M

(4]
Weather Conditions: SUWm()L ; ~ 0" ¢

Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street

Street Type
Street Direction NOne Way O Two Ways
Number of Lanes =

Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes N No
Comments: Strech olireckion s gomrg. troads Viale AWMCZ&J' Sheeh
almogh game ikt ovg Ham siduanlk; Ore. OF o

: I
Doy shreate into Viale America,
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? ﬁ Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? % Yes ONo .
Street Furniture Present? ﬂ Yes ONo —3% &Jﬂd\lg % %&M

= _Jfl’_ units= __ meters
Comments: Smlkg uged. OJS ‘ s ; (llng o ll -
A b of am%s\‘n% m%%mb )J

bw'/ab'rg& G sides rectomipmank hall ) 6ter s eolobestone.
Uit are oces, /ehricles % asp is co

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition 0 Poor N Fair 0 Good
Repair Material Used . I%New J{ Originak

Comments: A6WH’ uged ower- OKSP\”M,H') c@bbkg'{'o\f@g"ﬂ” &Q{’V]g mc(,
GV‘I'@"M[.

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street O One Side %Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade O Low 0 Medium [ High
Maintenance O Low N Medium O High

267 ROr edushrions so don’s Sy for

Comments: Tyees Cower wl% well gj douion ke —"aH-ho@; creges el
love.
]

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture ﬁYeS ONo = B@ma"\@s
Density/Presence of People WLOW 0 Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic P(‘Low 0 Medium O High
Maintenance 0 Low MMedium O High

Comments: 8ol 15 ke M&[%Jo B Jagrs CXiL@tS
ts Apartnepy covnp)»% — vl mp.}s :'ma;yﬁﬂﬁ ~

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishment = 4 Establishments
Types of Establishments D Bar/Restaurant )ZV Business/Office 0 School
0 Government %Other
‘Comments: - g _}” A ,
L‘*’V@Wg\ Comtess o C . . o )
) cmmz,ma[o) Dol 5 Ngdaio 5 Spidlint_

Cavr &WJ‘ Corneve hanes Bloves T @g—’ams teide. vesidonbs) bxuﬂ%g

(Specify in Comments)

Other Material

Presence of Publicity MAYes O No

Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting KOther (P) “@t(ﬂlg\
Presence of Decor OYes X No

Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern

Amount of Decor ﬁ-l:ew 0 Medium O High

E;imem %@Wﬁdw“‘w wm%émj Diblici. s
e < () g —> 7 v T
St ppb Obvione pnb}(Lq'{e}ﬁl g = aall o frond of hﬂd{@» s

3
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

(’vcm‘vg Wosym)

Street Layout

B =
| 55 Geok

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: y Street Segment: E/Y’Om

Date: RS/ / |13 Time In: _ /9 :374/M Time Out:

Weather Conditions: SIM%A,J ~ | 066

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street

Street Type
Street Direction 0 One Way MTWO Ways
Number of Lanes =

Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes M No

;:mments: e, of az'ohavljo — a,H-Mm;%b eadas (ncdvde, Cob“g_g‘[z)w,
' Mt@shosgméoﬂ bihwean asphedtoid colbe glove |

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? bﬁ; Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? X; Yes ONo
Street Furniture Present? ﬁ Yes ONo
Width of Sidewalk(s) = 5[ S5 units= __ meters
Comments: i
Unike = an/slm‘&)s 3 Sidowalk (g cobbleghme wopld,

SM VD . Ihlx{(m wbh con o Is
creke/light, o |
ka SPermyga k’b SJ‘OYQ& S)WEQ;LRNW?: W?/{wz‘lgg/p}as%'c b

benehs, Planters/ Plant concii. Pn@_xmm‘[m/mk

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition O Poor ﬁ Fair 0 Good
Repair Material Used O New MOriginal

(,Jomments: NC)JO Ladc W Vieedl, O‘Q CdVE’lﬂg V{)’mr/mwvy)%ﬂe@
Preznce. 68 smgl| WHer pre. domivades. ‘
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Street Profile
Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces
Presence on Street 0 One Side ml“wc Sides
Street Cover/Shade X‘Low MMcdium O High
Maintenance \ﬁ Low 0 Medium O High
Comments: TYEC.& W Oﬁjp Jeaues. 0 Sl/‘adb 'p@vn 8}’Dtd074)§ (‘H’) M)
Mo e s Winsal sy sl [ty colerhvs, here o tpers
~=Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Presence of Furniture KY es O No
Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium N,High TR N nhm [ WFY/L‘!T /
Pedestrian Traffic 0 Low 0 Medium JDHigh &‘—\———’—T’_’_'_\-\ £
Maintenance O Low %Medium O High

Sommens Quaskion of vestayaonls ac a_dbllechio, = public? o

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = M Establishments

Types of Establishments ¥ Bar/Restaurant MBusiness/Ofﬁce 0 School
(Specify in Comments) 0 Government O Other

Comments: Spves frar clbu’ma / 300@’73/ AL dpominade.
Mednald 6131@/&%1\0 Rone

Other Material
Presence of Publicity )ﬁtes O No
Type of Publicity OFlyers  OTarp O Painting )ﬁOther
Presence of Decor KYes 0 No
Decor Quality OTraditional J}ﬁ] Modern
Amount of Decor 0 Low )ﬁ)\dedium O High

Comments: pubhu% on )Q)& @'bp 8[8}4& (P)M‘?Cﬂ,l?x ,&Aﬁ‘klﬁ/
A, de’}izg
MDm:;ff)Qiﬂ-%cdo( Yﬁ)/ u IVA:;?, (g'ovgg
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: Z: / / 1T

Street Segment: \./\ Wle

Date: [Y1* .6 €%

Time In: fl %S Timeous 2755

Weather Conditions: / (,* ' S tan ;)/‘

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction 0 One Way & Two Ways
Number of Lanes = ? )
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes B No
Comments:
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? Yes 0 No
Trees or Shubbery Present? }Z Yes 0ONo
Street Furniture Present? O Yes X No

Width of Sidewalk(s)

Comments:

= units = 10 meters :)“h\ 52$)’

Ltdk/ 7 ‘/2/, (i@g//lm;fcq

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition
Repair Material Used
Comments:

S d ‘QJ«”‘MJ Mgl ef

0 Poor 0 Fair £ Good
0O New [ Original

/ (wé&,‘/“*»’;

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street 0 One Side P Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade 0 Low 2 Medium O High
Maintenance O Low N Medium O High
Comments: T
Gerduog 705 cp p1h Gs, bal )/m sl s Fhe su iy
W/ iy gl s mw T p, /’//”A
7

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Presence of Furniture OYes H No
Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium fyHigh
Pedestrian Traffic 0O Low 0 Medium K High
Maintenance 0 Low O Medium & High
Comments:

i 4 sh /L“ &jﬂ’ U/’/“a in fidp il

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Number of Establishments . :ﬁ' 5 7 Establishments
Types of Establishments X Bar/Restaurant [ Business/Office O School
(Specify in Comments) O Government O Other
Comments: ong of Mo oldis o (185

Seaovl 8 RSP, bay 7 L(nm‘t;] St o éﬁ“‘#@ v
harr Gty howy Yy Fhe, A/L’v ) oﬁ/uj oa ty ot nde oF spell”

1 vallagl (hiaf B (U i e
¥ A

Other Material
Presence of Publicity KYes /,? No
Type of Publicity u] Fl¥ers K Tarp O Painting O Other
Presence of Decor E?Yes 0 No
Decor Quality OTraditional & Modern
Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium 0 High
Comments:

N\x\md /wfl/‘“@.vw [ avt /u\l L s a)

r@r 2N BN 0,\%5
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

\ H,e
L whom] S P
\ oo 77N
\ Ol oy gzl
V| ot ) [ pferpahora L Lpae
\ /wmn\""‘)‘\ -
Street Layout

