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1 ABSTRACT

Demographic data show that life expectancy is &sireg, due to medical developments, higher living
standards, healthier diets, etc. But longer lifpestancy also means a higher proportion of therlglde
population with various functional handicaps. Tloaaept of functionally disabled people is broad aad
include persons with disabilities, the elderly, grant women, young children and anyone who is
permanently or temporarily handicapped in some wWays paper reviews the academic research in éhe fi
of architecture in relation to the accessibilitypafblic spaces for persons with disabilities, vatfocus on
co-creation and community engagement.

For all people, independent movement and mobilitg assential. A requirement for ensuring the
independent movement of persons with disabilitiesl @heir integration into society is the physical
accessibility of urban areas and buildings. Théwniamal foundations for accessibility design haverbe
established by universal design's principles andaljnes, but they still require aesthetic valué&added.
Allowing disabled people access to public spaceeeases their visibility, which strengthens theinse of
independence and autonomy and promotes a morevpogérception of society. Persons with disabditie
are less stigmatized as a result of their inclugiasociety, and the general public and profes$soage more
aware of the need to modify environments and sesvéo that everyone can use them. Inclusion obpsers
with disabilities in society leads to destigmatizatand increased awareness among professionalthand
general public about the importance of adaptingetironment and services so that all users carthese
on equal terms.

However, more than technical solutions are requioedchieve accessibility and inclusion. Co-craatad
community involvement are essential componentsreating accessible and inclusive public places. Co-
creation is a design approach that involves endsused designers working together to jointly degelo
solutions that are tailored to their needs (Prah&&Ramaswamy, 2004). Community participation means
actively integrating people of the community in tthesign and planning processes, particularly thase

are underrepresented or marginalized, to ensutéhtia viewpoints are taken into consideration.

Architects frequently associate disability with essibility and compliance with spatial legislatidmt they
overlook the social aspect of disability and theleat value it can bring. Individuals with sensorydan
physical limitations view spaces differently, gigithem a distinct perspective on and experiench thi¢
built world. By incorporating underrepresented amarginalized people in the design process, ardbitsm
acquire a more diversified perspective on accdigitand inclusivity, leading to more effective and
meaningful design solutions.

This paper proceeds by saying that community iremmlent and co-creation are critical for developing
inclusive and accessible public spaces. To accempdiccessibility and inclusion, more than simply
technological improvements are required; a socemtal cultural shift in favour of respecting divéysand
strengthening underrepresented and marginalisgulg@@oalso required. Involving persons with disitibs

in the design and planning process may resultmoee inclusive and equitable society.

Keywaords: built environment, inclusion, urban spatisabled people, accessibility

2 INTRODUCTION

According to statistics provided by the World HeaBrganization (WHO, 2022), approximately 1.3 bitli
individuals, constituting 16% of the global popidat are estimated to experience some form of digab
Furthermore, demographic data indicate noticeabbevitp within the ageing segment of the population,
consequently leading to an increase in the numbbeindividuals with disabilities. It is important to
acknowledge that the definition of functionally alided people encompasses a wide range of indiddual
including those with disabilities, the elderly, gnant women, young children, and anyone facing peent

or temporary limitations owing to various impairngn
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The Convention on the Rights of Persons with Digads, the first international human rights treatythe
United Nations (UN) concerning the protection & tights of persons with disabilities and the pretioa of
discrimination against them, introduces a sociaspective into its definition. In contrast to thasp when
individuals with disabilities were often perceived recipients of medical treatment, the Convention
recognized them as bearers of human rights. Ashee€onvention's definition, a person with a dikghbis

»a person who has long-term physical, mental, iettlial or sensory impairments which in interactidth
various barriers may hinder their full and effeetiparticipation in society on an equal basis witecs"
(UN General Assembly, 2007). Disability is defiresl,,an evolving concept, and results from the adton
between persons with impairments and attitudinal environmental barriers that hinder their full and
effective participation in society on an equal bagith others“ (UN General Assembly, 2007).

The European Union (EU) recognizes and respectsgheof persons with disabilities to measuresueing
their independence, social and occupational integraand participation in community life, as sthte
Article 26 of the Charter of Fundamental Rightdhe European Union. In the European Action Plans200
2007 on the situation of disabled persons, the Eid ene of its three goals: ,removal of barrierdhia
environment that prevent disabled persons fromgubigir abilities* based on the principle of 'desfgr all'
(European Commission, 2005).

