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Introduction
The building SB1 was drawn by Helge Zimdal and completed in 
1968, to cater to the needs of a growing architecture school. In 2016, 
the building was renovated by White Arkitekter to reflect a more 
open and collaborative way of working. The task that we have been 
given in this course is to complement the work of White Arkitekter 
and make suggestions for how to move forward with the building as 
it is today. The transformation done by White Arkitekter is good and 
functional, but there is always room for improvements. 

In this booklet we have gathered our research and our suggestions 
and methods for how to further improve the building. The fact that 
campus today is used almost exclusively by students and teachers 
drives us to invite and collaborate with citizens, together with 
improvements that will increase collaboration even among students 
and teachers. With our transformation we aspire to open the 
building to the public, and create shared spaces of collaboration and 
learning. Our aim is to empower interaction between the academia 
and community  inside the school of architecture, and transform it 
into an open center where nature, community and academia can 
co-exist and benefit each other.
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Initial Thoughts & Observations

We have chosen to work with a combination of established
methods of analysis, and our own methods. This is a
summary of what our initial thoughts and observations were, 
based on our own analysis.

Transformation of ACE building
• respect the buildings’ design and materials
• compliment White architects transformation
• Support and promote the existing qualities of the building
• Additions that are easily distinguished from the existing building
 
Environmental Care
• Give nature more space
• Not making unnecessary changes

Architecture school as a role model
• Inclusive education
• Sustainable practices and innovation
• Connection with environment
• Empower the societal role of the institution
• Create connections, promote collaboration and increase openness

Problems
• Introverted and exclusive building
• ‘Isolated’ from the rest of campus
• Many spaces are not used effectively (offices, computer rooms)
• Not promoting health (limited plants and greenery, lack of daylight in the basement)
• Break areas are not inviting to the building’s users
• Connections between teachers-students
• Finding your way in the building
• The goal of the 2017 transformation, promoting collaboration, was not successful
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The Site
Samhällsbyggnad I (formerly A-huset) is located in the
south-west side of Johanneberg Campus and has the main
entrance on Sven Hultins gata 6. The building is connected with 
SBII and SBIII through a long movement path, from north to south. 
It overlooks a steep, rocky hill with pine trees and bushes. The 
natural landscape is interrupted by Sven Hultins street and along the 
main facade there is A-dammen, car parking spaces and covered 
bicycle spaces. An internal path leads to a working lab building in 
the south, an office building built in 2019 with the vision to become 
the link between academia, bussiness and society, and is close to 
Johanneberg Science Park and Chalmers Technopark. The back 
facade overlooks the SSPA test facilities building, and is quite noisy 
and unattractive.
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Initial Site Analysis

The picture to the right shows an initial site analysis of the 
area.

Sun
Many buildings around block direct sunlight, most of it should be 
landing on the western facade.

Noise
The surrounding area is secluded from the worst traffic, but still has 
some noise from the road. On the east side of the building you can 
hear the ventilation system.

Communication
Most people will probably enter through the main entrance, walking 
from the tram stop or biking from the central part of town. The 
entrance on the south side is also used to some extent. People that 
aren’t studying or working at Chalmers also mostly pass through the 
site, they don’t tend to linger much. There’s a walkway along the hill 
to the west of the building, but the road Sven Hultins gata, blocks easy 
access across

Greenery
Right outside the main entrance is A-dammen, filled with water during 
the warmer seasons. Geniknölen is frequently used when the weather 
is nice. On the west side along the facade, greenery is sparse except 
for some trees and bushes, but on the other side of the road is a lush 
wildly growing forested area. V-gården, inside of SBII is not very green 
either.
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Operations and building usage

The map above shows what operations exist in the 
surrounding buildings and what they are primarily 
used for.

The campus area consists almost exclusively of 
educational buildings, surrounded by residential 
areas. There is also a fair amount of green areas 
around campus.

Communication

This map shows how to travel to and around the 
building. 

Within campus there is no car traffic. There is a 
bigger road with a tram stop in the north of campus, 
as well as a bigger road on the east side.
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Twelve Urban Quality Criteria

The Tool
Jan Gehl has developed a tool to help determine the quality of
public spaces called the ”twelve urban quality criteria”, that
measures criteria in three different categories: Protection,
comfort, and enjoyment. These are based on your own perception, 
and graded either good, neither good or bad, or bad. The criteria are 
shown to the left. We conducted this analysis in 4 different locations 
around the SBI and SBII building to get a sense of the quality of these 
places as a public outdoor location to be at.

Added Analysis
A thing that this model does not measure is betweenness or
closeness, or less scientific - how often these spaces are passed
by and how easy they are to get to from another location. We did not 
measure this precisely, but we know from experience and personal 
analysis that the main entrance area is passed by the most and has a 
constant flow of people through the space, while betonggården and 
the backside are not as frequently passed by. Both Geniknölen and 
V-gården are passed by frequently, but people are not walking through 
these spaces as much as they are walking past these spaces.

Protection against 
traffic and accidents

ex. Clear boundaries 
between cars and 

pedestrians.