‘u | @M ﬁ\)?

o ..,.,..,.,A.,_,/—v//

N A x

" ‘)-(7 pag P~z
N { ik

[ NS

\

\

Jtary \

% — T~

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: _ L/{/(b t Street Segment: l/', ale ¢ // ' /%ﬁ/\ﬂ Sf e
Date: /IL/ oy ‘:""5 Time In: /Z o Time Out: /Z'; 25 )
Weather Conditions: /0 P > Ly{,’\,/\/a/-“
Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street

Street Type

Street Direction 0 One Way R Two Ways

Number of Lanes =2

Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes X(No

Comments:
Sidewalks

On Both Sides of Street? N Yes ONo

Trees or Shubbery Present? @ Yes O No

Street Furniture Present? I Yes [ No

Width of Sidewalk(s) = units = meters

Comments: e e {i,

MW e o0 Stalh cike .
= ’ T b O
Cre Sude Jj\/«zé% lag caWy pats, ok be
One <o Wl i L e P9 bgidag
i

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition 0 Poor O Fair A Good
Repair Material Used B New O Original
Comments:
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street 0 One Side 0 Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade 0 Low 0 Medium 0 High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Presence of Furniture NYes 0 No
Density/Presence of People §Low 0 Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic 0 Low J2 Medium 0 High
Maintenance 0 Low i Medium 0 High
Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Number of Establishments = Establishments

Types of Establishments
(Specify in Comments)

Comments:

e1 . ;N i 7
(e 417«‘-\ (6lim ~ ?U;\’ A otuale Gro ) pholbes y Sita

o s mal P 222 G ot sn wof St 5o M b M
/ J M W, T ¢

@'Bar/Restaurant K Business/Office O School

O Government  (j Other /—17 P

Other Material
Presence of Publicity DOYes X No
Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting O Other
Presence of Decor OYes 0 No
Decor Quality DOTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium 0O High
Comments:

U

7L

P s
~ AvN

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

i Ph ooy i /v“wf/(
[

Street Layout R

D M

Y oor W |
L YL g

g
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) /
; .. \ :
Researcher: U:gd/ Street Segment:_ V(o dell Llgttma
Date: L/l L Feb Time In: |, 50 Time Out: | oo

Weather Conditions: < AN V\i ‘ﬁ‘@ C

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction 7 One Way 0 Two Ways
Number of Lanes = |
](:)fl‘:/’it‘:{lmg‘ \E?xl'r;l‘e\rs\ Present? O Yes K No
Comments:
st g s S g
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? K Yes O No
Trees or Shubbery Present? K Yes ONo
Street Furniture Present? O Yes XN No
Width of Sidewalk(s) =5 ™  units= L_éfr) meters
Comments: / 26 5

g b ‘gt r pd vt # /
Aol = §172) ,,LIJLVL.}/-( dn) (TR Mot Ml S9OBT pa e I ity
]

fa‘v\’: ‘\))y\y\\y‘\ ,(‘.;\u,) C} N2t A t,(,’r"’ il S‘l“hh/h/k
0

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition O Poor O Fair & Good
Repair Material Used B New O Original
Comments:

r

Somt ey g ety ok o] Larg o b |1

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street O One Side ﬁ Two Sides

Street Cover/Shade 0O Low & Medium 0 High
Maintenance 0O Low [ Medium O High
Comments:

éf\)""“rn arftbealy  Adut@e, Mk raop A R i, oF e
7

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

v

Presence of Furniture OYes @ No
Density/Presence of People B Low 0 Medium 0 High
Pedestrian Traffic K Low 0 Medium 0 High
Maintenance N Low K Medium 0 High
Comments:

. oYy 2 7 ]
pabiic PNV vy T\,v’/’/&‘kf At e T

i

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

N,

«‘(vﬂ\m(/(llhll to,\,.\)./ﬂk‘}\] Ty

4
Number of Establishments = C Establishments
Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office 0 School
(Specify in Comments) --0-Government —(1-Other———

Comments:

~ 4y /Hl/

Other Material
Presence of Publicity OYes W No
Type of Publicity OFlyers DOTarp O Painting O Other
Presence of Decor OYes 0O No
Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

P
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+

Street Layout

| e
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: /][, Street Segment: /., ludy /70 4
Date: | Y™ of T2, TimeIn: /725 Time Out: 2,5
Weather Conditions:__/¢ "¢ Siamn o

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction X One Way 0 Two Ways
Number of Lanes =_ |
Dividing Barriers Present? 0 Yes $BrNo
Comments:
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? KN Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? [@ Yes ONo
Street Furniture Present? O Yes X No
Width of Sidewalk(s) = & units = _L meters
Comments:
Street/Sidewalk State
Condition O Poor O Fair A Good
Repair Material Used ¥ New 0 Original
Comments:
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street O One Side I Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade O Low ® Medium O High
Maintenance O Low K Medium O High
Comments:

w2rlside of et

Mot gletedh e~ on

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture OYes % No

Density/Presence of People O Low K Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic & Low 0 Medium 0O High
Maintenance O Low (3 Medium O High

Comments:

% i le qq 73
\9\,\.1 PO AW\-]M{; dab 0yl ke ﬂ)%( e /7]‘4(‘«‘ GRS U8 j} 0//3,;

O e, ) 9
ety w/b ay pabit §p s

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Governmept Offices
Number of Establishments = ’Wé 1 Establishments

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

i
U1V~

/
\ .' I"

! A= ; —
s S/deuvl/((l,,_,_“z’?__‘___!_____“ Sicati

Types of Establishments D Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office & School
(Specify in Comments) O Government O Other
Comments:

hy Yo gL I

Other Material

Presence of Publicity )XIYes & No
Type of Publicity HFlyers OTarp  OPainting 0 Other /
Presence of Decor OYes O No
Decor Quality OTraditional A Modern
Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium 0O High
Comments:

0Bl / Sthovy ey
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7
Researcher: _ |

Street Segment: Vit d"“k

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Date: /t/. o L ; 5 Time In: LL Time Out: fo » 5D Presence on Street )Z'«One Side 0 Two Sides
Weather Conditions: 1V " /17 ) S Va Street Cover/Shade O Low X Medium O High
o o Maintenance O Low 0 Medium Q(High
Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street Cpmments: P 7 i
Street Type Wile e Sus vn Soaliern Qlo o F styedl o611 wbiithy IS
Street Direction 0 One Way A Two Ways targe fredd dab wmoatos Lok fet fat -
Number of Lanes = L Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Dividing Barriers Present? 0 Yes A No Presence of Furniture BYes 0 No
Comments: Density/Presence of People O Low « Medium 0O High
Pedestrian Traffic 0 Low K Medium 0O High
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium S/ High
Ny Comments:
INAG PR Ay doy puC butes
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? @Yes oMo Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Trees or Sh.ubbery Present? R Yes (o Number of Establishments =Q Establishments
Str.eet Fumllture Present? 0 Yes . ONo Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant )1‘] Business/Office O School
WaESaalki) e lL meters « 3 > (Specify in Comments) # Government  [J] Other
Comments: 5"" ( 2.0 i ]
€orfindakrin (Bprinret duld: n) Ty o P el
Lp‘///ogt,um )
q il
e (1 dava J/[ i oI e Ao 24 /3 Sﬁ”f CRJ Mgy /f “r ';‘1/7/5, dontres \\; ass ey 7 p ol ind LI%V reprts D
Other Material
Street/Sidewalk State Presence of Publicity OYes M No
Condition O Poor O Fair /& Good Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting 0 Other
Repair Material Used New 0 Original L{ i Presence of Decor OYes 0O No
Comments: ﬁ’» /s 5. | 7/ lL{ Decor Quality OTraditional 0 Modern
" @46& . F‘”B PR ﬂ,ﬁlw / § hee 7 ” Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium O High
Side wiliet : Comments:
. b3 PP
G s o Einj
“va 767
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Street Profile

