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Feature:

Architecture in the Netherlands 2000-2011

Tig;
7241 2000—2011

This issue features architecture mainly completed in the
Netherlands from 2000 to 2011 and trends in the architecture
of the Netherlands over the past 10 years. The works in this
issue were selected by guest editor Ole Bouman, Director of the
Netherlands Architecture Institute (NAQ). and the NAi editorial
team (Bouman, Chris Luth and Marten Kuijpers). In addition to
the 30 featured works, 100 works are listed and indicated on the
maps al the front of the issue.

Architecture designed by Dutch firms such as OMA and MVRDV
has appeared frequently in the architectural media since the
1980s. Phrases like “programmatic™ and “SuperDutch™ have
dominated the discussion and served as watchwords for new
design methods. AL that time, there was probably no other
movement that exerted such a strong influence on architectural
students and young architects.

So what is the state of Dutch architecture recently?

We visited NAi in Rotterdam in the summer of 2011. From the
meeling space in the NAi building, located in the museum park.,
a few high-rise buildings under construction and a couple of
cranes could be seen. Ole Bouman said, “Once these buildings
have been completed. we will probably not be seeing new cranes
for a while.” explaining the effect of the global financial crisis
on architecture in the Netherlands. But, he continued, “That is
why something interesting has happened.”

The works in this issue were classified into three calegories:
architecture aiming at an emotional or intellectual response:
architecture focusing on craftsmanship and precision: and
performative architecture. The editorial team calls the third
“architecture of consequence™ and portrays its praclitioners

as urban activists. Henk WJ Ovink explains in his essay that
alliances with politics. development. investment. and education
are essential. It scems that architects in the Netherlands have
started something new again, expanding the role of architects
and opening up new possibilities.

We would like to express our special thanks to the NAi editorial
team, the authors of the articles. and all of the architects who
contributed Lo this issue. (a+u)
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100 Selected Works in the Netherlands 2000-2011

2000—2011 E R @ MAEMRIBIE 100 4

1. Breda Carré Building 2. The Whale Housing 3, Kunstpaviljoen de 4. INHolland University 5. Bicycle Storage
OMA De Architecten Cie Verbeelding Erick van Egeraat Associated VMX
Breda, 2000 Amsterdam, 2000 René van Zuuk Architects (EEA) Amsterdam. 2001
Zeewolde, 2000 Rotterdam, 2000

6. De Resident 7. Hageneiland 8. ING Hoofdkantoor 9. Paviljoen Strand aan de 10. Aanlegponton Fast
Rob Krier«Christoph Kohl« MVRDV Meyer en Van Schooten Maas Ferry
Architekten The Hague. 2001 Architects (MVSA Monadnock DaF-architecten
The Hague, 2001 Amsterdam, 2002 Rotterdam. 2002 Rotterdam, 2002

UMEREREREn

11. Nieuw Terbregge 12. Posbank 13. Schots 1 & 2, CiBoGa 14. The BasketBar 15. Housing Katendrecht

Mecanoo Architectengroep Rijnboutt Terrain NL Architects DKV
Rotterdam. 2002 Ruijssenaars Hendriks van S333 Architecture + Utrecht, 2003 Rotterdam, 2003
Gameren Mastenbroek by Urbanism
Rheden. 2002 Groningen, 2003

16. Sanatorium 17. Bridgehouse 18. Netherlands Forensic 19. CODA Apeldoorn 20. University Library,
Zonnestraal BAR architecten Institute Herman Herzberger Utrecht
Hubert-Jan Henket + Wessel Middelburg. 2004 Claus en Kaan Apeldoorn, 2004 Wiel Arets
de Jonge The Hague, 2004 Utrecht, 2004

Hilversum, 2003

21. Souterrain Tram 22. Parkrand, Osdorp 23. De Veste, Brandevoort, 24. Community School 25. WORM

Tunnel De Nijl Blok 16 Het Spectrum 2012 Architecten
OMA Amsterdam, 2004 Rob Krier+Christoph Kohl+ Architectenbureau Marlies Rotterdam, 2005
The Hague, 2004 Architekten Rohmer
Helmond, 2004 The Hague, 2005