In Slovenia, the rights of persons with disabititi@re guaranteed by Article 14 of the Constitutibrihe
Republic of Slovenia, which guarantees equalityoteethe law and ,equal human rights and fundamental
freedoms for all, irrespective of nationality, rasex, language, religion, political or other opmi property,
birth, education, social status, disability or atlier personal circumstance®. The field of soamlusion
and equal opportunities for persons with disab#ithnd ensuring unhindered access is regulateldvera

by legal acts, such as the Equalization of Oppdiasfor Persons with Disabilities Act (ZIMI), Siat
Inclusion of Disabled Persons Act (ZSVI), Buildidgt (GZ-1), and Rules on Universal Construction and
the Use of Construction Works.

For all people, independent movement and mobilitg assential. A requirement for ensuring the
independent movement of persons with disabilitiesl @heir integration into society is the physical
accessibility of urban areas and buildings. If gpscadapted to the needs of persons with digabilitt
becomes suitable for all users. This paper aimprtwide a systematic literature review in the field
architecture and urbanism related to the paradiginmiversal design and the relationship of architee
and architects with persons with disabilities. Aubdially, the article will shed light on examplet gnod
practices regarding the involvement of disabledviddals in the planning process, mutual collaborat
and learning.

3 CONCEPTS OF ACCESSIBILITY

The concept of accessibility design and planninplied differently depending on its occurrencelifferent
periods and geographical areas, e.g. 'univers@riesnclusive design', 'design for all', 'barfece design’,
‘accessible design’, etc. All of the mentioned epite have the same common principle, which advedh&e
design of the environment and products in suchathat, to the greatest extent possible, all peopteuse

it. However, different terms describing the samsigle concept can lead to poorer awareness, slower
implementation of established concepts in practoe, deliberate omission of suitable solutions (&l et.

al, 2017, Persson et. al, 2104, Iwarsson & Stadl3p

The concept of 'barrier-free design' first emergethe United States of America (USA) in the 1980gn
the American National Standard for Accessible asdlle Buildings and Facilities was issued. The tnpe
for the development of the standard was the ratfipersons with disabilities from the Vietnam Warthe
USA. The aim was to provide an alternative to togitinal healthcare and to support independentdivi
(Persson et al., 2014).

The concept of 'universal design' has its roothénconcept of 'barrier-free design'. The Ameriaeshitect
Ronald L. Mace, in the 1970s, defined the concéphorersal design as “design that is usable bpatiple
to the greatest extent possible, without the needadlaptation or specialised design” (Mace et @91].
Mace, had been a wheelchair user since childh@od tkat the removal of the 'special needs' lalad the
most significant change brought about by the usendfersal design (Null, 2014).
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Architect Selwyn Goldsmith explored the field ofiversal design' in the United Kingdom (UK). Golddm
placed the disabled at the top of the universaigdegyramid, demonstrating a participatory approsch
design 'from the bottom up' (Goldsmith, 2000). Hasvthe first architect to introduce a system opisip
access over kerbs or ramps on the pavement tatdéeithe passage of wheelchair users (Goldsmith,
1997:214).

The term 'design for all' was defined in the 'Studkn Declaration' by the European Institute of Qasand
Disability (EIDD) as ,design for human diversitypa@al inclusion and equality. The Declaration was
adopted by EIDD members at the Annual General Mgeti Stockholm on May 9, 2004.

The term 'inclusive design' is the most commonigduterm in the UK. The British Standards Instithges
defined 'inclusive design' as: ,the design of maean products and/or services that are accedspknd
usable by, as many people as reasonably possitdegtobal basis, in a wide variety of situations &mthe
greatest extent possible without the need for gpeciaptation or specialized design” (BSI TBSI, VBE
7000-6; 2005). The definition is similar to the poses of ‘universal design' and 'design for alk,ibcludes
the phrase 'as reasonably possible'. This meahsdlagtations to achieve accessibility do not havbe
made if they are too expensive or difficult to @sa@. This phrase allows accessibility solutions toobe
implemented, which is unacceptable as it excluddisevable groups and denies them equal use ofcesrvi
and facilities.

The ISO standard defines the concept of ‘accesdddgn' as a ,design focused on principles of reditey
the standard design to persons with some typer&dipeance limitation to maximize the number of puial
customers who can readily use a product, buildingeovice” (ISO/IEC Guide 71:2014).