)
(oot 145 !

|

Street Layout

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: f”\)‘}' Street Segment; V)4 % Ly VRE] Har 1
Date: Hrﬂ‘ of 25 Time In: (|2 0O Time Out: h‘(qyb
Weather Conditions: ’S—M/’tﬁ— 4 L
Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street

Street Type

Street Direction @ One Way & Two Ways

Number of Lanes -

Dividing Barriers Present? Eers 0 No

Comments:
pavcd wsPhull piarze in e Ce
O s tne —rh b2 Mh2h'c {J)’E‘/ﬁ T (,\// A

dbml/@ﬁ'\/‘”\

[) ,( i J,dj S ]L)r-f @,-//—

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? & Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? K Yes ONo 9 hvl
Street Furniture Present? A0 Yes 0O No _J/
Width of Sidewalk(s) = éL units= _/_»  meters T Z;M ~ Hm
Comments: L2

g‘?}ee“‘ N go:;)/\/ﬁﬂj D( ﬂk_(";’(/’"f C7kf 7> ﬂw"b Zl/Zj
(51 Wémﬂd ) o g)m%,uL

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition O Poor . K Fair XGood
Repair Material Used K] New 0 Original
Comments:

- ' de - 4 k. & cob
e @) gﬂ\”( ot fc//7"llf (S an /17/]/2\ K /_L l’ }»vi/"l)j V\’Vl} )\/VLL
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR’

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street O One Side

& Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade 0 Low St Medium 0 High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium ;High
Comments:

6‘[}?6/\/“7 L"")Ix‘1 MJ;4+0\MW of Vﬂg{/'L‘:\‘M [l 4/L7 ﬁ‘f P7,ju7/7/« i e of V‘JAL]

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture KYes 0 No
Density/Presence of People KLow 0 Medium 0O High
Pedestrian Traffic ¥Low 0 Medium 0 High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium ‘™ High
Comments:

WS penchag n Pluzzed i anrer #f riad
sl )

_Drthyrailitd

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments - 42 Establishments

Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant -0 Business/Office 0 School
(Specify in Comments) -0 Government O Other

Comments:

oty rtilehll nedf dsotov)

Other Material
Presence of Publicity OYes & No
Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting 0 Other
Presence of Decor OYes O No
Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:

Street Profile
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Street Layout
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Researcher: [/lo7~ street Segment: |/, dodl' £ % H’N;% g Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces
- . il . /o
Date: ™ ot Feb Time In: )* $  Time Out: —u— Presence on Street O One Side A Two Sides
Weather Conditions: UL ., P Street Cover/Shade 0O Low 1 Medium O High
L Maintenance O Low l?ﬁ-‘Medium O High
Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street Comments:
Street Type
Street Direction [ One Way 0 Two Ways
Number of Lanes & l Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes K No Presence of Furniture OYes )iﬂ No
Comments: Density/Presence of People O Low K Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic l;\! Low 0 Medium 0 High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? M Yes ONo
Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Trees or Shubbery Present? B Yes 0O No B
. Number of Establist = | Establishments
Street Furniture Present? O Yes A No . i
5 . il Types of Establishments 0 Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office & School
Width of Sidewalk(s) = 7 units= _/- C meters
(Specify in Comments) 0 Government O Other
Comments:
Comments:
 larfwy Siksv
Other Material
Street/Sidewalk State Presence of Publicity OYes ® No
Condition 0 Poor O Fair ) Good Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp OPainting O Other
Repair Material Used ¥ New 0 Original Presence of Decor OYes O No
Comments: Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor 0O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:
1 3
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Researcher: V/
/L/ ) i
Date: "~ Feh

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Eoma (EUR)
A2 . \
C / ok Street Segment: Vi 5 i 3 /‘j;‘”/’““

Time In: l// 65‘ Time Out: 20~ Z'O

B U
daif W‘o\lm.'.-n \

Weather Conditions: l LY 6aan ;)

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street

Street Type
Street Direction X One Way 0 Two Ways
Number of Lanes = {
é Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes % No
" Comments:

Lo

it Sidewalks

5%/
On Both Sides of Street? K Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? & Yes ONo ™t At
Street Furniture Present? O Yes W No

Width of Sidewalk(s)

Comments:

= W units= i %5 meters Gttt AL

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition
Repair Material Used

Comments:

O Poor ¥ Fair 0 Good
R New 0 Original
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces Street Profile
Presence on Street O One Side K Two Sides -
Street Cover/Shade }ﬁLcw 0 Medium O High o/ Vi dobin ¥ ,églw/u o
Maintenance {0 Low 0 Medium O High
Comments: A o a “Y
g , \
"-"“7 o e Lha=l dye Y cfffafj T8~ () sy B /,7*6‘73? Y. n %QL‘;\”/

o=t Iy ) 4P
Piazzas and Other Public Spac/es

ta

Vit dofln (4 m.ca

]
(] Y {
\;,L‘Z/{# ;ﬁ‘f

,

Presence of Furniture OYes K No : “——"—]\_,’__/_/L,,——J—%/ da k‘
Density/Presence of People 0 Low K Medium O High 1 etk Sheer + WV\"?
Pedestrian Traffic @ Low 0 Medium O High
Maintenance O Low £ Medium 0 High
Comments: Strele { Layout
Pecat s T Compaiy sony f 0 i orty (1 Ble. rrtmed l/;ﬂJ ) )
0. f5.de Threge Greas % v@\ N N i

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices — AR \\ | \
Number of Establishments = ‘ Establishments T / A i
Types of Establishments ( Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office g School L
(Specify in Comments) X Government O Other o
Comments: e |

By Vionas b oot oa vy I Gt ) Peltrs oy EorD PRI ekl wé:{ ll i

st Zhetie |

Other Material i
Presence of Publicity OYes X No /
Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting 0 Other ’ 9\\ |
Presence of Decor OYes O No | v ) : \ N\
Decor Quality OTraditional X Modern | N \{J \ .EA) ,’ !
Amount of Decor 0O Low 0 Medium O High 1 \: :“; "’( S ‘)
Comments: 1\“ ;( | A
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR’ Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR
Hounnal, % [ ”/

Researcher: AS Street Segment: ? (dz2 ' e Z- S— Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Date: 2 \A Time In: _{Z-‘\?ll_ Time Out: __—3_ Presence on Street /R( One Side 0 Two Sides j S [/(Z(

Weather Conditions: \SUN curund (0”1 Street Cover/Shade 0O Low ﬁMedium 0 High
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium 9@{] 'High

uantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street Comments:
Street Type Lot /{/A
. : AN
Street Direction )QOne Way 0 Two Ways 1 i =

Number of Lanes = g Piazzas and Other Public Spaces MM/M “ﬂ%m f/' (///4‘4 é’ﬂ/
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes }(‘No /7 Wj OLM Presence of Furniture E& es 0 No W %7/ J’ 7

Comments: Density/Presence of People O Low /Izﬂs/ledium -/‘/(i () High
C@M}L(/; Pedestrian Traffic O Low 0 Medium ﬁ‘fdigh
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium yigh
‘ Comments:
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? %(Yes ONo
Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Trees or Shubbery Present? Yes ONo %
i /%Z % J@@z ( W ) Number of Establishments = @/\ Establishments
Street Furniture Present? O Yes
— C gwum 7y Types of Establishments 0 Bar/Restaurant [ Business/Office ﬁ/School
Width of Sidewalk(s = units = meters
e (Specify in Comments) 0 Government O Other M/\ AU V/,/\
Comments: -
omments:

\‘3‘ wike k- Baakuo

AN T 55 42\5,‘(

Other Material
Street/Sidewalk State Presence of Publicity OYes N0

Condition 0 Poor O Fair Good Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp 0O Painting O Other
Repair Material Used O New O Original n / a ( m’%/‘/’/k@/ ?) Presence of Decor OYes 0 No
Comments: CMMU Decor Quality OTraditional 0 Modern

Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium O High

Comments:

%{ﬁ/ﬁ Ut 4 ﬁ/ le MAHMWI/\J
1 3
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Street Profile

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR:

Researcher: _pkouuna— Street Segment:_ Tl vzl be 2

Time In: | £ 30 (72484

Date: Time Out:
Weather Conditions:
uantitative and Qualitative Data 2
For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction 0 One Way )Q‘wo Ways
- Number of Lanes = ;;2 g
5 7
‘,"Er - N Dividing Barriers Present? 0 Yes }KINO
4 ~f — Comments:
s s - / L s ; —
B sdew. = it
e T A
/ l ().)(S L
Street Layout ,(\ﬂ/ @ aJW&f@j
— —_— S N
? \\ ' i Sidewalks
\ ) - On Both Sides of Street? ?(Yes O No
( \ Trees or Shubbery Present? )Zﬁ Yes ONo
\,\_J P Street Furniture Present? O Yes o
-~ ) Width of Sidewalk(s) = ) units = meters
"V/\ — Comments:
) /A
Q) I
U~ |
Street/Sidewalk State
- Condition 00r _— /ﬁéair 0 Good
//’ Repair Material Used (New O Original
oL,
= C ts: ) {
; | @%CK e QUx‘/\/w;/s b € v
" - “ 3 CW’/W
/ | \ow( - 4 Mﬁqﬁ
: . Y e pef ndibm,
¢ T
5 1
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

@ne S\itg

Presence on Street 0 Two Sides

Street Cover/Shade O Low 0 Medium 'Plﬁigh

Maintenance O Low 0 Medium %I;Iigh uﬁ,{

Comments: croQ AL

oA

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture Yes O No

Density/Presence of People Eow 0 Medium O High

Pedestrian Traffic §Low 0 Medium O High

Maintenance

Comments:

L

edium —_ ﬁ(High

Wtk s %V/M spce

\/pm\wﬂ@@dw@ MAh b v puk oy |
Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

= Establishments

Number of Establishments
Types of Establishments
(Specify in Comments)

Comments:

N Hole |

O Bar/Restaurant j%guZ;ejsslofﬁccygSThool l)A,O
| 45
(M

O Government ~ S(Other

noke |

Other Material
Presence of Publicity

Type of Publicity

o Presence of Decor

&Sf'/ Decor Quality

Amount of Decor

Comments:

/Mg

Yes 0O No
o Flyers OTarp O Painting D Other
OYes No
OTraditional O Modern
0 Low 0 Medium O High

¥ L e
\\g)\\'i\vj N H{i%%\/g)

LN\)%

R\
RSN X

§
A
A @§ N
\%\@

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

Street Layout
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR] eighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR
Researcher Hdvunatn Street Segment:_Pletroe Rualo 2 Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces oM W
Date: J “4 Time In: M Time Out: M Presence on Street 0 One Side \)Z{Two Sides : Ly
Weather Condmons Lo / = \ SUNM AN \) \ /L\Street Cover/Shade O Low Medium 0 High UW
VV\Q)JVL\/Z{ v\)ﬁb\/l/\/\/(/\ J | v\j’t Maintenance \}J,ow \’g{Medium O High
uantitative and Qualitative Data e N
Sreet Type For Whole Street U U\Q ) (/\/V\ % /\J/\/\/\/
Street Direction 0 One Way ) )ﬁTwo Ways
Number of Lanes = Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Dividing Barriers Present? /Ifi}jyes 0ONo D Presence/gﬂFﬁ}niture OYes 0 No
Comments: Density/Presence of People 0 Low 0 Medium 0 High
/Pé’d/estrian Traffic 0 Low 0 Medium 0 High

4 Maintenance 0 Low O Medium O High
- Comments:
Sidewalks AI/\/J&\A

On Both Sides of Street? /éﬂYes ONo .
) Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Go 71:6/ ment Offices’ \

Trees or Shubbery Present?

Number of Establishments Establishments
Street Furniture Present? X . a/
Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office [} School
Width of Sidewalk(s) meters .
(Specify in Comments) 0 Government [ Other
Comments:
Comments:
N .
y Other Material
{\ Street/Sidewalk State Presence of Publicity OYes %o fmﬁ/?/
/| 1%
Wﬁf\ Condition O Poor 0 Fair ﬂGood Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting ﬁ%)ther LW
- Repair Material Used O New \BOriginal " Presence of Decor OYes QNO
Comments: Decor Quality OTraditional 0 Modern
’ - Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium 0 High
Comments:
1 3
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

==

A

\é/ﬂ\”)\*_ﬂ ?ZL I W il e

— #P\

Street Layout

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 (
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR / /\P@ J<

Researcher: ROU/\/VKQU\/\ Street Segment: (’ o PoL&VMD

Date: '7 “/\A( - Time In: \\\ 67 Time Out: [ (EK/ g % 6 WQ,

Weather Conditions: 1 D NNV

y\%) o Givtd v

uantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction >®le Way 0 Two Ways
Number of Lanes = /:Z 7 /g
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes RNO
Comments:

Sidewalks A #ZL

On Both Sides of Street? MYes 0ONo

Trees or Shubbery Present? O Yes :&(No Vﬁ@%mﬁ%j
Street Furniture Present? O Yes N)o oh Sl W‘

Width of Sidewalk(s) = S— . umts =__  meters bt suale
Commcnts

ot ‘M/?M"M

budt C&Mﬂ/\kg pav’ K W v & ddesdon

Street/Sidewalk State &M/W\/\ é{&m Ao

Condition oor Pﬁalr 0 Good

Repair Material Used 0 New B@rigina}

Comments: Quivittin,
U Vi
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Piazzas d—mces g:l/f/{) S
-//H’I

\N

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street 0 One Side 0O Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade 0 Low )Z‘Medium
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium
Comments:

o

0 High
O High

A AT St o

Presence of Furniture OYes }_‘6}0
Density/Presence of People /IKLOW 0 Medium 0O High
Pedestrian Traffic y'Low 0 Medium 0 High
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium 0 High
Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Number of Establishments = é 2 Establishments
Types of Establishments D Bar/Restaurant O Business/Office O School

(Specify in Comments) O Government [0 Other

Comments:

wndsangl nbag

3 stoves Ll

4

Other Material
Presence of Publicity OYes O No

Q)\ Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting
Presence of Decor OYes O No
Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium
Comments:

O Other

O High

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR]

Street Profile

D \o*
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Street Layout

Eur-Europa Neighborhood Study 90



CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Researcher: H AU PN Street Segment: { |eAvp € PoLukd g
Date: Time In: Time Out:
Weather Conditions:;___ \© g

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction O One Way ﬂ?Qo Ways
Number of Lanes =
D%\%d‘;‘ng/Barriers Present? O Yes ONo
Comments:
ople speet b
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? E)é(es ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? SZiYes /&\Io u:f\ @/\/“/9/\
Street Furniture Present? O Yes /Q(No
Width of Sidewalk(s) =_U/ units= __ meters
Comments:
)
Street/Sidewalk State L,
Condition 0 Poor O Fair /’\Q Good
Repair Material Used 0O New n} Originél
Comments:

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street 0 One Side 0 Two Sides

Street Cover/Shade O Low 0 Medium O High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces CR\/N 2

Presence of Furniture OYes 0 No
Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic 0 Low 0 Medium O High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

QX

Set

Number of Establishments = g Establishments

Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant O Business/Office O School

(Specify in Comments) O Government O Other

Other Material

|
|
o

ﬁSi?es O No

Presence of Publicity

 Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting SIzOther ;
VLL«/\(’KL,LQ/—

Presence of Decor OYes O No

Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern

Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium 0 High
Comments:

Mm\ N
|
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

Wﬁ%\qulﬂ " &?w\{/ I

Street Layout

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Researcher: k—\ ()/V\JV\O\,Q"\

Date: 2 , [a(} 15

Street Segment: A/V\/L,QJ\/UQ 3 j_

Time In: \0 22 Time Out:

Weather Conditions: [0 S SMW

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

Street Type
Street Direction
Number of Lanes
Dividing Barriers Present?