Options for mobility

ex. Accessibility for 
wheelchairs, logical paths 

etc.

Options for seeing

ex. Interesting things to 
look at.

(Human) scale

ex. Number of floors on 
surrounding buildings.

Protection against 
harm by others

ex. Lights and activity 
around the clock.

Options to stand and 
linger

ex. Walls to lean against.

Options for talking and 
hearing/listening

ex. Seating that faces 
each other.

Opportunities to enjoy 
positive aspects of 

climate

ex. Ability to enjoy 
the sun.

Protection against 
unpleasant sensory 

experiences

ex. Rain, dust, noise and 
strong sunlight.

Options for sitting

ex. Benches or ledges.

Options for play, exercise 
and activities

ex. Space to move freely.

Experience of aesthetic 
qualities and positive 
sensory experience

ex. Art, water or nature.
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Geniknölen Entrance

The area is a grassy knoll and is open. There is no protection 
against rain or wind, and the edge of the area is cement, 
which you have to step onto to get to the hill. There are 
several benches and ledges to sit on as well as the grass. 
The area is big and frequently used for playing “kubb” or 
throwing frisbees. The scale is human and the area is highly 
populated during warmer summer days. The pond is close 
by and visible from the knoll, and there are two statues in the 
middle of the area.

The entrance is located with some distance to the road
and well lit, but with a darker parking lot close by. There 
are benches along “A-dammen” and nice artworks around, 
as well as trees. The scale is human with lots of nice things 
around to look at and enjoy. Despite its good score, the 
entrance area seems unused. It is not considered as an 
outdoor meeting and sitting area but functions just as an 
entrance and path towards the rest of the buildings. This 
may be a result of the limited openings and connections of 
ACE building to its surroundings.

Suggestions for improvement
• Protection against weather
• Variation of greenery
• Artificial light sources
• More accessible

Suggestions for improvement
• Protection against weather
• Variation of greenery
• More places to stay
• Connection to the other side of Sven Hultinsgatan
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V-Gården Betonggården

The area is secluded and protected inside the building,
although there is no protection against rain. It is easy to 
move around across the stone tiling and there are tables 
to stand at respectively sit around. There are both chairs 
and benches. The view offers limited greenery, and is quiet. 
There is a grill and the scale feels human with the building 
being one floor high on two sides of the atrium. There is 
no grass or water, and as mentioned the greenery is a bit 
sparse.

There is no clear boundary between traffic and pedestrians, 
and no protection against wind and rain. The lighting is 
sparse and the area does not feel safe during night time. 
There are benches and tables to sit on and bike racks to 
park at. There is limited greenery around the area, and the 
scale feels a bit too big for humans. The overall experience is 
negative. The SSPA building test facilities might be the main 
reason decreasing the attractiveness of Betonggården since 
it’s a barrier preventing passageways and connections to the 
rest of campus.

Suggestions for improvement
• Protection against weather
• Variation of greenery
• Artificial light sources

Suggestions for improvement
• Protection against weather
• Accessible green elements
• Division of traffic and pedestrians
• Artificial light sources
• More inviting



14

Good connections to the city center

Geographic barrier, closing campus at the west side

Construction barrier (SSPA building) closing the 
architecture school from the rest of the campus

Bad connections between different departments, large 
linear buildings hindering pedestrian movement

Outdoor areas with potential to get developed and 
transformed into public green spaces and inviting 
meeting areas for the building’s users (Entrance, 
V-garden, Betong garden)

The campus is surrounded by residential areas

Office area close to Chalmers ( A Working Lab, 
Johanneberg Science Park and Chalmers Teknikpark) 
with the goal to increase collaboration between 
students, companies and society
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Conclusion Site Analysis

Outdoor spaces, even when green, lack variation. Trees and grass are 
commonly found, but not many bushes or flowers for example. There 
is not a lot of space for different activities, and the outdoor areas seem 
to mostly be made for passing by or sitting for a brief moment, with 
the exception of geniknölen. The outdoor areas have a lot of potential 
and could attract more people, and invite citizens from outside of 
campus. If we view and treat the outdoor areas as a park or places for 
activity and meetings, a lot of positive changes can be made, and the 
Anant national University for example is a
great reference project that we can use for inspiration for these 
spaces. Another issue is the connection to the outdoor areas and 
how to access them. The connection today is not very strong and the 
outdoor areas are not accessible in that way.
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The Building
The building is a symmetrical, structuralistic, brick building. The 
layout of SBI still resembles the school’s organization in the early 
1960’s.

In 2012, Chalmersfastigheter AB assigned the pre-study of the 
renovation of the building to Inobi architects, KUB architects and 
Casestudio.The main purpose of the renovation was to promote 
interdisciplinarity and collaboration between architects and civil 
engineers, cooperation with business and society and to transform 
the building into a dynamic and lively environment which illustrates 
sustainability.

White Arkitekter renovated the building in 2017. The building is 
changed to better match current education, and the building is now 
mainly divided by floors instead of staircases. The characteristics of 
the building has been kept, and White Arkitekter has worked with 
additions mainly in wood and glass.