In Slovenia, architect Marija Vovk worked on theitoof accessibility. With her handbook “Designiagd
adapting the built environment for the benefit efgpns with disabilitie$”(Vovk, 2000), she has made an
outstanding contribution to the initiation of theopess of removing architectural barriers and ising
awareness among professionals about the probletheoinaccessibility of the built environment. The
research group, led by landscape architect AlbAgidreja, published a design manual 'Space for All',
supplemented the guidelines for designing a spaeedf built and communication barriers, suitaloed
users, with guidelines and examples of good praaiso for members of the blind and partially séght
group (Albreht et al., 2010: 27-31).

The essence of universal design is to design aard thle built environment, products, and systembowit
creating barriers and, consequently, to enableirtbieision of different groups of people in socide.
Vovkova stated that “the problems of the functibnddandicapped or people with various disabilities
integrating into the living environment are maimhanifested in the inaccessibility and uselessnéskeo
built environment; in other words, integration intweryday life, into society, is very difficult aven
impossible for these people” (Vovk, 2000). By cregitspaces that are adapted to different groupsttzand
needs of people, social integration and inclusiensaipported (Rodi, 2020). Therefore, designingapdor
different groups of people is a key element indksign process. An accessible physical environtnasita
significant impact on the accessibility of publigases for persons with disabilities, and enablelsamge in
the social environment, particularly in terms oftisty's behaviour and attitudes towards personf wit
disabilities (Butler & Bowlby, 1997). If persons twidisabilities are given access to public spatiesir
presence increases, thus strengthening their s#gniselependence and autonomy, while also fosteaing
more positive understanding of society. The indosdf persons with disabilities in society alsodedo
destigmatization and awareness among professi@rasthe general public of the need to adapt the
environment and services so that they can be usadl bsers on equal terms.

4 ENHANCING ACCESSIBILITY AND INCLUSIVE DESIGN IN ARC HITECTURE

Architects, planners and designers need to be awfatee needs and difficulties faced by persong wit
disabilities to plan and design a barrier-free thaitvironment (Vovk, 2000), and this statement fiero
unfortunately not the case. In contemporary archital practice, it has been repeatedly shown that
architects do not consider the needs of persorisdisabilities when designing architecture. Redeahows
that architects often stereotype disabled indiviglaa wheelchair users only, without considerirgyribeds

of persons with cognitive or sensory impairmentsrig & Hall, 2001; 97). Furthermore, universal dgsi

! Nadrtovanije in prilagajanje grajenega okolja v kofistkcionalno oviranim ljudem, Vovk, M., 2000.
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guidelines and examples are based on standarditedacand narrowly linked to legislation and régions
(Ahmer, 2014; Boys, 2014; Vermeersch & Heylighedil2, Kajita, 2020), which leads to a sense of oreat
limitation and an inability for designers to deyelmventive solutions. The challenge for contempora
architecture in designing spaces for persons wigahilities lies in designing buildings and built
environments that do not simply meet the requirdmer regulations. Such a design requires creative
thinking and a change in perspective, which willinnately offer progressive and thoughtful solutions
(Ahmer, 2021; Steinfeld & Maisel, 2012).

4.1 Embracing Inclusivity: The Impact of Inclusive Architecture

Inclusive design, which aims to make objects aratep accessible to a wide range of people, inagjudin
those with physical, visual, or cognitive impairrtgens a direct response to the problems of inaalequ
design practices and marginalization. While sontividuals might raise doubts about the importante o
considering the needs of perceived 'minority' geouguch as persons with disabilities, in architegtit is
crucial to recognize and address potential chaflengnd concerns that might hinder the adoption of
inclusive design solutions. One of the common corgés that designing for accessibility might coompise
the aesthetics or architectural integrity of a dinij or space. Some architects may fear that accatatimg
accessibility features could lead to a perceivag laf creativity or will impair their artistic vian. Concerns
about the cost and viability of including inclusiglesign components, particularly in pre-existingcures,
may also arise. It may appear that retrofittingeolduildings to meet accessibility standards iffecdlt and
costly task.

Furthermore, resistance may result from a lacknoieustanding or awareness of the diverse needsrsbips
with disabilities and other marginalised groupschtects and designers may not fully comprehend the
variety of challenges encountered by various usersulting in the inadvertent omission of certain
accessibility requirements (Imrie & Hall, 2001). tQated attitudes and stereotypes about disability atso
contribute to a lack of willingness to embrace uisdle design principles.