Comments:

For Whole Street

O One Way >(l‘wo Ways

-
O Yes ﬂQf\Io

(Odestone 0dops o st Cuudar ped C4u)

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street?
or Shubbery Present?
P & Street Furniture Present?
G & Width of Sidewalk(s)

covendmy {Uélomments:
C/Q\%j&m Splrze ety @ Sk
\‘1 .S(g\;[ CU\*/F/\SL o ¥e Y@ hes

7§§(es ONo
EKYES 0 No
O Yes /A No
= L units= __ meters

o Leed

oM s dy o, Strapt (G My Gk [sids {m'\ \Q%U\lt\>

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition
Repair Material Used

Comments:

osyp

O Poor Rair 0 Good

O New /@riginal
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

1 Y {
Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces Ko i sude (o

Presence on Street \[F.;One Side O Two Sides
Street Cover/Shade /XLLOW /D@\/Iedium O High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium XHigh

Comments: -5 g5, [roel &8 (/uqh I’V&(/zfa/ el i,

Pigzzas PhREL
NI ¢ i OYes O No

D
S\ Density/Presence of People O Low \Medium ‘High/ - A e
i)~ (A
Pedestrian Traffic 0 Low 0 Medium LD High
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium O High

Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = | 2 Establishments

Types of Establishments )Q‘JBar/Restaurant ;KBusiness/Ofﬂce 0 School
0O Government O Other

Comments: C/\,()MU\/W/&- Stk @CUovj

(Specify in Comments)

Aidobr (G, TR LA
i o o )
Other Material % ‘Yl/\/\/) LAV, § I VU{/‘){ }é@f[ﬂf a s H

Presence of Publicity ’ﬁYes 0 No ywa/\w-)/
Type of Publicity OFlyers O Tarp ﬁ(Painting )2<Other
Presence of Decor )B’Q’es O No

Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern

Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:

D

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Street Profile

I

2
|
— |
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: Street Segment:
Date: Time In: Time Out:
Weather Conditions:

Establishment Typology (Ele dyonivs <

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Each Building
Building Typology
Address
Phone # (if available)
Street Frontage 0 Gated O Cameras O Parking
O Store/Business O Other
Comments:
Number of Units = units
Number of Floors = floors
Upper Floor Use 0 Residential O Office Space O Other
Comments:
Ground Floor Use O Residential O Office Space 0 Other
Comments:

Age/Architectural History 0 20's 0 30's 0 40's 0 50's 0 60's
070's080's090's000's 0 10's

Surface Decoration

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Each Establishment

U (fodle House

Address )2% V, ale (el
Phone # (if available)

Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant B’Bﬁness/ofﬁce 0 School
(Specify in Comments) 0 Government [J Other

Size = 2 units=_____ meters s

Sample Price/Quality = z:, 70 WMassetz, p s €20 //ﬂ""‘?— e
Demographics: 0 To;:%bﬁﬁdrgw%ﬁ?reteens 9-12)

O Teens (13-17) Young Adults (18-26)
Dﬂxlts (Early 30's-60's) erly (60's-Onward)
Comments: z
4 g;ﬁ/ﬁf/h&ﬂ 7\,/47 5‘/@6
7 Ja2e Mtzef
Mp el e Clecoar, _ V2efs

' T\
Ot tonpe house bt of Crep -

State of Repair/Condition O Poor 0 Fair 0 Good
Indication of Vacancy O Yes 0 No
Vacancy = # of units available / # of all units

Presence of Shared Spaces Inside: 0 Yes O No ; Outside 0 Yes [ONo
Construction? O Self Built O Public Development
O Private Development O Other

Comments:

"Hatbn " /C{@W

Establishment Typology
Address H—Ll l/‘fy,[H V9t
Phone # (if available)
Types of Establishments [0 Bar/Restaurant D/Bﬁsiness/Ofﬁce 0 School
(Specify in Comments) 0 Government [ Other
Size = 3 uits=___ meters
Sample Price/Quality = £ 4p et ders £ 6O (° 4‘,
Demographics: 0 Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
O Teens (13-17) aKYoung Adults (18-26)
/D/Adults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)
Comments:
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: Street Segment:
Date: Time In: Time Out:
Weather Conditions:

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

Building Typology
Address
Phone # (if available)

Street Frontage

Comments:

Number of Units
Number of Floors
Upper Floor Use

Comments:

Ground Floor Use

Comments:

Age/Architectural History

Surface Decoration

State of Repair/Condition
Indication of Vacancy
Vacancy

Presence of Shared Spaces

(%“vt L teeny

For Each Building

o

No \/fqu(J /@’V%

D@ted [ Cameras 0 Parking
O Store/Business [ Other

= units
= floors

O Residential O Office Space O Other

O Residential O Office Space O Other

020's030's040's (450's 0 60's
[0 70's080's090's000's O 10's

For Each Establishment
Establishment Typology Blact Aamon e &/,é/

Address y beeth o
Phone # (if available)
Types of Establishments SBar/Restaurant [ Business/Office 0 School
(Specify in Comments) 0O Government [ Other
Size =__ units=____ meters
Sample Price/Quality = /Q/m CpUET. T %>
Demographics: 0 Todélgg/@l‘(ifdﬁemgs O Preteens (9-12)

0 Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26)

0 Adults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)
Comments:

O Poor 0 Fair W 0 Good
O Yes zNo
= # of units available / # of all units

Inside: 0 Yes O Xo ; Outside 0 Yes & No

Construction? O Self Built O Public Development
B’ﬁ"ivate Development 0 Other
Comments: Thedbo feats oo

DUttty Prificah
oo ptefa Ficeces o (e curs Al

pllncvie ¢ pi Aistudi - del tingpuge®

Establishment Typology

Types of Establishments

(Specify in Comments)
Size
Sample Price/Quality

Demographics:

Comments:

"o rgui Weastoe " Yoo
Address % //)‘g / }ﬂ) e W’gmﬂ/ﬁ

Phone # (if available)

O Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office [ School
O Government Df(ﬂher
=J 4. units= meterse€o -
= Leathabhok £[0 ~ Hee
O Toddlgrbéﬁﬂﬁren{?O&?D Preteens (9-12)
O Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26)
0 Adults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)
N L ,/7 )
Tule o1 o/ Ponmode .
say pp! S ot prtasedd
M"‘i{m\\d«kﬂ‘ R o M%SJ“

9 L”Wc\@
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: T)lnlm

Street Segment:__ |/ J€ A’*‘”’/‘Y‘\

TimeIn: |73 Time Out:

Weather Conditions:  Ju/my

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

Building Typology

Address
Phone # (if available)

Street Frontage

Comments:

Number of Units
Number of Floors
Upper Floor Use

Comments:

Ground Floor Use

Comments:

Age/Architectural History

Surface Decoration

State of Repair/Condition
Indication of Vacancy
Vacancy

Presence of Shared Spaces

Construction?