The building is still quite divided and introverted, so there’s still a 
need to open up the building, and improve connections between 
indoors and outdoors, and also between basement and groundfloor. 
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White Architects’ renovation

This is a summary of the transformations done by White 
Arkitekter, which includes the relevant changes in regards to 
our project proposal. 

• The library becomes a Learning Center and moves along the 
façade, serving as a shop window for education and knowledge to 
passer-bys.

• The ground level contains a movement path from north to south 
with café, study places and exhibition spaces.

• They opened up the basement to Ljusgården. 

• The architects also respecteded the authentic materials of the 
original building:

- preserved unpainted brick walls

- They decided to make additions only with the use of
wood (perforated acoustic panels, stairs, walls etc) and not
to paint it.

- They used a lot of glass to improve visibility, and
openness (group rooms, computer rooms etc)
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Basement

General description 
The basement houses most of the computer rooms used by the 
architecture students, as well as group rooms and a multipurpose 
hall, often used for critiques. There are two big storage areas that 
mainly hold models, and Sigurd, where you can microwave and eat 
your brought food. Both the workshop and the art studio continue 
down to the basement from the first floor. The basement has a hole 
cut from ljusgården where light seeps in, and a stair to sit in and study 
spaces are found underneath. There is also a stair that leads directly 
up to ljusgården. The basement, just as the other floors, has a corridor 
leading all the way around ljusgården.

Social spaces 
Sigurd, the area for eating your own food, is the biggest area for taking 
a break and being social in the basement. It has no daylight and lacks 
greenery, as with the rest of the basement, the exception being the 
area where there is a cut through the roof and you can see the glass 
roof. There’s low occupancy of computer rooms and Sigurd.

Scale 1:250
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Ground floor

General description 
On the first floor you enter SBI and SBII through the same entrance. 
SBII on this floor mostly contains auditoriums, around the atrium 
called V-gården. Study spaces are located around V-gården. Right in 
front of the entrance is the cafeteria where you can buy lunch or fika. 
To the left is ljusgården, with the workshop, the art studio and the 
library on each side, and the backside of the café with a group room on 
the fourth. The janitors’ office can also be found on this floor.

Social spaces 
The first floor has mainly one area to spend time at, and it is around 
the atrium. There is a combination of sofas and chairs around tables, 
and a few bar seats. Most of the seating has a view over the atrium. 
There is no seating at Ljusgården, but it is sometimes used for big 
events or critique in courses. There are some sofa-like lounge furniture 
along the corridor to wait for your lecture to start, outside the 
auditoriums. Kunskapstrappan that goes between the first floor and 
the basement can be used for both seminars or lectures and breaks, 
and is frequently used for both.

Scale 1:250
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Functional Divisions

SBI today is mainly used by the architecture department, for students 
in architecture and architecture and engineering. SBII is used by 
engineering students as well.

Teachers and students are divided by floors, and apart from the 
second floor for bachelor students, the fifth floor for master students, 
group rooms, and computer labs, the courses pay for rent when using 
for example the auditoriums. The smaller group rooms can be booked 
by anyone with no cost. Teachers and students are clearly separated 
by floors.

5th floor
Master students + teacher’s lounge

4th floor
Teachers

3rd floor
Teachers

2nd floor
Bachelor students

Ground Floor
café, library, workshop ateljé, seating areas, auditoriums

Basement
computer rooms, lunch rooms, multi media hall, 
ateljé, workshop, group rooms, student kitchens
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The Stakeholders

Other that the main users and owners of the architectural building, we aspire with 
our transformation to open the building to the public, and create sharing spaces 
of collaboration and learning. Our aim is to empower interaction between the 
academia and community while proposing cosharing functions and sustainable 
practices inside the school of architecture, making it an open center for the city. 
Possible stakeholders are citizens who could get engaged more in the projects and 
activities of the Architectural school, young professionals that could benefit from 
the use of the space and the interaction, other departments of Chalmers, and also 
top down organizations such as the Park and Nature administration, aiming to 
open green areas to everyone while benefiting the flora and fauna of the city, and 
the Gothenburg City’s initiative Circular Gothenburg which aims to make it easy for 
Gothenburgers and visitors to reuse, share and repair.