26. WORM-interieur 27. STC 28. Cheesfactory Cono 29. Veranda Car Park 30. Dynamo Cultural

2012 Architecten Neutelings Riedijk Kaasmakers Paul de Ruiter Youth Centre
Rotterdam. 2005 Architecten Bastiaan Jongerius Rotterdam, 2005 Diederen-Dirrix
Rotterdam, 2005 architecten Eindhoven, 2005

Westbeemster, 2005

31. Quay on the river 32. Royal Netherlands 33. Hessing Cockpit 34. WKK Energy Plant 35. Castle Leliénhuyze
IJssel at Doesburg Embassy ONL Liesbeth van der Pol. Dok Soeters Van Eldonk
OKRA Dick van Gameren and Bjarne Utrecht, 2005 Architecten Architecten
Doesburg (p. 17), 2005 Mastenbroek Utrecht. 2005 Den Bosch, 2005

Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. 2005

|

36. Dogma House 37. Van Nelle Factory. 38. Parkrand 39. S-House 40. Kantoorgebouw in ’t
ONIX renovation MVRDV VMX Gooi
Leeuwarden, 2005 Wessel de Jonge Amsterdam, 2006 Amsterdam, 2006 Koen van Velsen
Rotterdam, 2005 Laren, 2006

41. Sportplaza Mercator 42. Netherlands Institute 43. Ypenburg Centre 44. Vesteda Toren 45.De Citadel
Venhoeven CS for Sound and Vision Rapp + Rapp Jo Coenen & Co Architekten Christian de Portzamparc
Amsterdam. 2006 Neutelings Riedijk The Hague, 2006 Eindhoven, 2006 Almere, 2006

Architecten
Hilversum, 2006

46. The Bolwerk 47. Stadstheater Almere 48. Villa 1 49. Kraanspoor* 50. Kantoor ‘De Brug’
Apartmentbuilding SANAA Powerhouse Company OTH JHK
AWG, Antwerpen Almere, 2007 Ede, 2007 Amsterdam, 2007 Rotterdam. 2007

Utrecht, 2006



51. Cultureelcentrum De 52. Swinging apartments 53. Station Amsterdam 54. Theatre Agora 55. La Grande Cour

Kamers for the Elderly, De Bijlmer ArenA UN Studio Meyer en Van Schooten
Korteknie Stuhlmacher Plussenburgh Jan van Belkum + Neven Lelvstad, 2007 Architects (MVSA)
Amersfoort. 2007 Arons en Gelauff architecten Sidor Amsterdam. 2007
Rotterdam. 2007 Amsterdam. 2007

56. Westraven 57. Bureau IJburg 58. De Matrix Community 59. Wallisblok 60. NDSM Studio City
Cepezed Architects Claus en Kaan School Hulshof Architecten Dynamo Architecten
Utrecht, 2007 Amsterdam. 2007 Architectenbureau Marlies Rotterdam. 2007 Amsterdam. 2007
Rohmer

Hardenberg. 2007

61. Sportdomes 62. St. Jobsveem 63. Eekenhof 64. Office Grosfeld van 65. Het Kasteel

CUSTMR Mei Architecten en Claus en Kaan der Velde Architecten HVDN architecten

Zaandam, 2007 Stednbouwers / Wessel de Enschede. 2008 Grosfeld van der Velde Amsterdam, 2008
Jonge Breda. 2008

Rotterdam. 2007

66. 23 TOWN HOUSES 67. Penthouse Las Palmas 68. De Zevenster 69. Villa Overgooi 70. FPC de
Atelier Kempe Thill Benthem Crouwel Architecten ANA Architecten NEXT Architects Oostvaarderskliniek
Amsterdam, 2008 Rotterdam, 2008 Amsterdam. 2008 Almere. 2008 Martien Jansen (Studio M 10

Almere, 2008

71. Student Housing 72. CitizenM Hotel 73. Rebuilding Roombeek 74. Ecohuis 75. Withbrant West
Zuiderzeeweg Concrete Pi de Bruijn, de Architekten Jan Husslage IMW
Fact Architects Amsterdam. 2008 Cie. Kattenbroek. 2008 Tilburg, 2008
Amsterdam, 2008 Enschede, 2008



The projects with * were published in a+u Chinese Edition 10:08
featuring “Architecture in Belgium and the Netherlands.