Comments:

For Each Building

hes
\g (/\k /41444‘&<

/D/Gated O Cameras [ Parking
[ Store/Business O Other

= % units

= floors

E‘ﬁesidemial 0 Office Space O Other

Gl At
jﬁi\d ) J@ll" &0
0 Residential 0 Office Space 2Other ™

Re=" chivue Watans o (Euﬂ CLI:/’/’)

020's030's 040's @F'50's 0 60's
070's080's090's 000's 0 10's
fore Mf-hef- (Aw, e

O Poor B’i:air 0 Good
O Yes p’i\lo
= # of units available / # of all units

Inside;v OYes El/ﬁo ; Outside O Yes D’ﬁo
O Self Built O Public Development
p’f’rivate Development O Other

it its=
Tw
\ Sample Price/Quality = fpved rolod Se bg s Mfe

L Y CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
A 1 Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Wiy 7 ¥ I Sy
A ) Quantitative and Qualitative Data
otk " For Each Establishment
e . T A
N , Umee . Rists rane Ga 12 Fx
Establishment Typology (EuR 64 gl =re % _i i
Address ,)’L F, /10\
/e, Phone # (if available)

V)73
54*7 [“ ) dh Types of Establishments D’ﬁar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office 0 School

2 Lm, n) “(Specify in Comments) 0 Government [ Other

7y baam,  SiZ€ = units = meters
Muey " Sample Price/Quality =
y bty Demographics: O Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
é T Mg O Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26) * 2oy 3yvn L7
i | ﬂdults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)
Z—\ Comments: %
0% >
L/ St dogn
54—,5//‘7 L% o‘\ ) Pcvu,l ﬂ’/m/ml_} . QMW-
o -
{\ d e g -
: & Prvp
N Ao w
Establishment Typology
~3 Address X1 r{./,l'/ 3
4)%7/ O Phone # (if available) Ristownfe Crat opard » #55 yo0
®.\ Types of Establishments A 'Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office 0 School [9 o
>p !
Ajﬁ i (Specify in Comments) O Government [ Other o
/ ; e Loy
Size = units = meters

4

73 AT
(Zi Demographics: n] Tod&?%ﬁi\?drzn (0-8) 0 Preteegns zéj-) 12)

4\ - é b "‘1‘47};;’ O Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26) )
2 7 Py g B{xdults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward) £(., o 13-
2o e

Comments: Wq\ 7{0/

7‘%9 7 R,

2/~ &/ d hL
//7
7 Ane [ =
’ [2 & K
19 R )
raé-—t | Fafine )*27411 2y
vy
Y 7 7
Kesp PPy v
Toer ., 3 by el
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Researcher: H cuiinadh Street Segment: EMMng
Date: /? —~ \4 Time In: Z % {__ Time Out:

Weather Conditions; [ 0° ’> S tann a

uantitative and Qualitative Data i
For Whole Street - ,ﬂ[(,(_/['u%y/
Street Type / Ny //uﬂwf/

Street Direction ﬁne Way )élk'l"w B Ways' yL/j/ L, //é
Ua
Number of Lanes = o) 1% %

Dividing Barriers Present? OYes /{ﬁ&%\lo
Comments:
Sidewalks
3
On Both Sides of Street? /,(Yes ONo '\4’/\

Trees or Shubbery Present? X Yes

g
0No  fbws Pees g o
Street Furniture Present? O Yes O No 2
Width of Sidewalk(s) = units = meters G 74&( V4 /6
Comments: . 4"6(7/
O o ol Sudy
Celolod e sdene L
o spned wvnd fags
UV~

o,

€ @ gardlra

Condition 0O Poor O Fair 0 Good

/@ew O Original
Comments: as (L\W

wer srevgrny Wd}%@@/@
Sroida U (e
mae >t state

e SZC%@QM el 0o
ﬂj;y #(O,Le(//‘/laww MA e W\/ 2 D’K%\/@ :

Street/Sidewalk State

Repair Material Used

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Traffic
Type /g/]’edestrians OCars 0O Motorcycles O Trucks
Intensity Light 0 Medium O High
Flow = _Sgars Per 10 Minutesx 6=_____ Cars Per Hour
Comments:
Vehicle Parking
A\ Car Parking Present? ){Yes A O No
m W Car Parking Condition %ormal ,%@\/ /Mnformal
\ Car Parking Ratio =___ #ofSpotsFilled/ __ # of Spots Available
Motorcycle Parking Present? OYes /E\No
J/ﬂwm ‘ (“ \ MV Motorcycle Parking Condition OFormal OInformal
. Motorcycle Parking Ratio =__ #ofSpotsFilled/ _____ # of Spots Available
\u { x \\D Comments:

152 4o

Noise/Sound

Level %‘_LQ\ = 9(Medium O High

Decibel Count (only if available)

et oau Rom Pt
Comments: L@ é‘w

Sound Source(s)
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces Pedestrian Demographics
Presence on Street /%ne Side B Two Sides st \J‘/(/'é Age Group
W Street Cover/Shade 0 Low 0 Medium igh
aintenance ] Low Medium 0O High
\N@ Comments: nLe &* 6(% Gender
Activity
Attire
Piazzas and Other Public Spaces ) / 9
Presence of Furniture OYes 0 No Comments:
Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium O High
Pedestrian Traffic O Low 0 Medium 0 High
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium D High
Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

O Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
O Teens (13-17) IZI Young Adults (18-26)
ﬁAdults (Early 30's—60's)’@Elderly (60‘s-0nward

}}(Male

mi-Casual/Semi-FormaI
0 Other

9.4,

O Female

Casual
7
‘/9 ormal/Business Attire

Additional Comments:

nloa— M(LQA*VJV\%M/

Number of Establishments = Establishments ol 50‘\:\‘:\/:( s (b
Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office O School Q }{\/\Af /
(Specify in Comments) O Government O Other (\L‘U\chT\
Comments:
Other Material
‘QL\?\ @y Presence of Publicity OYes /}%\Io
B\)J\ Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting O Other
\()G\@“\ﬁ %@V Presence of Decor OYes 0O No
\ Decor Quality OTraditional 0 Modern
W@ﬁ 2' N Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium O High
V\?‘\;‘;\i\ 1% Comments:
3
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

B
| Cr'l‘
|
Street Layout 1 ( e

-—

/@%//7 ?)

r
<
N S

Do @WW?

w e

M Ly -
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: &/drp Aqa Street Segment: Tupint__ 2

Date:  /4/%2/1% TimeIn: (9 ‘/7  TimeOut:_ [’ L2

Weather Conditions: mev; hlue rbies

Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street

Street Type
Street Direction O One Way 7' Two Ways
Number of Lanes = f
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes 7 No

Comments: ) Jgwer /,m,mmj , 2 loeey "'/”W'”J'

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? 7' Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? o Yes O No
Street Furniture Present? A Yes 0O No
Width of Sidewalk(s) R = units= __ meters
Comments: Z:i;?;:,wv L & ks = i
N i _ aefen
Street/Sidewalk State
Condition 0 Pooy O Fair 7 Good
Repair Material Used E’@’VL O Original
Comments:

Asfpbeatt s ablestenes

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Traffic
Type A Pedestrians 7/ Cars O Motorcycles O Trucks 5/’5 ue (3 1, Z2¢ ,3>g)
Intensity O Light A'Medium O High
Flow = 2%0 CarsPer 10 Minutesx 6=_____ Cars Per Hour
Comments:
Jedes @iy o /:jhf
@Ay pediimn
Iaotort e "(’j’”"
Bug I 7 LF
Vehicle Parking
Car Parking Present? Yes 0 No
Car Parking Condition [AFormal Hlnformal
Car Parking Ratio =__ #ofSpotsFilled/ ____ # of Spots Available
Motorcycle Parking Present? @Yes ONo
Motorcycle Parking Condition OFormal nformal
Motorcycle Parking Ratio =__ #ofSpotsFilled/ ____ # of Spots Available
Comments:

Zn forveol -

Cﬂu};ﬁ,/a/ o sidewill | crossak

- Bicy ot Sindy bt none pasted

Noise/Sound

Level
Decibel Count
Sound Source(s)

Comments:

0 Low @Medium O High
= (only if available)

lavs
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Pedestrian Demographics