Stakeholders
PROBLEMS

How affected by the 
problem(s)

Akademiska 
Hus and 

Chalmers 
Fastigheter

Owners of the campus 
and the architecture 

building

• offices are used about 30 %
• covid-19 has affected the 

economical situation negatively
• some sustainable goals have 

been reached, but the building 
remains closed from the 
community and lacks natural 
element

• As above
+

• Teachers avoid using teaching 
halls as the  course budget is 
paying every time a course uses 
a space

• confusing building
• lack of greenery affect their 

well-being
• closed building from outdoors 

and the community
• cannot use the premises as 

normally due to Covid-19
• separation from teachers affect 

their psychology and education

• Environmental degradation

• surface efficiency
• improve the economy of the 

building
• sustainability objectives
• create the best conditions 

for learning, research and 
collaboration

• inviting and attractive spaces 
that support and promote 
health and well-being

• interaction with community 
and students to develop their 
projects

• working effectively

• the best possible education 
which will allow job 
opportunities

• interaction with community
• inviting and attractive spaces 

that  support and promote 
health and well-beig

• working with sustainability in 
practice and not only in theory

• interaction with teachers

• expanding the rich flora and 
fauna of the city

• using the existing urban 
buildings in the most effective 
way

• circular economy

• High Influence
• Have the resources for change, 

they are the ones taking 
decisions

• High influence
• They are the users of the 

spaces who can influence for 
change

• High influence
• They are the users of the 

spaces who can influence for 
change

• High Influence

Students
Bacherlor-, master & 

PhD students

Architecture 
and Civil 

Engineering 
staff

Professors, 
researchers, doctoral 
students and project 

managers

Natural 
Environment

INTERESTS
And possible actions 

to adress it

POTENTIAL
Capacity and motivation to 

bring about change
Stakeholders

PROBLEMS
How affected by the 

problem(s)

The Community

closed from the university, while 
Chalmers is in a very central location 
and could allow citizens use indoor or 
outdoor spaces or include them more 
in the education

Gothenburg aims at reducing the 
amount of household waste per 
Gothenburg citizen by 30% between 
2010 and 2030 by preventing waste 
and encouraging reuse.

concerned about the accessibility 
of public and green spaces and to 
strengthen the green areas in the city

• having more green spaces in 
the city to use

• interaction between academia-
community could be positive

• might be interested in using 
spaces such as a recycling 
center

The team aims to expand their 
initiatives to further reduce and 
reuse materials within Gothenburg. 
Creating a hub in the architecture 
building, making the building open 
to the society, promoting circular 
economy practices and conducting 
research in Chalmers could be an 
opportunity

social and ecological goals offer park 
and nature areas for everyone, with 
rich and varied experiences benefit 
the rich flora and fauna of the city

• Low influence
• The campus has been quite 

closed from the community, 
but opening the premises for 
the citizens can help achieve 
social sustainability, inclusion 
and might also improve the 
economy of the building by 
introducing other functions

• High influence
• Göteborg Stad and Chalmers 

for the addition of a reuse 
center. with potential to 
improve the economy of the 
building?

• can help achieve some of the 
sustainability objectives of 
chalmers

• Medium influence
• the municipality owns the land 

opposite to the architecture 
building any proposal of ours 
developing these areas or 
proposing paths and platforms 
on the hill should follow the 
administrations goals and 
strategies

City of 
Gothenburg

The Park 
and Nature 

Administration

INTERESTS
And possible actions 

to adress it

POTENTIAL
Capacity and motivation to 

bring about change

Main Stakeholders Possible Stakeholders
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SWOT
HELPFUL

to achieving the objective
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HARMFUL
to achieving the objective

• Chalmers University is well-known and popular
• The architecture department has satisfied students that get jobs when 

they finish their education
• Wide supply of tools for students, including the workshop, the ateljé, 

ritsalar and microlabs

• Digitalisation increasing makes it possible to be more flexible with 
work spaces

• Urbanisation will bring more potential students and teachers to 
Gothenburg

• Collaboration with other departments on Chalmers
• A lot of outdoor spaces are unused and unattractive but can relatively 

easily be made more attractive
• The architecture school is well-known for the focus on social 

sustainability

• The teachers are unavailable to the students when in their offices as 
those are not accessible for the students

• The building is expensive and not effectively used, for example the 
teachers’ offices are used about 30 % of the work days

• It is hard to navigate in the building
• The institution is fairly closed to the outside, both to the public and the 

outdoors
• The courses pay every time they use a room, which may decrease the 

usage of the spaces available
• The goal of social sustainability is apparent in many courses and 

studios but does not match how the department is operating 
(remaining exclusive, closed for the citizens )

• Worse economical situation after Covid-19 could decrease funding for 
the school

• If the students can not access the teachers they risk worse results
• Mental health issues on the rise in Sweden affect students and 

teachers

To make deductions and decisions regarding the architecture 
department and the operation run in the building, we made a SWOT 
analysis. A SWOT analysis looks at strengths and weaknesses within 
the organisation, and opportunities and threats in the environment 
the organisation exists in. For our suggestion, the popularity of 
Chalmers university is a strength that plays a part and can be 
utilized. Regarding weaknesses and threats, we will be addressing 
the fact that the institution is introverted and closed off to the public 
as well as the worsening mental health in Sweden. The opportunity 
to improve outdoor areas is one we will take advantage of.
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Strengths

Opportunities

Popularity of Chalmers University
Chalmers is already established and popular, which means it has a high influence.

Satisfied architecture students
The students of architecture are attractive on the job market and the education 
program is popular.

Wide range of facilities
The students have access to the workshop, ateljé, ritsalar and microlabs which 
helps them produce good projects and graduate.