76. Cultuurcluster 77. Crystal Court” 78. Pavilion in Roosendaal* 79. Westerdokseiland, 80. The V Tower
Roombeek Tangram Architekten René van Zuuk apartments and office Wiel Arets
SeARCH Amsterdam. 2009 Roosendaal. 2009 space Eindhoven. 2009
Enschede, 2008 Jeroen Schipper Architecten

Amsterdam. 2009

81. Merry-Go-Round 82. Parksite 83. Urban Activator” 84. The Red Apple 85. Rehabilitation Clinic
Bureau Ira Koers Doepel Strijkers Architects Atelier Kempe Thill KCAP Groot Klimmendaal
Ruinen, 2009 ism Lex-Architecten Rotterdam. 2009 Rotterdam, 2009 Koen van Velsen

Rotterdam. 2009 Arnhem. 2009

86. Le Medi 87 . Hiphouse 88. Office and 89. Villa Welpeloo 90. Schieblock
Geurst & Schulze Architecten Atelier Kempe Thill Architect’s Dwelling on 2012Architecten Zones Urbaines Sensibles
Rotterdam, 2009 Zwolle, 2009 Boomgaardsstraat Enschede, 2009 Rotterdam. 2009

Kiithne & Co
Rotterdam, 2009

91. Woonhuis Bierings* 92. University of 93. BK City 94. Knikflats 95. Recycle Office —
Rocha Tombal Architecten Groningen Faculty of Life Braaksma & Roos, Fokkema Biq Stadsontwerp HAKA building
Utrecht, 2009 Sciences archicten, Kossmann de Jong, Rotterdam. 2010 Doepel Strijkers Architects
Rudy Uytenhaak Octatube Int. B.V., MVRDV Rotterdam. 2010
Groningen. 2009 Delft. 2009

96. Inntel Hotels 97. Vacant NL, where 98. Living above industrial 99. Klavertje 4 100. Park Supermarket
Amsterdam-Zaandam architecture meets ideas premises Studio Marco Vermeulen Van Bergen Kolpa
WAM architecten Rietveld Landscape 2by4-architects Venlo. 2007- Midden Delfland.
Amsterdam. 2010 Venice Architecture Biennale, Tiel, 2007~ Design 2011

Italy. 2010



Essay:

Dutch Architecture at the Crossroads

Ole Bouman

B3
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It is an honor to introduce a special issue of this most respected
magazine, which I have had the privilege to follow for many
years now. As former editor of the Archis magazine for instance,
I enjoyed an exchange subscription for more than a decade,
allowing me to follow the way Japanese architectural culture has
seen global architecture. a+u made me see western architecture
with eastern eyes. A gaze | would first of all call rather
aesthetical. But thinking about it more reflexively, I would
perhaps call it most of all poetical. Thinking back to those
moments receiving a+u and browsing through it, I remember
the delight in perceiving architecture in the most self-confident
way possible. As if no ordinary life could affect it; as if no
realism could spoil it. Architecture, as the gods would have
meant it. No wonder that this magazine helped so many people
to keep the faith in this beloved discipline. Or even helped them
to make architecture absolute.

I wonder how the current reader will understand the following
pages. | expect a different sentiment to emerge. A feeling of
blessed uncertainty. Presenting ten years of Dutch architecture
is of course partly a play back of historical glory. Again you will
encounter the abundance of talent as exemplified by built form.
You will find several projects that still can claim this laconic
and timeless quality throughout a very fruitful first decade of
the 21st century. And through the photography they do. But
slowly but surely, other energies will come to light as well.

For many readers it may still come as a surprise to see Dutch
architecture with lots of traditionalist features. Or with a strong
focus on craftsmanship. Or as results of a very collaborative
spirit. Although we still see many highly individualistic, highly
conceptual and highly modernist projects, it becomes clear that
this production is only part of the story of Dutch architecture
today and in the recent past. Dutch architecture is rich in

form, content, scope and technicque in what serves the only
real common denominator: the relentless pursuit of relevance.
Functionally, symbolically, disciplinary. In sum, this issue
presents a very productive decade, highlighting the work of a
vast array of talents who achieved amazing success.

But...

The reader will ask...
If success is the effect, what has been the cause?

