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Daikanyama (Suburban area of Tokyo)
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1941

Born in Daikanyama, Tokyo
Hillside Terrace Owner
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Tokujiro Asakura Wi ap
1841-1916

Merchant / Landlord / Politician
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Family Business - Rice Milling Industry
Asakura Rice Store (1869 - 1943)

nsiq3

$9%

\t

ewefueyieq

over 20,000 tsuba (66116 m*), including current Nakameguro, Ebisu, and Daikanyama areas

Shibuya Ward

Political and Religional
Member of the Shibuya Town Council & HSME

the Asakura family serves as the President of Hikawa Shrine in Shibuya for generations.

Company Profile

Asaiuers esl Emans Co, Uit
-1 Sarapiucho. Shtyaiy, Totyo Hilsde Temaos Budng £

Showe 4

25 nicn R Director of Asakura Rice Store
Closed in 1943

Wisrmge rat. of Hilsite Tevrace Dnilaryams

Nephew, adopted by Torajiro (1908)  Real Estate Business (¥ fE & H 3
Established Sarugaku Kogyo in 1936

Rice Milling Industry / Real Estate [predecessor of Asakura Real Estate)
& 1904 ’ became Member of the Shibuya Town Council
= 1 (succeed Tokujira)
= 1
o
i 1915 ‘ became Member of the Tokyo Prefectural Assembly
; 1
D 1
= i
i
Torajiro Asakura SIS R4 68 i
1871- 1944 ! )
Son-indaw, maiden name is Sugiura 1932 ? became Chairman of the Tokyo Prefectural Assembly
Adopted by Asakura family (1897) 1933 @ retired from politics
Rice milling Industry / Politician Political Career
[ |
lost most of lands

inheritance tax $5$

Construction of Former Asakura Residence (1918-1919)
sold as an inheritance tax payment in 1947
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Born in 1928
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1954
Harvard University
Graduate School of Design

Hillside Terrace (1967):
Implement the theory of Group Form

1965 back to Japan

F i rraine the spatial organization of these
Dachpicniatdon 3 a4 Fig. 7, fabove) o Sudimess viligs, Fig. 8, (Below), o Gresk
towns are: village. Twn swompies of Group Form. architorturs,

(1) Consistent use of basic materials and construction
methods as well us spontaneous, but minor, varia-
tions in physical expression.

(2) Wise, and often dramatic use of geography and
topography,

(3) Human scale preserved throughout the town, (This
is frequently in contrast to superhuman land forms.)

(4) Finally, sequential development of basic elements
which predominantly, are dwelling houses, open
spaces between the houses, and the repetitive use
of certain wisual elements such as walls, gates,
towers, waters, etc.

Fumihiko Maki
INVESTIGATIONS IN COLLECTIVE FORM

welbold Jo1se|\

A Special Publication Number 2
THE SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE Time Dimension
Washington University St. Louis 1 June 1964
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Collective Forms - 3 Major Approaches

historical new

Fig. 1, Approachss to collective form. From left to vight,
compositional form, megaform, growp form.

Compositional Form Compositional Approach
Mega-Structure (Form) Structural Approach
Group-Form Sequential Approach



'70 This event, which reported a record
of more than sixty million visitors in
B six months, testified the significant

1 ,{. influence of megastructure in
L e o vaan duain

~«. ) architecture and urban design
L rough the 1960s.

first appeared in an essay written by «
Fumihiko Maki, one of the founding
Metabolists, on the“collective forms.”

AW !
[ !
I N /
I N /
| N I Affected by the global energy
1 / \ ' erisis of 1973 and resultant
ses \ l\ economic downturn, megastructure’s
1960 ‘] \ ¢ POpularity among architects started
M b l' | to wane, and criticisms became
eta O lsm was | dominant.
launched during the 1960 World !
Design Conference in Tokyo. < B I’
N\ v, T -7
J— Thee
Metabolist |
i /
Paradigms concepts
Megast‘rWO—‘C:)n‘_ T -
Group Form e - — — - oy,
Ruins e \
B - \
/ GROUP FORM; OPERATIONAL CATEGORIES
/ Fumihike Maki, [nvestigations in Coilective Farm, 1964
I
'y s
g s ¥
Metabolism, together with its Western counterparts like e/ o o _—
Archigram, Cedric Price, and Situationist International, 8!
: - : " - I
is regarded by historians as the first generation that |
approached architecture and urbanism as media |
I
I
I
I
| Fumihiko Maki
| M j"‘m""' = The Golgi
I 3 i Structure
v ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Arata Isozaki
Joint Core System

Kenzo Tange

Arata Isozaki
" Pilotis and Core System

Ruins




_ _ » Based on the relationship between part and whole as often seen in the formation _ -

-7 of vernacular settlements like ltalian hilltop towns, North African villages, and ¢ \\
" 7 Japanese linear villages. [ e \
Q r d er., / \ \

should ariseé
from grouping TS
individual
elements
together!"