Nevertheless, it is critical to recognise that usdle solutions benefit a much larger communitynthast
those believed to be 'minority’. Designing accdesibmps and entrances not only improves mobility f
people with impairments, but also helps the eldeplrents with strollers, and anybody with tempprar
ailments or mobility issues. Similarly, featureslsas tactile walking surface markers at crossroatiich
were originally designed to assist visually impdiiadividuals, now serve as useful cues for evesyon
signalling changes in the surface and improvingegainpedestrian safety and direction.
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Figure 1: The ramps are also used by elderly peapdeelderly people on mobility scooters to malaagier to overcome the height
difference. Source: Geodetic Institute of Slovenia
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4.2 Shifting Perspectives: Designing for Inclusion

A good example of forward thinking in contemporarghitecture is the Guggenheim Museum designed by
Frank Lloyd Wright. The museum represents one effitist examples of the use of universal desigrhis
context, a ramp that runs through an entire bujldiepresents a space that is more than just a fdace
movement, an element to overcome the height diffaxe The ramp's meaning goes beyond its primary
function of communication and becomes a space dlatvs equal and unobstructed use by all people
regardless of their physical abilities.

Maison Bordeaux, designed by Rem Koolhaas for agmein a wheelchair, confirms the thesis that it is
possible to design facilities that are accessibléunctionally disabled people and at the same tffier
technologically advanced and aesthetically perstutions. Koolhaas designed the concept of a house
according to the needs of the user and outsid&dhgework of the regulations’ guidelines, which simebe
only the minimum technical requirements for the eliisions of doors, widths of corridors, ramps, &he
house consists of three volumes with different mots connected vertically by a lifting platform. €rh
lifting platform creates a spatial dynamic that @y changes and redefines the space in which ps sto
(Ahmer, 2021). The house represents an innovappeoach and an architectural achievement that mestsif

Le Corbusier's concept of the house as a 'machmwing'.

4.3 User participation and collaboration between archiects and persons with disabilities

Accessibility should not be a constraint on quaditghitectural design. As Davis and Lifchez statehitects
must actively seek out persons with disabilitiesh&p them understand their needs. However, when
designing, they should be careful not to stigmatiee client concerning possible functional impaintse
(David & Lifchez, 1987). In architectural practidhe embodied experiences of disabled people aedyra
used as an important source for planning becauweseappreciate different spatial qualities than iecks
from different perspectives in their daily inteiact with the built environment. (Vermeersch & Heyien,
2015, Heylighen & Nijs, 2011).

Studies (Vermeersch & Heylighen, 2015; Heylighemalet2013; Heylighen et al., 2016; Heylighen & d\ljj
2011; Schijlen et al. 2015) conducted by archikéeylighen and colleagues show that collaboratidwéen
architects and persons with disabilities has bepaositive experience for both parties. This stuniyea to
explore the potential of employing a disabled cttasti who would experience their own space to alvis
architectural designers on how to improve architedtsolutions. The findings of these studies sagysat
such a service could add value to architecturalgdeHowever, additional efforts should be made to
convince stakeholders of this added value, andnaltiwes for initiating innovative ideas should foether
explored (Schijlen et al. 2015). This study alsosidered the social aspects and social value ofaging a
disabled person can bring. The presence of pemsihsdisabilities in the workplace promotes awasme
and acceptance of differences within the orgarimatiwhich can have an impact on wider society.
Employing a person with disability also has a pesitmpact on the disabled person, as they arenadfi as
full members of society through employment.

Luck's study followed the work of designers who keat with persons with disabilities to create bespakd
tailored solutions to enable them to live more peteently. An important conclusion that emergemftbe
results of this study is that people will respormkipvely to designer's products (this can alsduite
architectural objects) if they are offered the apyaity to actively participate in the design prss€Luck,
2018).

A notable example of collaboration with disabledspas is a project ,Enabling multimodal mobility of
persons with various disabilities” which is led the Geodetic Institute of Slovenia and financedthusy
Ministry of Infrastructure of the Republic of Slavia. The project's main goal is to improve the ritybof
blind and partially sighted people, people withited mobility, older people, and schoolchildren whay
be at greater risk while navigating traffic. Thiancbe achieved through innovative technologieslityua
spatial data, useful information, and educatiomfiore independent and safer mobility of target gsod he
project follows the principle of "Nothing about without us” which is the motto of the European Ditity
Forum (EDF). Persons with disabilities were invalia all phases of the project, from the developnoén
the data model to fieldwork and the promotion amddfer of knowledge. Engaging with representatofes
different vulnerable groups is essential, as ivjghes insight into their needs and experiences @fing in
space. (Rener et al., 2021).
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Figure 2: Figure 2 shows the field capture trairang the sharing of previous experiences amongapeirers. Source: Geodetic
Institut of Slovenia.