12

Beyond self congratulation it is, for any respectable artistical
field, pivotal to understand the causes of certain practices.
Understanding what you are doing is the prerequisite of any new
insight. No pain, no glory. And if we achieve glory, it is always
important to inflict some new pain to ensure that the glory will
be continued. So the question is: are we still strong enough to
endure this pain?

Naturally, the first and foremost feature of any success is the
availability of talent and perseverance. It is not difficult to
prove that the last 20 years of Dutch architecture have shown
the abundance of design talent. Not only did we enjoy the
emergence of many great designers who acquired global fame
(from OMA to Droog Design, from MVRDV to Piet Oudolf),
but we also witnessed the rise of a design culture in which the
organization of talent became a deliberate act. Offices, big or
small, became very smart in connecting with an international
population of trainees, interns and project architects who,
apparently, were prepared to give their best to Dutch practice.
Beyond its own abundance of talent, the country benefitted from
a huge brain gain.

Why did the Netherlands become disposed to pick those brains
so actively? Because they could gain so much themselves.

In the mid nineties it became clear that the country was
heading for some bright Golden Years. The economy went

well, even catapulted into high speed by the sudden rise of an
almost American debt culture. Innovative startups could find
ventue capital very easily. Clients were all too happy to invest
and experiment in risk seeking architecture in which hardly
anything remained the same. The national government reached
out to one more big wave of investments, in train stations,
cultural institutions, parks and public spaces. And on top of all
this, these were also the years of a full blown architectural policy
that fostered opportunities for almost anyone involved in his

or her environment. Citizens could ask for subsidies to improve
neighbourhoods and clients asked for architectural advice. In
design culture itself, several stimulation tools came to the fore,
such as a variety of stipends, a centre of excellence, a special
architecture fund, a set of big prizes and, last but not least, the
full disclosure of the biggest architecture centre in the world: the
Netherlands Architecture Institute, running a huge archive,
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a large museum and a conference centre, next to many other
facilities. How you could you NOT love this culture of faith in
architecture?

Now, as anyone can imagine, in 2012 this culture is not so vital
anymore. Major changes in the financial, institutional and also
the disciplinary landscape are underway. Some of the changes
are clearly the result of the global financial crisis that has
been stifling the world economy for some years now. Other are
clearly related to a certain fatigue of the kind in which glory
starts to forget its causes. Whatever the reasons, the results

are devastating. Joblessness has reached peak levels unseen
anytime before. Clients no longer particularly like risks and
start hiring the same architects for the same jobs all the time,
shackling them in strict contracts for much lower fees. Schools
are suffering from major budget cuts. Architectural criticism
has become a very rare profession. Under these conditions one
shouldn’t be surprised to see architecture losing much of its self
esteem.

Unless the tide can be turned.

And so, right now, as you can see in this issue, it becomes
increasingly clear that Dutch designers are starting to re-
calibrate. Not by going back to paper architecture, as was the
case many times in the past when the economy turned bad.
This time it is about resetting architecture from being part

of the problem to becoming part of the solution. Architects

are increasingly aware of presenting their surplus value not

in terms of symbolic power, but in terms of the performative
power. The power to make a difference by solving what others
cannot solve. Architecture, put this way does start to yield great
solutions again. This is what might be called an Architecture of
Consequence. This issue ends with many examples of this new
emerging practice, recognizable by many other countries in the
process of reinventing architecture. We hope that this issue is
also inspirational to them.

Ole Bouman is the director of the Netherlands Architecture Institute, globally
the largest institute of its kind. Prior to this appointment he was the editor-
in-chief of Volume. the independent magazine for architecture, for pushing

its limits and finding new roles in society. Folume is a project of the Archis
Foundation. the think tank AMO and the Graduate School of Architecture,
Planning and Preservation of Columbia University. He also was the director

of the Archis Foundation. active in publishing. consultancy and. as an NGO,
establishing connections between local design communities in need of expertise
and the Archis global knowledge network.
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Architectural Attitude

A

In assessing the architectural wealth accumulated by a decade
of production, the question is raised how to qualify the many
hundreds of excellent buildings and projects. Getting a grip

on an epoch demands such qualification. We have chosen to
categorise on the basis of architectural attitude. Three basic
positions are described in this edition. Focussing on attitude
gives a starting point to think about the role of the architect —

a question that has resurfaced in this turbulent start of the new
millennium. Chris Luth
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