














Theater 11, Zurich, Switzerland

Extension Funkwiesenstrasse, Zurich,
Switzerland

Extension Gross House, Greifensee,
Switzerland

Hardau Schools, Zurich, Switzerland

Commission competition

Dates competition (1st prize) 2003, planning 2003-2005,
construction 2005-2006

Size 9'188 m2

Costs CHF 27.2 Mio.

Client MCH Messe Ziirich AG

Commission direct commission

Dates commission 2003, construction 2007-2009
Size 30 m2 (extension)

Costs —

Client private

Commission direct commission

Dates commission 2003, planning 2003-2004,
construction 2004-2008 (two phases)

Size 67 m2 (new building), 127 m2 (conversion)
Costs -

Client private

Commission competition

Dates competition 2002 (1st prize), planning 2002-2004,
construction 2004-2005

Size 2'476 m2 (Vocational), 2'334 m2 (Primary)

Costs CHF 15.7 Mio. (Vocational), CHF 14.6 Mio. (Primary)
Client City of Zurich

The refurbishment of a theatre building required an ad-
ditional 700 seats and a larger foyer. This gave the start-
ing point for a radical transformation of the existing sub-
stance into a contemporary musical theatre. Our project
‘cannibalises’ existing elements such as the basement and
the fly tower. The new volume reacts in a differentiated
way to the various scales of the urban context. During
the day the facade of standing- seam perforated metal is
reminiscent of industrial buildings. At night the windows
behind the translucent membrane begin to glow, trans-
forming the building into an artificial lantern. The activi-
ties inside are conveyed outside by large ‘eyes’.

The client wished to make better use of the large garden
on his site. We designed a garden pavilion as an exten-
sion to the living area. The accessible roof of this pavilion
serves as a terrace. For an abstract effect we deliberately
restricted the number of materials used. The design of the
surroundings was included in the project from the very
beginning. The seating area in the garden, the flowerbed
and the pool produce in conjunction with the small build-
ing a powerful and independent ensemble. The house, the
trees and the seasons are reflected in the areas of glass
and water; at times the pavilion seems almost to dissolve
in the dialogue with its setting.

The use of space in this 1960s development of single-sto-
rey row houses seems wasteful. As, according to the regu-
lations, underground buildings do not count as utilization
of space, we created an underground patio house as a
kind of ‘'second house’. Whereas the two courtyards are
sharply incised in the garden, the two new bedrooms and
a bathroom are attached to the existing basement. The
existing hobby room was converted to a third bed-room
and a former crawl space into a home cinema. This gain
of space allowed two ground floor rooms to be opened
up. Itis only now that this house responds to its privileged
situation as the end building in a row.

Two neighbouring schools designed by Otto Glaus, from
the 1960s and the 1980s were to be extended. The co-ex-
istence and interpenetration of essentially very different
urban fragments makes the perimeter into an exciting but
difficult part of the city that is characterised by strong con-
trasts. We attempted not to sugar-coat this place, but to
develop the thinking behind it further. The area is opened
up and connected internally by means of a meandering
public park. The existing building fragments were aug-
mented by employing specific tailor-made measures, their
spatial presence is strengthened and they are connected
to the new outdoor space.



Holiday Home, Flumserberg,
Switzerland

Public Record Office Basel-Landschaft,
Liestal, Switzerland
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Community Centre Aussersihl, Zurich,
Switzerland

Hegianwandweg Housing Develop-
ment, Zurich, Switzerland

Commission direct assignment

Dates commission 2002, construction 2003
Size 183 m2

Costs —

Client private

Commission competition

Dates competition (1st prize) 2000, planning 2001-2007,
construction 2005-2007

Size 4’705 m2

Costs CHF 15.4 Mio.

Client Canton of Basel-Landschaft

Commission competition

Dates competition (1st prize) 1999, planning 2002-2003,
construction 2003-2004

Size 866 m2

Costs CHF 3.0 Mio.

Client City of Zurich

Commission competition

Dates competition (1st prize) 1998, planning 2000-2002,
construction 2002-2003

Size 14404 m2

Costs CHF 32.8 Mio.

Client Familiengenossenschaft Zirich

Most holiday houses look the same and the site’s specific
character is seldom taken into. Our design relates to the
wonderful place, adjacent to an alpine field. The house
rises vertically in order to capture the spectacular views.
The meadow around the building is left undisturbed, no
garden design alters the appearance of the place. On the
exterior, the house variegates the omnipresent chalet
theme with its dark wood cladding and small window
openings creating the image of a chalet tower with huge
panorama windows. As an antithesis to living in separate
rooms we developed our design from the hypothesis of
a single-room house.

The current location of the existing office, cut off from
the town, hardly allows the public character of the institu-
tion to be expressed. We interpreted the need to double
the amount of space as a chance to translate the existing
building into a powerful, self-confident form. We added
an additional storey to the archive wing. Consequently the
spatial programme is no longer organized horizontally but
vertically. By placing the public zone on the second floor
the visitors’ area is lifted out of the cramped topography.
In the form of a glazed roof volume the new public zone
now engages the urban district of Liestal, which lies on
the far side of the railway line embankment.

After the budget was reduced by 45% the amount of us-
able floor area was reduced by only 25%, which meant
radically cutting building costs: strategic minimalism! A
basic structure, enhanced at specific points, now offers
space for diverse activities. The building still blends in the
park by its form and colour. Lime sand brick is the cheap-
est material to build curved walls. With the radical use
of colour we ‘killed’ the somewhat out-of-date material
so that only colour and form remains. Starting from the
image of tree bark, the facade is perforated and tattooed.
A skin is generated which exceeds the image of a ‘Loch-
fassade’, creates depths and relates to the environment.

We tend to understand community more as a possibil-
ity than a constraint. It is given spatial expression in the
carefully worked out sequence of public to private spac-
es. Interface spaces, such as entrance halls to buildings,
apartment entrances and balconies, are concentrated in
terms of both atmosphere and programme. We worked at
creating a kind of architecture that defines spatial qualities
and is yet open to individual appropriation and program-
matic changes. The development is laid over the former
allotment gardens and brings its own outdoor spaces with
it. The positioning of the volumes creates both extreme
closeness and a spatial depth.