However, architects Davis and Lifchez warn thatrtipgation will be unsuccessful if the architestrot
genuinely committed to the idea of consultatioridyypeople in general or by lay persons with did#s in
particular, or if the architect considers such ipgration to be a waste of time that diminishes
professionalism or compromises the aesthetic iityegf the project” (Lifchez & Davis, 1987). The gative
stance against the participation of this kind caly stem from ignorance or fear of something tisahot
close to us or is completely unknown (Butler & Bbwl 1997; 420). Furthermore, Boys (2014; 34) argues
that user participation in architectural practiseoften treated as an add-on, similar to how disahs
considered an add-on to "normal” architecture.

In the process of architectural planning, consiil@na regarding accessibility in a building areitgtly
addressed towards the end of the process. Acdagsdnd disability are equated solely to adheretwe
technical and functional requirements. Consequgatbhitects tend to neglect the considerationsahlity
as an integral part of their design activities,eptdn specific cases. Instead, they tend to relpre-existing
off-the-shelf solutions that lack creative engageméBoys, 2014). Imrie suggested that universaligie
principles should be included to achieve high as&threquirements. Accessibility elements thus bexo
part of the whole, not just an addition to architee (Imrie, 2012). Elements, such as ramps ansl dife
often seen as a functional addition to the arctute¢ which must be built to meet regulations areddevoid
of any aesthetic considerations. They are moshgfteced where they will do the least harm to thstletic
perfection of a building’s architecture, hiddennfrthe eyes of the majority.

Such practices are most often observed in histbyripeotected existing buildings, where a solutionst be
found to allow access to persons with disabilitiessuch cases, various half-solutions are usezh ag a
separate entrance for persons with disabilitiegujh the technical areas of the building away frb
main entrance. In this way, we deny the non-disc@tory principle of inclusive design, as we masdire
a group of people, hide them, and thus promotensiigation.
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Figure 3: Figure 3 shows the location of the adbésgntrance for people with reduced mobility aviiamyn the main entrance to the
building. Source: Geodetic Institute of Slovenia.

4.4 Inadequate solutions and Marginalization

As an example of contemporary architecture thas e consider accessibility in its design proceg&scan
mention the work of architect Peter Eisenman, $jpady the Memorial to the Holocaust in Berlin. &h
memorial is situated in a city block and consistsstone volumes. These volumes are placed on an
orthogonal grid intersected by pathways runningnarth—south and east—west directions. The varying
heights of the volumes created an undulating réfiaf was also reflected in the ground, forming/aadnic
topography of alternating valleys and hillocks. Idgr the design process, the minimum technical
requirements regarding pathway widths and slopaswiould enable independent wheelchair access were
not considered. Consequently, individuals usingeitteirs were deprived of the experiential aspéth®
memorial. Following criticism from the Swiss Centier the Disabled, 13 out of 130 pathways were
subsequently modified to comply with the accesgjbilegulations. The justification for not consiawey
technical requirements during design was that & @@ artistic work not bound by accessibility lé&gisn
(Fitzsimons, 2012). This raises the question oftivepersons with disabilities are not allowedppraciate
art?

4.5 The Multisensory Experience of Space

The relationship between people and space and lemplg use and experience them is fundamental to
architectural practice. Davis and Lifchez, in tH€lpen Letter to Architects', point out that “acgibsity is
more than a question of access or logistics,alss about the quality of the experience. How @®sfin a
space, how one interprets it, or even whether ameirterpret it adequately - these are all lessiifieble

but crucially important aspects of accessibilitiPayis & Lifchez, 1987). We experience space withoél

our senses. “The senses, touch and taste as walitdsand hearing, have aesthetic qualities. Tdweyot
have them alone, but rather in connection; asaotefe rather than as simple and separate eriti{@swey

in Pallasmaa, 2005). When addressing architecturality, encompassing functional characteristippeal,
suitability, and aesthetic worth, we frequenthlis¢i an unimpeded user with fully functional senasghe
primary metric of success. If we take away the tsighour user, we can no longer evaluate a certain
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architectural quality. The criteria for evaluatiaghitectural qualities change if the user is aeldteir user
(Fitzsimons, 2012).

If a person loses any of their senses, they siadly more on the remaining senses. The experiehspace,
their use, and spatial orientation varies betwa#ardnt disability groups. People without disalds first
perceive the space as a whole and then individeaients; for blind people, the process of perceiwpace

is the opposite - they first perceive individuakraknts and then form an overall picture from the
interconnected individual elements (Ahmer, 2021).