Digitalisation
The increased use of technology and possibility to work remotely is an opportunity 
for the institution to become more flexible in terms of location.

Urbanisation
The increased amount of people moving closer to cities will offer more potential 
students and teachers.

Collaboration
To collaborate with other departments offer both an opportunity to the education 
itself as well as the usage of the building.

Outdoor areas
Even if many of the outdoor areas are unused and unattractive, they can be turned 
into more attractive areas for students and teachers.

Famous for social sustainability
The school has a well worked out profile of being strong in the field of social 
sustainability, and there is a lot of knowledge about the subject in the school.

Weaknesses

Threats

Unavailable teachers
The teachers have their offices on floor 3 and 4, which are locked 
to the students. It is hard for the students to get in contact with the 
teachers.

The building is expensive and used inefficiently
The building costs a lot for the department to rent, and with low 
usage in many areas this cost is unnecessary.

The building is hard to navigate
Finding your way in the building is hard, causing students to be late 
to classes. Furthermore some spaces are unused simply because they 
are not known to exist by teachers and students.

Economical situation
After Covid-19 Chalmers has limited funds to work with, as well as 
less interest from outside parties to offer funding.

Worse results due to unavailable teachers
The study results could become worse due to the unavailability of 
teachers, both in school and because of Covid-19 and students being 
at home.

Mental health issues on the rise
Mental health issues are increasing in Sweden, affecting both 
students and teachers negatively.

The building is closed off to the outside
The connection to the outdoor environment and outside world is 
lacking, as well as greenery and in some cases daylight. The outdoor 
areas are sparse and unattractive.

Incentives to not use the spaces
The course budget is paying every time a course uses a space in the 
building, which makes the teachers not wanting to use the building.

Social sustainability not apparent in department
Social sustainability is something the school is famous for, but
it does not live up to its reputation when it comes to how the
education is run.
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The Process
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The Reasoning Behind Our Proposal

Aim
Our main idea is to increase the social involvement, between 
students, teachers and citizens. This is because we think education 
and universities should have a stronger connection with the rest 
of the city, and architecture is a great place to start since it affects 
everyone. 

We also think the current break areas are unattractive, which makes 
it hard to relax in your breaks and can make studying and working 
more ineffective. The outdoor areas today are not used much, and 
the connection to nature, greenery, and outdoor areas is weak. 
Greenery and sunlight can increase mental health in students and 
teachers, and getting some fresh air should be encouraged. 

We want to complement the renovation done by White Arkitekter 
with what we think are the biggest parts lacking. The changes made 
by White Arkitekter are good and not something we think should 
be redone, but they can be complemented by the improvement of 
outdoor and indoor spaces made for socializing and collaborating.

Description of final product
We expect the final product to be an improved environment for 
collaborating,learning and experimenting, with changes that 
complement the renovation made by White Arkitekter. The 
new space will have a stronger connection to the outdoors with 
more attractive outdoor areas, greenery inside and with spaces 
and activities that open up the architecture school, promote 
collaboration and environmental and social sustainability through 
practice.

Delimitations
We will work with social spaces, making the campus more 
inviting, increase greenery and propose functions that will trigger 
interactions and awareness while benefiting the sustainability goals 
of our department. This means the changes we will make will affect 
both areas inside the building as well as outside areas and we will 
work with making the campus more open and inviting for other 
people than the existing main users of it, to increase interaction 
between students, teachers, researchers and other citizens, and in 
some cases get more use of the building. The project will focus on 
SBI and SBII as well as the surrounding outdoor areas. We will mainly 
focus on designing social spaces.

Method
To develop this project, we did extensive analysis of the building’s 
current functions, an analysis and mapping of surrounding outdoor 
areas and research into designing social green areas and around 
projects and initiatives that promote sustainability, increase 
collaboration between different stakeholders and actors and 
trigger awareness. We did some research into how the department 
operates and the usage of the building today. We are also using 
reference projects and pictures and a SWOT analysis, as well as a 
stakeholder analysis. We have used different tools and mapping 
methods to analyse the site, while always taking in consideration 
our own experience in the building and our critical perspective for 
an environmental transformation project
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Our critical positioning regarding sustainability is to transform the 
architecture school into an open center where nature , community 
and academia could coexist and benefit each other.

• Establish sustainable practices into the school, such as urban 
gardening and re-using /re-manufacturing

• Expand green areas outdoors and indoors, create healthy social 
spaces

• Engage the public into the schools’ work and projects with 
exhibitions and workshops (colearning, experimenting)

Sustainability
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Strategies

To achieve our goals and to best answer the problems we want 
to solve, we have come up with a few strategies and main focus 
points. The focus point is to improve social spaces and to invite the 
public to campus. We will open up the facade in selected spots and 
add more visual connection to what’s inside the building. Another 
strategy is working with different activities, for example a maker 
space and re-use lab. We will also work with the environment 
around the building to make it more inviting and add a “lingering”-
factor for people that usually only pass by.