Presence on Street 0 One Side @'Two Sides Age Group 0 Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
Street Cover/Shade 0 Low 0 Medium Ef 0 High D Teens (13-17) & Young Adults (18-26)
Maintenance 0 Low D’Iﬁedium g‘w O High s 777 -2 Z/ Adults (Early 30's-60's) O El/derly (60's-Onward)
Comments: e B P Gender 0 Female OMale &2 toced
- ﬁfwzufzw b ”“)‘ﬁ e =~ (Mhﬂﬂ) et £s9 l/: r,ré?; - Aetivity jﬂmﬂ A . 7)%7/“/””\} )é/éw‘ it ]
_ Mpditencine /Wﬁr i tebes have oy b q/(,”»/‘;,,//’élj f;pﬁ‘"ﬁﬁy ﬁ/ Ao m/ﬁy% 7%..9 Attire 0 Casual B/éemi-Casual/Semi-Formal Jeans,
Piazzas and Other Public Spaces  J-t ’W /,j‘/’ /f# 4“’:,;7': J’PL{%;‘; sl A it oy O Formal/Business Attire O Other ‘/;S:é;‘ leets
Presence of Furniture OYes O No Comments: e crer-elicaged-
Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium O High Pedistnsrng somiint, s pqdsside of pliect / lrtsinn posay oo ok, /
Pedestrian Traffic O Low 0 Medium 0O High 7 J 7457
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium 0O High
Comments:
Additional Comments:
Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices ¢+

Number of Establishments = Establishments
Z/BarIRcstaurant (& Business/Office O School

0 Government 1 Other

Types of Establishments
(Specify in Comments)

Comments:

73/}4; - Jé%cf,/Aa(r/ vel/co (w,«/ﬁp/wut) !
Shop ey L (ST~
B phap , AEAHT, ity (Kol iy A s Rk 1ed 2

Fonde N ey, p-22 ¢ e iper Mem @Atet Row~e

Other Material o sho .

Presence of Publicity

Type of Publicity

IZF<(es

0 No

OFlyers OTarp O Painting O Other

Presence of Decor @Yes O No

Decor Quality OTraditional 7 Modern

Amount of Decor 0 Low OMedium 7 O High
Y ot portit cons, Gaur

Comments: 7

MUw,\? zoA,Vw7
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heop
CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR’ Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Street Profile Researcher: Street Segment:
Date: Time In: __ 245 Time Out:
l///,/ Weather Conditions:
For Whole Street
Street Type
= . Street Direction O One Way A Two Ways
Number of Lanes = E
)&‘? b‘(/- Dividing Barriers Present? OYes o
Comments:
ZZh
} pre s r7 R
Street Layout (w wﬂh el t) Whi 49 ) 1,
” ul’ 77 F/L .
gﬂ}é @ 7 I ]
= = a1 Sidewalks
o) WA / ] I T = L/_ / On Both Sides of Street? & Yes ONo
w
H /_’] | — Trees or Shubbery Present? Z{es ONo
doilit @ g ” %M/y Street Furniture Present? O Yes HNo
ider bew ok
baiidiegs: f ) \L g ret: ’(‘; J P Width of Sidewalk(s) = units= ____ meters
’ 0 [ e =
T i 50 I luf omments:
0 ((uats
— ) ” N M
U '3 || U
b @ 1\ ; Street/Sidewalk State
< T 0 0l Condition 0 Poor B’ﬁair 0 Good
r“l \)/ g Repair Material Used O New O Original
@ \ ” /T Comments:
PR D ‘ | @ 3’!@# ovih, éwj
\Yi
& i
I
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR’

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces , Nt in fioat oF clhwec L,
Tragie . E]/ Presence on Street )Zl6ne Side 0 Two Sides
Type edestrians & Cars O Motorcycles O Trucks
. 4 : . Street Cover/Shade 0 Low ' Medium 0 High
Intensity 0 Light Medium O High
i di O High
Flow = Cars Per 10 Minutes x 6 = Cars Per Hour Maintenance 0 Low I;I/Me 1u:n " L
Comments: Pruned YTC erge plank on wren
Comments: heaibleg e Finey o A ocnr
Piazzas and Other Public Spaces
Presence of Furniture OYes E/No
Density/Presence of People Zﬁow 0 Medium 0O High
Pedestrian Traffic E/ Low 0 Medium O High
Vehicle Parking i i
Maintenance O Low edium O Hi
Car Parking Present? @¥es 0 No :
C ts:
Car Parking Condition @Formal Hhformal omments
Car Parking Ratio . # of Spots Filled/ # of Spots Available
Motorcycle Parking Present? OYes £No
Motorcycle Parking Conditi OF
o § oG ormal Dlnformal Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Motorcycle Parking Rati = # of Spots Filled/ # of Spots Availabl
e SETETE SHHe ———FOLRPO Rt 1 oLpots Avatidble Number of Establishments = Establishments
Comments: .
Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant [ Business/Office 0 School
(Specify in Comments) O Government O Other
Comments:
Noise/Sound Other Material
Level O Low _/5 0 Medium O High Presence of Publicity OYes %\IO
Decibel Count = (only if available) Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting 0 Other
Sound Source(s) [a04 Lo, bir §  [aking Presence of Decor OYes 0 No
Comments: / Decor Quality OTraditional 0 Modern
Amount of Decor 0 Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:
2 3
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)
Street Profile

Pedestrian Demographics

0 Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
0O Teens (13-17) Moung Adults (18-26)

\ — [3Adults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)
Gender BFemale o' Male
Activity Gory i lont of Chaih ity @ (ar %a(x??
Attire O Casual ,Zéemi-Casual/Semi—Formal
O Formal/Business Attire O Other

Age Group

Comments:
Street Layout
Additional Comments: / \ / §WV
‘ © v/ 7 D
/|
O
| ;T B
v
&
A
| -
4 =
1) :
\ 5
|
|
5
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Researcher: /(/ﬂn’ﬁﬁ Gee a- Street Segment: T pin i 3
Date: /L//b//; TimeIn: _ //- 22 Time Out: [l ~+7
Weather Conditions; /4 9/"/ o R, foony oa L. (0 ld
/
Quantitative and Qualitative Data
For Whole Street
Street Type
Street Direction O One Way E’ﬁvo Ways
Number of Lanes =
Dividing Barriers Present? OYes 2No
Comments:
(Gre G Jopné >
Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? ' Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? o Yes 0O No
Street Furniture Present? zYes ONo Bruds 4 e el
Width of Sidewalk(s) = /): units= ___ meters j;/
Comments: 5
/) (
Street/Sidewalk State
Condition 0 Poor A Fair 0 Good
Repair Material Used eNew O Original

Comments:

psthott

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Traffic
Type )Zfedestrians @Cars FMotorcycles O Trucks
Intensity O Light 0 Medium O High
Flow =75 O Cars Per 10 Minutes x 6 = Cars Per Hour
Comments:

(ime @ Bapliac L. s rHe Aoy
Vehicle Parking
v : 9
/ 7 4 210 Car Parking Present? 2Yes 0 No
Rl Car Parking Condition OFormal OInformal L /§// Do

Car Parking Ratio = # of Spots Filled/ # of Spots Available K / 2
Motorcycle Parking Present? OYes ONo // 3
Motorcycle Parking Condition OFormal OInformal
Motorcycle Parking Ratio = # of Spots Filled/ # of Spots Available
Comments:
W I flue Lt

Noise/Sound
Level 0O Low 0 Medium O High

Decibel Count
Sound Source(s)

Comments:

= (only if available)
04 \oufidan
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces Pedestrian Demographics

Presence on Street 0 One Side 1 Two Sides Age Group O Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)

Street Cover/Shade O Low 0 Medium A High O Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26)

Maintenance O Low @/ %edium O High Adults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)