As part of their study at the University of Leuveasearchers not only investigated physical obssalout
also examined the sensory characteristics of abj@tie results of this research highlight the kag played
by sensory perception in the evaluation and expeei®f a space. Functionally impaired individualy on
their senses of smell, sight, hearing, and touassist them in understanding and navigating tlecomore
easily, and their senses also influence the wayélkperience space. Examples from this study ittistthat
the extent to which a building was experiencedcagssible depended not only on its physical adoéisi
but also on how the space was felt and experiebg¢dese individuals, who may have a unique petsfec
differing from most architects. Persons in wheedilshare more attentive to visual quality from a éw
perspective. Individuals with visual impairmentspess both acoustic and tactile qualities. Pemsdhdow
vision are able to pinpoint poor lighting conditiorindividuals with autism are strong at identifyithe
general atmosphere of spaces, providing insiglat thée legibility of a building; for example, whetha
public passageway is also experienced as publimf¥ersch & Heylighen, 2015).

5 CONCLUSION

Co-creation and community involvement are essenbahponents in establishing accessible and in@usiv
public spaces for individuals with disabilities.e@ting an accessible and useful environment faverse
group of people, such as those with impairmenta,higge challenge. Various approaches and concapts
arisen around the world in response to the acdégsibhallenge, with the common goal of improving
accessibility and ensuring inclusion for all indivals. The concept of universal design, the modl- we
known concept of accessibility, is a relatively newsncept, first appearing 60 years ago. As our
understanding of diverse abilities and user needsiruues to evolve, there is plenty of room to @olgr and
enhance the principles and practices of univeresigth. Based on the research examples provided, it
becomes evident that the experience of space feppe with disabilities is desirable but often undkied.
Despite its importance, it is not fully acknowledges an essential and valuable aspect of the ectnial
design process.

Architecture, as a direct and unavoidable mediuaries the responsibility for social relevance atays a
vital role in creating an inclusive society. Conparary architecture has, to some extent, lost taut the
holistic dimensions and emotional proportions ofividuals, irrespective of their physical abilities
limitations. Pallasmaa also concluded that ,thauimhnity of contemporary architecture and moderie<it
can result in the neglect of the body and sensgglremimbalance of our sensory system” (Pallasi2@@5).
However, it is critical to consider architecture imoisolation, but rather as part of a larger idigciplinary
framework.

With interdisciplinary cooperation, we could briagt the potential for more inclusive and succesdégign
solutions by implementing the principles of co-¢i@a and community involvement. By combining the
expertise and viewpoints of various fields, sucls@sology, psychology, and urban planning, arcist@are
able to move beyond the constraints of a purelpitectural approach and develop a deeper understand
of the holistic dimensions and emotional propodiai people. Understanding societal dynamics aed th
social effects of built environments requires stogacal insights. Psychological perspectives origleserve

to clarify the complex relationship between indivéds and the built environment around them by fogus
on the emotional and sensory components of desigran planning expertise ensures that accessilitity
inclusivity are integrated into the planning of théder built environment. Using this interdiscigity
approach, architects may create environments thaingite emotional and sensory stimulation for all
persons, going beyond simply physical accessibiRgcognising the significance of inclusive desigm
actively including specialists and persons withatilties in the design process can lead to pldéicasare
not just physically accessible but also emotionailg sensory stimulating.
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Regardless, when it comes to applying inclusivegiepractises, there may be certain restrictiond an
problems. To overcome these obstacles, a proastia¢egy is required. Cooperation among specialists
stakeholders, and the community is vital for overtw potential difficulties. It entails cultivatingn
inclusive mindset, raising awareness, and remolangers to the construction of truly inclusive qg#a on
physical, social, and psychological levels. We ngay closer to building a more inclusive society by
acknowledging and actively trying to address thaeblems.

As society continues to evolve, the importance @$ighing for diverse needs has become increasingly
evident. Architects can leverage knowledge fromtipiel disciplines to develop environments thateet
society's aspirations for a more inclusive envirentnby embracing multidisciplinary collaborationhéer
thought of architects Davis and Lifchez in a meghihway summarizes the important role of architeetin

the inclusive society we are striving for, as amtture must be socially responsible given itsafiend
inevitable nature.

“The architect as visionary must remind others #irahitecture reflects society's relationship selit that
creating an environment is a dynamic process, laatdairchitecture must express society's highesatigns
and ideals.” (Davis and Lifchez, 1987)
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