
THE MOLENVLIET PROJECT 

  

The housing association ñPapendrechtò in the city of Papendrecht wanted a project of 80 two-

room dwellings for rent on a site close to the competition area (see ópreliminary studyô).  

During the first meeting I presented my ópatternô ñDifferentiation in dwelling sizeò, in short:  

Issue: Social relations in a neighbourhood mainly occur among occupants living in the same 

or adjacent urban space(s). These contacts are far more interesting if they take place among 

people of different ages and different stages in family life.  

Idea: Dwellings on an urban space should be as diverse as possible in form and size: from 1 to 

6 rooms and more. 

Then, the client accepted the support principle with very different dwelling types and sizes.  

 

In the given building site we could design one parking street and four courtyards. 

  
The plan met two other housing projects and a common tissue plan was clearly missing!  



Support structure and parcellation 

The simple support structure of the study - parallel standard piers, floors and roofs - have been 

formed around the four courtyards mostly in three levels plus attics. The parcellation of the 

three dimensioal structure has been decided in consultation with the housing association. It 

resulted in 123 units of 67 different types of empty units. Units with a ground floor have a 

garden, units on the first floor a loggia and the units on the second floor a large roof terracce. 

      
Support structure, groundfloor      

       
Groundfloor parcellation with gardens,                   Second floor parcellation with roof terraces,  

After the parcellation the project of 123 units counted 67 different (empty) dwelling types. 

The Dutch Ministry of Housing titled the project óExperimental Projectô and admitted 

officially the free lay-out of each unit. Nevertheless we had to make a ïfictive- dwelling 

layout for each dwelling type, according to the Dutch rules of social housing in order to 

calculate the capacity of each type. On that base the housing association and the users kept the 

normal national subsidy for social housing ï a big step for Open Building- reased with a 

contribution to experiment costs.  

 

  



INFILL  

Once the contractor started building construction I had two private infill consultations of one 

hour with each of the users, following the routing of the building blocks on site. We kept a 

copy of the empty dwellings to work with the users and added the accompanying facade 

frames. During the first meeting we discussed the needed spaces and functions related to the 

ages, hobbies and preferences of each family member. After two weeks a second meeting was 

spend on confirmation or small changes and on details in kitchen and bathrooms.  

Many consultations have been evaluated by A. Gotink, a researcher at the Faculty of Social 

and Behavioral Sciences of the Utrecht University. She also followed the users after moving 

in and after three years living. Generally speaking we discovered two important principles: 

The unique life experience of each of the users had to be valued and we needed confidence in 

the flow of designing unprejudiced and without own preferences. Hobbies of the users were as 

important as basic activities. So we had to be open, listening carefully and designing quickly 

as shown by the movie óMolenvlietô by Jacques van de Noort.  

   
Two times one hour consultation with a family to design the      Artist impression to help users to find location 

specific layout of their dwelling. ( Ans Gotink of Utrecht University in the back) 

 

    
Infill sketch after user consultation               Infill contract drawing 



 
Contract drawing of a 5 bedroom dwelling on gallery level and - to the right - 1 floor higher  

   

 
Execution-drawing of an infill plan, made on the 10-20 cm grid paper, scale 1: 50. 
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