Comments: feed s ng it ol Gender 0 Female 0 Male 2 pixed

%4, QQHU) & 6(’“‘( Activity Gy o1 ek fpMan pajhig $abo Aozt
Attire 0 Casual 3-8emi-Casual/Semi-Formal

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces O Formal/Business Attire O Other

Presence of Furniture OYes O No Comments:

Density/Presence of People O Low 0 Medium O High

Pedestrian Traffic O Low 0 Medium O High

Maintenance O Low 0 Medium 0 High

Comments:

Additional Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = 0 Establishments
Types of Establishments O Bar/Restaurant 0 Business/Office 0 School
(Specify in Comments) O Government [ Other
Comments:
Other Material
Presence of Publicity ‘;W{s 0 No
Type of Publicity B’flyers OTarp O Painting O Other
Presence of Decor OYes Z/No
Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor DPow 0 Medium 0 High
Comments:

T ang oA z“ilﬂms‘?‘“'{1
sy omaltel_ppyorfamnll o ot
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR. Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR
Street Profile Researcher: ‘/\)ﬂll/\‘l?p,/] o Street Segment: V\h A&{ Giordoio
; : Date: Ml2))2 TimeIn: _ 2:(S  Timeou: 2%
</ Ly ' §
Weather Conditions:__ Cloidw blue, sun
Mo n¥e o <z 7
AR g,
G, it Quantitative and Qualitative Data \
s For Whole Street
Oxcep+ one Street Type
D et o
Street Direction ﬂc Way 0 Two Ways
Number of Lanes = 1
Dividing Barriers Present? OYes zﬁ

% Comments:

Street Layout

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? O Yes o
Street Furniture Present? O Yes <ﬂ/ No
Width of Sidewalk(s) =L 4 units = meters
Comments: /4 - 4

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition O Poor p/léir W 0 Good
Repair Material Used O New 0O Original
Comments:

5 1

e RS ﬁ‘/?//r\l. 2
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR

Traffic
Type /B’ﬂ:destrians Béars O Motorcycles O Trucks
Intensity v ZVj D{fght 0 Medium O High
Flow = Cars Per 10 Minutesx 6=____ Cars Per Hour
Comments:
No loocky - walkiag oty Pp) aams o I (g,
ﬂ_ Vehicle Parking
Feet Car Parking Present? B¥es 0 No
& T Car Parking Condition B’érmal DInformal
1% Car Parking Ratio =__ #ofSpotsFilled/ ____# of Spots Available
e Motorcycle Parking Present? HAYes 4
7 Motorcycle Parking Condition #Formal OInformal
/@ Motorcycle Parking Ratio =_ 7 #ofSpotsFilled/ _____# of Spots Available
2 Comments:
2
1
Noise/Sound
Level Dm 0 Medium O High
Decibel Count = (only if available)
Sound Source(s) asm ¢ Gy
Comments:

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces

Presence on Street O One Side A Two Sides
From ’fW/ Street Cover/Shade 0O Low 0 Medium
/ﬁjn//féw /{ui(/?tMaintenance O Low EMedium
Comments:

(ﬁhfwﬁ"e Nne /)W}/z yfecmay

Bﬁgh

O High

Piazzas and Other Public Spaces

Presence of Furniture OYes A No
Density/Presence of People Blow 0 Medium
Pedestrian Traffic ow 0 Medium
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium
Comments:

0 High
O High
O High

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices
Number of Establishments = O Establishments
Types of Establishments

(Specify in Comments) O Government O Other

0 Bar/Restaurant [0 Business/Office O School

Comments:
Other Material
Presence of Publicity OYes D/lﬁo
Type of Publicity OFlyers OTarp O Painting O Other
Presence of Decor OYes E/No
Decor Quality OTraditional 0O Modern
Amount of Decor O Low 0 Medium O High
Comments:

TV)bva\ (o ' ray o cliy’
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Pedestrian Demographics
Age Group 0 Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
0 Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26)
/D/Adults (Early 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)

Gender OFemale -BMale
Activity (roina Jo MU
Attire W%sual J @Semi-Casual/Semi-Formal

0 Formal/Business Attire O Other

Comments:

Additional Comments:

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR
Street Profile
B

Qg dogtla

ﬁ%&
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop. Spring 2013
Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR
A

Researcher: /) pnpa g Street Segment: § fietr @7&/.7

Date: __ (Y / V//IS ’ Time In: _/*55 /247 Time Out:

Lsgig =
Weather Condmons Svin i Lo'd o

Quantitative and Qualitative Data

For Whole Street

Street Type
Street Direction O One Way B’T/ wo Ways
Number of Lanes = A F
Dividing Barriers Present? O Yes oNo
Comments:

Sidewalks
On Both Sides of Street? O Yes ONo
Trees or Shubbery Present? O Yes 0O No
Street Furniture Present? O Yes O No
Width of Sidewalk(s) =__  units=___ meters
Comments:

Street/Sidewalk State
Condition O Poor O Fair 0 Good
Repair Material Used O New O Original
Comments:

CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR)

Traffic
Type O Pedestrians E/IZCars 0 Motorcycles 0 Trucks
Intensity ALight 0 Medium 0 High
Flow =__ CarsPer 10 Minutesx 6 =_____ Cars Per Hour
Comments: T w0 [ iy
/
Vehicle Parking
Car Parking Present? tz'{es ﬁ’ O No
Car Parking Condition Z{F ormal OInformal
Car Parking Ratio =__ # of Spots Filled/ # of Spots Available
Motorcycle Parking Present? OYes ONoO
Motorcycle Parking Condition OFormal OInformal
Motorcycle Parking Ratio = #ofSpotsFilled/ _____# of Spots Available
Comments: Jran, é //é
Ko spon "
LP Voi)ie s : '

MT{::M} it f %f !

Jant tinee [ gltobcer (. R 3 ;I

oy~ ‘

2 (7 Nozse/Sound fr ,
Level ‘ )z( Low 0 Medium 0 High
Decibel Count (only if available)

Vi Sound Source(s) o7ss adder P
4;% bceasfon( @

Comments: A s clope
’”y "Z\\f /'4\{3\) (% Y
e
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CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013 CRP 4160: Rome Workshop, Spring 2013

Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR) Neighborhood Analysis Survey - Esposizione Universale Roma (EUR
Trees, Shrubbery, and Green Spaces Pedestrian Demographics
Presence on Street 0 One Side ,D/Tﬁ/o Sides Age Group 0 Toddlers/Children (0-8) O Preteens (9-12)
Street Cover/Shade 0 Low [ Medium Q/ﬁgh [EﬂﬁY foces 0 Teens (13-17) O Young Adults (18-26)
Maintenance O Low 0 Medium B/Fii/gh DAdults (Barly 30's-60's) O Elderly (60's-Onward)
Comments: Gender 0 Female [ Male
Activity
Attire 0 Casual /Q/S'emi~Casual/Semi—Forma1 Snarf
\ Piazzas and Other Public Spaces /7 lpgen éﬁﬂ/ he 0 Formal/Business Attire O Other
Presence of Furniture OYes ﬂ/ No Comments:
Density/Presence of People /E’Low 0 Midium O High
Pedestrian Traffic P’Low 0 Medium O High
Maintenance 0 Low 0 Medium Z/ O High
Comments:

foprne A Lep Gl I e
bad Vi
only 7 pret’= Sl
depn ‘sl

Additional Comments:

Shops, Bars, Restaurants, Businesses, & Government Offices

Number of Establishments = 2 Establishments
Types of Establishments D Bar/Restaurant O Business/Office O School
(Specify in Comments) 0 Government O Other
Comments:
Other Material
Presence of Publicity OYes E/{\Jo
Type of Publicity OFlyers DOTarp O Painting 0 Other
Presence of Decor OYes A No
Decor Quality OTraditional O Modern
Amount of Decor Ig/lfow 0 Medium O High
Comments:
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Street Profile

Street Layout
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