One of the more prominent strategies to achieve this is working 
with greenery and green spaces, both indoors and outdoors, to 
make break areas more attractive for both students, teachers, and 
citizens. And by placing exhibition structures on the outside we offer 
passers-by a chance to engage with school projects. 

Increase the social 
involvement between 

citizens, students, 
and teachers. Open up 

facade and add 
connections

More activities 
and spaces for 

interaction

Inviting 
environment and 
“lingering”-factor

More greenery 
outdoors and 

indoors
School project 

exhibitions on the 
outside
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1. Park
2. Basement Entrance
3. Main Entrance Area
4. V-Gården
5. Betonggården
6. Corridor

Places for intervention
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Research Wellbeing

This illustration is borrowed from Hugh Barton’s 
book “City of Well-being: A Radical Guide to 
Planning” where these specific attributes are 
mentioned as especially influential and important 
for human wellbeing. To the illustration we have 
added our thoughts on how to adress these 
attributes in our proposal.

Physical
&

Mental
Wellbeing

Accessible 
local 

facilities

Shared
Activities

Supportive
Social

Networks

Friendly
and attractive 

homeplace

Sight and 
sound 

of nature

Recreational 
opportunities

Active travel

Safe and
convenient 

street 
networks

No parking lots adjacent 
to the school, instead 

use that space and 
develop it into a park.

Adding different kinds 
of greenery outdoors 

and indoors.

More meeting spaces 
for different purposes, 

for example re-use 
space and gardening.

More and bigger areas 
to sit down for lunch can 

promote teachers to 
mix and socialise more 

with students. 

Introduce a new re-use 
space open to everyone.

Make the school more 
open and welcoming for 

visitors

The school should 
better reflect the social 

and environmental 
sustainability ideals of 
the education and its 

students

Illustration from the book;
City of Well-being; A Radical Guide to Planning
by Hugh Barton
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https://greenplantsforgreenbuildings.org/
news/plants-in-workplace-benefits-of-
biophilic-design-infographic/

 Reducing 
CO2 levels 
in the air, by 
20%, if one 
plant for every  
third employee  
    is introduced

Reducing 
tension and 
   anxiety levels
            by 37%

 Increasing    
 creativity   
       and 
productivity 
     by 15%

Reducing feelings 
of anger by 44%

Increasing memory and 
problem solving abilities

Reducing fatigue 
by 38%

Greenery Promotes Wellbeing by...
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Inspirational Case Studies

Anant National University, India

This campus shares its spot with two elementary schools 
and has a great variety of shade trees, fruit orchards and 
medicinal plants, in addition to a wide supply of areas for 
different activities. Located in India, they offer a swimming 
pool, a maker space, a farming area, theatre and much 
more. The focus on greenery shines through and the project 
is conserving more than 90 % of the older, mature trees 
(Sasaki,2021).

What inspired us
The project has a wide variety of spaces, invites all kinds of people 
and groups and gets people to engage in interesting activities. The 
university becomes a place for everybody, and interaction between 
citizens, students and teachers are encouraged. Interaction with 
the external neighborhood community was a main objective for the 
architects who introduced a mixed use plaza at the south east edge of 
the campus and shared programs like auditorium and conference
center.

Furthermore, the architects wanted a campus that would work as 
an ecosystem. A robust planting strategy uses the existing trees as a 
foundation to expand on campus flora and make it possible for wildlife 
from the surrounding areas to move through the campus, ensuring 
ecological integration. (Sasaki, 2021)
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NUON Amsterdam (Rick Geenjaar, 2013)

Nuon Office, Holland

A renovation was done to the 25 year old building in the
complex Nieuw Amsterdam by Architecten Cie Company,
followed by an interior design project by Heyligers design +
projects. The building in Amsterdam is a mixed use building
with a hotel, services, and offices. The spaces have a large
variety of functions, and have gotten a BREEAM verification 
with the score “very good”. There are several clever ways this 
building incorporates greenery and has a variety in material 
and colour. The offices are modern and offer options to work 
alone or in groups, with flexible work stations (Home World 
Design, n.d.).

What inspired us
The Nuon office project shows a great example of varying and 
comfortable space, greenery and a balance between private and 
public. The office offers attractive break areas and promotes working 
together.
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Fixoteket, Sverige

The Fixotek project was developed by the Municipality 
of Gothenburg in collaboration with two public housing 
companies in Gothenburg (i.e. Bostadsbolaget and
Familjebostäder), the local tenant association and Chalmers 
University of Technology. It was formulated as an innovation 
project to generate knowledge on how mini cycling parks 
could work as meeting points and teaching centers to 
facilitate sharing, reuse, repair, creative reuse, and recycling 
of hazardous waste. During the project four mini cycling 
parks, located in housing areas with socioeconomic and 
contextual differences, would be developed, tested and 
evaluated (Implementing and Testing Urban Reuse and Repair 
Centers in Sweden).

What inspired us
The Fixoteket project, except for its environmental advantages 
(reducing waste, providing easy access to citizens to re-use and share 
goods) worked as meeting areas for the citizens, learning centers 
and collaboration spaces between Chalmers, housing companies and 
organizations such as the tenants union. The operation of the spaces 
was defined in a co-creative process between the project partners, and 
engaged citizens.