/
/

GROUP ,
/ Maki challenged

/ .
FORM , megastructure with
/ a concept called

[ 1
: Group Form,
- representing the
h , second Metabolist
% 4 paradigm of the city.
= /
tE XE —
Fumihiko Maki 1\
- Y a "Create a flexible urban ® ~

system more responsive to
the fluctuating conditions
of contemporary society."

"At first, I didn't think about that. At the time
of the 3rd period (Building D / E, completed in
1977), it became a base for cultural activities,
not just houses, restaurants, and shops. I
talked with Kengo Asakura that I wanted to
do it. After that, in 1987, I created the 5th term
"Hillside Plaza" and the 6th term "Hillside N
Forum". In addition to housing and stores, °
there is a cultural base. I thought that if there
were, people would interact more deeply. "

Individual units are generative
elements defined by a
prototype, which determines
the general character of the
ensemble.

T A

Allows the ensemble to - === - -
grow and renew itself
without affecting its

_ — ¥ general character, as
/ the system maintains a

/ dynamic equilibrium.

The emphasis of planning
shifts from a_physical
structure to a perceptual
order underlying the
evolution of the city.

Phase IV
1985

1977 Roval Danish Embassy
1979

Phase 1T g

1973 4
e viosr U 4
Hillside Plaza T

\

Since the design of the first increment in 1967, the project continued to grow for thirty years, progressing
through seven stages. Each stage of the development emerged from the pattern set by previous designs but

* distinguished itself from them by reflecting revisions of planning regulations, developments of technology,
changing consciousness of the architect, and the shifting character of the urban context as Daikanyama
evolved from a quiet residential area to a bustling commercial district.
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Respect Architect” s Designs
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Early Commission & Theory Practice Home Land & Business

Special Feeling of “Home”

High-D for Maximizing Profi
Culturally and Socially Respect the Land
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residential
parking
concrete social community
" " P ? ceramic tile
Uncertainties Captital? rograms! Materials? Needs?
. s aluminum & glass housing
library restaurant
club .
gallery . commercial
social
concert hall office
event space
exhibition hall
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SITE LOCATION

Map
http://www.lokyomap.com/

transformation of the neighborhood with individual urban development for economical efficiency.
project has brought the impact on neighborhood with establishing a kind of brand of the area and high quality urban spaces.



1967 1969 1973 1977 1985 1087 1992
1 Phase 1 . Phase 2 | Phase 3 | Phase 4 | Phase 5 | Phase 6 )
! Bullding A & B ' Bullding G ! Buliding D & E ' Annex A & B ! Plaza ' Bullding F & G & H !

Fesidential/ & Linits. Pariiclerstial 21 thnity Exribition hall Parking!
Festaurars/ Restmurant ek pacel Rental Space’
Shop Offcet iy

I Site-Integration”

e e e e e e YT | L e T 1] R T LT e L S

Hillside Terrace
Fumihiko Maki | Tokyo | 1967-1992

Zhaoyi Lyu - Meichun Zhu - Fengyao Shi - Sahar Pashazanousi
Site Context

sitE without redgvalopment”

o

*| Site SubdivisionT
e

Hillside Terrace is a mix of residential, commercial, and cultural uses that have been built in 6 phases during 30 years from 1967 to 1992. The project has impacted the neighborhood by
establishing a kind of brand of the area and high-quality urban spaces. The transformation brought by developments of each site using these patterns; Subdivision of the site, continuity

of the site, and integration of the site and cases without redevelopment.



NEIGHBORHOOD

Spatial changes brought by redevelopments of each sites and premise and changes of
usage of building in each sites.
Pattern on usage of building :
Detached housa

Apartment house
Commercial use (office and shops)
Complex of residential and commercial use

Case that remains without

redeviopment through 1973 10 2011

Pattern on modification of site :
Case of subdivision of site

Case of continuity of site

Case of integration of sites

Case without redevelopment

Distribution of spatial changes focusing on pattern of site modification from 1973 to

2011

categorizing street in aspect of transformation in configuration of usage of buildings

along the street

patterns on usage of buildings along the street ;
residential apartment building

detached house

parking lot or vacant space without building

building in commercial use or in complex use of
commercial and residential

P et | R T,

-mdmdmpudlﬁnw
M1 theough 1973 10 2011

| Street on which detached houses command a

| majority through 1973 1o 2011

q Street on which pattern shifted from detached
house to apartment buiding
Street on which major pattern shifted from
complex use to apartment buiding in early 1980