(Implementing and Testing Urban Reuse and Repair Centers in Sweden).
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Sketches

We wanted to keep the original bricks as far as possible and 
then add wood panelling for the new addition to add contrast 
and warmth.

We started sketching some ideas around digging out the basement 
at the front facade towards A-dammen. 
 



36

When sketching on the new park it was important for 
us to add more connections over the road, as well as 
making the road smaller as a one-way street. The park 
environment replaces all the parking lots and added 
structures, such as exhibitions and bicycle parking, 
should be integrated with the greenery. 
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We played around with the idea of adding study hubs in the 
park, in order to make it possible for students to sit outside 
more. These can also work as exhibition structures for 
student projects. 
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Project Proposal
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A Growing Chalmers

Our main aim with this project is to promote an increase 
in social involvement between citizens, students, and 
teachers. We selected 6 nodes for intervention, as seen 
here to the left, and throughout these places, we’ve 
planned for more space for interaction and activities in an 
inviting and including environment. 

In all these places we’ve added a lot of greenery for its 
wellbeing-effects. In two of the places (number 2 and 6) 
we’ve opened up the facade and created more connections 
to the building. Throughout the park we’ve also added 
exhibition structures to display school projects for visitors to 
the park. 

We’ve added some completely new activities to the school. 
In node 2 we’ve introduced a bookstore and a re-use lab, 
and in node 5 we’ve created space for small scale vegetable 
farming. 

Summary

1

2

3

4
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1. Sven Hultin’s Park
2. Basement Entrance
3. Main Entrance Area
4. V-Gården
5. Betonggården
6. Corridor
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Sven Hultin’s Park
With the creation of a new park between Sven Hultinsgatan and the SB buildings we 
wanted to bring greenery into the school area and create an attractive space to take a 
break in. The previous parking lots are removed, the street is made into a one-way bus 
lane only to decrease traffic in the area and connections are made to the path on the 
steep hill. On the hill side seating areas on decks around trees are added to activate 
that side of the road and invite people closer into nature. We work with different levels 
of greenery, both with raised flower beds and with different plant species.

PLAN VIEW PARK ENVIRONMENTS, SCALE 1:1000
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PARK STRUCTURES

The number of bike parking is increased by 60 %, and 
all added structures are made to be one with nature, 
meaning  in this case that the bike stalls have a green 
roof and green walls. Study hubs are added as a form 
of shelter against weather, to invite students to utilize 
the park even during study time. These are lit up as 
part of many different light sources on different levels, 
making the park usable and safe during evenings 
and darker months as well. Exhibition structures are 
added to showcase student projects for passers-by, 
and lead people into the building where the exhibition 
continues.

A map showing points of exhibition structures and how they link together.
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8 AM 12 PM 4 PM

JANUARY

JULY

APRIL

OCTOBER

SUN STUDY
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LIGHTING

To make the park more safe and increase usage, we want lights to be an 
integrated part of the park, as art and in different heights. A path of light 
in the ground leads the way, and illuminated study hubs create a cozy 
feeling.

WINTER GREEN PLANTS

We have also done research on what plants are green during winter 
time, and show four examples here that grow in different heights.

Laurel

Bamboo

Boxwood

Ivy
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The Basement Entrance
By creating a new entrance at basement level, our intention 
was to activate the basement floor of SB1 and bring more 
daylight.We are proposing to dig out around the façade, 
create a new lower space and sitting area of the park and 
make changes on the interior of the basement, by adding 
more public uses. 

The basement level is approximately 1,7 metres lower than 
the surrounding area. We created a wide ramp that follows 
the path to the SB building  making it accessible by everyone, 
and designed steps for seating all along the new level .While 
approaching SB1 through the campus main entrance you are 
in front of two different routes. Our intention was to keep the 
existing route wide enough in order not to weaken it.
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We decided to keep the original width of the windows and extend them to the ground. 
However, we realize that after the excavation along the façade, there might be a need to 
reinforce the structure and reduce the number of openings. The new elevation is covered 
with timber panels showing the difference between the old and the new intervention and 
adding a cozy and warm feeling to the outdoor area. The wood material is also used on 
the steps along the new level to provide sitting spaces. The steps are designed as part 
of the park with long planters with trees and low bushes and green slopes to make the 
level difference softer. We have also tried to activate A-dammen by designing a timber 
structure that works as a sitting area of the park and as a bridge leading to the new 
entrance from the opposite side.

SECTION A-A, SCALE 1:200
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INTERIOR BASEMENT ENTRANCE

Since the beginning we had many conversations on how open the 
architecture building should be, if the public should use limited areas of it, 
if access to certain workshops and spaces should be made possible with a 
monthly membership fee or an initial course.

After our discussions and tutorials, we decided that the best and less ‘risky’ 
solution would be to build an inner glass wall that would allow only a certain 
area of the basement to be accessible by everyone, during weekends and 
after school hours. In this space there are currently computer rooms, which 
are not efficiently used. Our proposal is to relocate two of them to the 
area of Sigurd as shown on the plan. The new uses we added are a re-use 
workshop area that could promote circularity and be used by students and 
citizens and a small bookstore. In addition, we relocated the café on the 
corner, as it’s current location on the ground floor makes it quite hidden. 
Furthermore, public exhibitions could take place here and extra spaces for 
studying or taking a break have been designed.
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SECTION B-B, SCALE 1:200
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The Main Entrance
When the café is moved to the basement, this space becomes available. Sigurd, 
where most students eat their lunch today, is dark and noisy. By moving the student 
kitchens and the canteen area to the main floor, daylight becomes part of students’ 
break time. This also allows for more plants to grow, which can lessen the noise and 
create a calming atmosphere. The amount of seats are also increased, both to make 
sure that all students are able to sit down for lunch, but also to invite teachers to eat 
together with the students, as a point of casual interaction.

PLAN VIEW MAIN ENTRANCE, SCALE 1:200
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V-Gården
Today, V-gården is not frequently visited. It has a hard time competing with spaces 
like Geniknölen, which has a better view and more greenery. To make V-gården a 
unique and usable space, a pyramid roof similar to the one on Ljusgården is built. 
V-gården becomes an indoor greenhouse with lots of greenery and fruit trees, and 
light sources are added to make it usable all year round. Part of the yard is dug 
down, which allows some trees to grow a bit higher, while students can emerge in 
greenery, and the space gets more interesting. 

PLAN VIEW V-GÅRDEN, SCALE 1:200
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Betonggården
Betonggården is at this moment mostly an area 
dedicated to traffic, with little to no boundaries 
between bikers, pedestrians and trucks. With our 
suggestion, the space is made into a green oasis 
for breaks and study time, as well as visitors. 
Betonggården becomes a part of the park on the 
other side of the building, and structures such as a 
greenhouse, a compost and planters are added to 
be able to host courses in gardening and growing 
food, which can become a project for collaboration 
between students, teachers, and citizens. Some study 
hubs and seats are placed here, as well as a grill.
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PLAN VIEW, SCALE 1:400
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The Corridor
With this intervention we want to increase a connection between 
the west side of the building to Betonggården.

Currently, the acoustics department resides in this corridor and 
any of their facilities and workshop spaces cannot be moved. 
Thus, we are proposing to remove two offices and a small 
storage area to create a straight path through the building to 
betonggården, to connect these outdoor areas. When removing 
the external wall, we plan to re-use the bricks in the new wall we 
are building around 3 meters away from the original one.

The corridor can be open at all times for people to walk 
through, opening campus up to everyone and helping with 
communication in the area, and access cards can be used to 
enter the other parts of the building from the corridor.

Main characteristics of the path:
• Glass façade and roof to increase visibility
• Continuation of the greenery inside the building with a long 

planter and climbing plants on the brick wall 
• Lighting on the brick wall for darker months and evening 

hours.
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In order to open up and activate the facade towards the park by 
creating a new break area next to the path towards betonggården.
Thus, we have also removed one small auditorium, which we feel can 
be justified by the fact that even after the pandemic is over, more 
lectures will be able to take place online or in the multi-purpose hall 
in the basement below Ljusgården.We’ve also removed a small study 
room for the thesis students. We’re suggesting moving this room to 
5th level, since with our proposal more lunch eating areas on ground 
level have been created, and thus the teacher’s lounge on 5th floor is 
not necessary.

In the west side of the park, we have placed study hubs and exhibition 
areas that lead visitors up on the higher level that prefaces the new 
entrance and passage. The visibility from both sides is also improved 
by opening up windows on the second floor of the acoustics building 
and planting high trees on betonggården.

PLAN VIEW CORRIDOR INTERIOR, SCALE 1:200
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Reflections
Since the start of this project, we found it quite challenging to develop 
our own program brief for an environmental transformation project 
of the architecture school building. The fact that it has been recently 
renovated by White Arkitekter, made it difficult to explore transformation 
opportunities of a newly ‘transformed building’. We tried to complement 
the renovation done by White Arkitekter with what we think are the 
biggest parts lacking. For us, while the additions and changes seem 
to have improved the building’s usage and efficiency, it remains quite 
introverted and exclusive. Thus, early on in our work we started discussing 
about social involvement, collaboration and interaction between 
academia and community inside the campus and more specifically the 
architecture school, as it has a very clear focus on social sustainability and 
inclusion.

Our project aims and vision turned out to be very challenging as we tried 
to balance our thoughts of opening up everything as a manifestation and 
designing a realistic transformation with practically and economically 
reasonable interventions, easy to apply in the near future. We believe that 
the proposed transformation could increase social interactions and trigger 
collaborations and knowledge exchange while exploiting spaces of the 
building and its exteriors in a more efficient way.

Lastly, one of our main concerns was to respect the original building and 
its materials and try to complement it with our interventions while making 
it easy to distinguish the new additions from the old parts of the structure.
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