——— Street on which major pattern shifted from

| e
mp! &
| Strect on which major pattem shifted from
| residential use to complex use around 2011
| e Street on which compelx uses command a
| majority through 1973 10 2011 A
| = Street on which major pastern shified from apanment
1 buiding t complex us in later than 2000°s 5
T ) 5. R =

Street in Sarugaku-cho categorized in aspect of transformation in configuration of
usage of buildings



TRANSFORMATION

Redevelopment as residential arean caseof site. Redevelopment as residential area i case of site Redevelopiment as conumerdal usage area incase  Redevelopment as residential in case of contmuity
subdivision without changes of usage of building, — subdivision from office or commercial use of site subdivision without clanges of usage of of site without changes of usage of building
building,

Redevelopment as residential in case of continuity - Redevelopmentascommercial nsageineaseof  Redevelopment as commercial usngemense of  Redevelopment s residential in case of integration
of site from office or cormmetvial nse continuity of ste from residential use. continuity of site without ehanges of nsage of of sites without ehanges of nsage of building,
Turilding.

Redevelopiment as residential in cose of integration. - Redevelopiment as comumnervial wsage i case Redevelopiment as conumercid usageincaseof  Reains without redevelopinent through 1973 1o
of stes from office or comumercial use. of mtegration of sites from residential use. integration of sites without changes of usage of 2011 a5 residential
Tmilding

Remains without redevelopment through 1973 to 2011 but change from residentinl to commerrial use Remains without redevelopment through 1073 ta 2011 in commerial use:
has observed
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Building C
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Restaurant/
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Building D&E
Residential/
Restaurant/
Office/

Shop/

Hillside Terrace
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Annex B - Library
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i Phase 4 i Phase 2 i Phase 3 ; Phase 4 Phase 5 il Phase & :
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Hillside Terrace
Fumihiko Maki | Tokyo | 1967-1992

Zhaoyi Lyu - Meichun Zhu - Fengyao Shi - Sahar Pashazanousi

Open Spaces

The open spaces in Hillside Terrace emulate the continuous spatial value of Japanese culiure. The axonometric drawing illustrates how the open spaces in different phases of the
project connect with one another, and how they as a whole, echoes the urban context in that area. The series of section drawing on top demonstrates the spatial features of each open
space, by mainly focusing on the actual size of both the ground and building facade adjacent to the open space.
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1967 1969 1973 1977 1985 1987 1992

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 Phase 6
Building A& B Building C Building D & E Annex A & B Plaza Building F &G &H




Corner Plaza-Phase 1 1969

L3aM Terrace-Phase 1 1969

29.7M

Parking-Phase 5 1987
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1967 1969 1973 1977 1985 1987 1992
Phase 1 Phase 2 | Phase 3 | Phase 4 | Phase 5 | Phase 6 |

Building A& B Building C Building D & E Annex A & B Plaza Building F& G &H
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' BUILDINGA &B BUILDING D i BUILDING G
1968.12-1969.10 [ % 1976.10-1977.12 [ > O 1990.06-1992.02
_ Concrete and Glass L CeramicTile and Glass - - Aluminum and Glass
s ] 2 Building Area: 642.8 sqm a o o .
' : Gross Floor Area: 1849.1 sqm Building Area: 466.9 sqm Building Area: 666.3 sqm
Height A: 10 m T Gross Floor Area: 1385.5 sqm T Gross Floor Area: 2726.9 sqm
Height B: 9.97 m : Height: 11.5 m } Height: 14 m
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Hillside Terrace
Fumihiko Maki | Tokyo | 1967-1992

Zhaoyi Lyu - Meichun Zhu - Fengyao Shi - Sahar Pashazanousi

Building Types

Within 6 phases, each building has its unique form though they all in a modernism look. Maki explored with different materials for the construction during the progress, thus the material
shifted from concrete to ceramic tile and to aluminur. Meanwhile, there are also some common languages, especially making buildings multi-functional. On lower levels, there is always
commercial program which allows high transparency to the street level and social interactions. As the building goes higher, it will be more private and include residential uses.
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Hillside Terrace
Fumihiko Maki | Tokyo | 1967-1992

Zhaoyi Lyu - Meichun Zhu - Fengyao Shi - Sahar Pashazanousi

Unit Types
There was a different type of units throughout the project due to the society needs during different period. For example, in phase 1, the units were designed for a large family. From

floor-through to double floor unit, the number of bedrooms starts from 3 bedrooms to 5 bedrooms. In the later period, the unit was designed more toward single-use, from studio to
single bedroom. In early 2000, only 15 units left for residential use, others were shifting for office use.
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