
THE FUTURE IS TODAY. 
SCRIPTING PUBLIC DEBATE ON 

DESIGN ANTHROPOLOGICAL 
ENCOUNTERS

� is interactive exhibit engages with the ques-
tion what the implications are of ‘scripting’ the 
documentation on design anthropological en-
counters during a participatory design process 
with an eye on generating public debate. � is 
question is inspired by citizens who have been 
engaged for ten years in participatory activities 
related to spatial planning in the village Gods-
heide. � ey � nd it hard to trace how and if their 
contributions were actually used in the plans. To 
create a more transparent participatory process, 
our research group engaged for a long period 
with the context. Together with the citizens we 
scripted and publicly spread a newspaper with 
spatial proposals for Godsheide in 2024, a real-
istic horizon in spatial planning, while giving 
room for imagination. � e future scenarios were 
described in the articles and performed in space 
to be depicted in still images. � e newspaper, 
titled the Future is Today, documents the design 
research process leading to the spatial scenarios. 
At the same time, it deliberately invites public 
debate by policy makers, property developers, 
media and the broader community by playing 
with the language of newspapers and with time. 
� e scripts gathered in the newspaper narrate 
about participatory actions that started in 2004, 
our design anthropological encounters in 2014 
and resulting imagined actions in 2024 that were 
presented as if they took place today.

How would you approach this scripting process 
in your own projects? Formulate a take-home 
message in one of the empty rectangles and pin 
it on the cardboard. 

Subquestions that can support you are:
• What should the article at least tell about the 
actual design anthropological encounters with 
the research context for others to understand the 
process, discuss it further and contribute to it 
(present)? 
• What should researchers at least share about 
what preceded the design anthropological en-
counters for others to understand them, discuss 
them further and contribute to them (past)? 
• What aspects of the design anthropological 
encounters would you � ctionalise to stimulate 
interesting debates about and contributions to 
the future design? 
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NOTE
We might use interesting experiences or comments that are shared 

here and in the workshops in future paper publications.

� is newspaper is a collaboration between the residents’ association Unie Godshei-
de, research group Arck (Faculty Architecture and Art of Hasselt University), FoAM 
(network of trans-disciplinary labs for speculative culture). It is a record of the Fu-
ture Fictions Godsheide workshop (imagination of the future of Godsheide 2024) 
2014 and published on the occasion of the exhibition Future Fictions which runs 
from October 5 until January 4, 2015 in Z33, Hasselt.
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DOCUMENTING PAST & PRESENT ENCOUNTERS CONSTRUCTING FUTURES

20242004 2008 2013 20152014

In 2008 an urban studio BUUR set up a new 
participatory process, concluding that residential 
expansion is necessary, but that it should take 
into account the remarks of the citizens. 

In 2015, a� er the newspaper has been publicly 
shared, policy makers become interested and 
put us in touch with property developers to set 
up a participatory process with the citizens 
in preparation of a new housing project in 
Godsheide. 

In 2013 the Government undertakes a study 
concluding Godsheide is one of the areas that 
will undergo a rise of households. � e resulting 
spatial implementation plan is open by means 
of a ‘public investigation’, in a period of 60 days, 
using a ‘public declaration’ printed on yellow 
posters in the neighbourhood. 

In February 2014, 27 inhabitants sign a notice 
of objection to express their concerns about this 
declaration. 

In May 2014 some citizens, collected in the Unie 
Godsheide, ask our research group to organise 
a collective mapping, supplying the group with 
tools and methods to document the di� erent 
agenda’s, plans, policy documents, former 
studies, issues, challenges and interests at stake.

In November 2014, we set up a co-design 
workshop in collaboration with art collective 
FoAM and our students to create spatial scenarios 
for Godsheide in 2024. Because policy-makers of 
Hasselt feel uncertain about how to handle the 
Godsheide case they do not participate. 

In 2004 the inhabitants of Godsheide made a 
plan for the green character, mobility, parkings, 
recreation, school and services of their village 
and organised cultural and sport activities to 
share their plans with the world, under the title 
MOVE. 

GOODLI(F)E 
ORGANISES 

PLAYFUL ACTIVITY 
FOR BRIDGE

Every resident of Godsheide still remembers. 

Before the war there was a bridge connecting 

the two sides of Godsheide. During the 

second World War the residents blew up 

this bridge to stop the Germans. A� er the 

war, the bridge was replaced by a temporary 

structure which unfortunately was brought 

down by a boat. � e bridge was replaced by 

a ferry to take the residents and numerous 

schooldchildren to the other side every day. 

� is ferry caused what is still known to this 

day a s the disaster of Godsheide: 35 children 

and 2 adults drowned. Because the death of 

those children is still very much alive in 

this borough of Hasselt , the two sides have 

not been linked since and Godsheide has 

been split in two.  

Some residents and policy makers in 

Godsheide announced yesterday that they 

want to rebuild the bridge. � e local action 

group Goodli(f)e doesn’t attach much value 

to this statement  because o� en promises 

have not been kept. � erefore, with respect 

for the history of the disaster of Godsdheide, 

at several moments in the week they hold a 

playful action to reclaim the bridge from the 

policy makers. Along with several residents 

they simulate a bridge extending from the 

old pathway from the pub “De Zwaan”. A 

large attendance is expected, because the 

bridge is high on the agenda of many of 

Godsheide’s inhabitants.

TOGETHER THE INHABITANTS AND POLICY MAKERS APPROVE THE NEW USE OF THE CHURCH IN GODSHEIDE

CHURCH BECOMES NEW COMMUNITY CENTRE

Last night the residents of Godsheide and the Hasselt policy makers organised a big party celebrating their joint decision to create a new community centre in an old church. � is place will unite all kinds of social 
activities like childcare, care 
for the elderly and various di� erent cultural and ecological initiatives.
� e opening of the commu-nity center coincided with the announcement of a new 
bridge, which will connect the two parts of the centre of the town of Godsheide. � e bridge will be built in its former location (it was destroyed in WWII), a position which has always had a good connection with 
the centre of Godsheide and 
therefore also with the new 
community centre.
� e residents and policy 
makers see the bridge as a 
bridge of activities, a new 
public place from which 
you can see, amongst other 
things, fantastic sunrises 
and sunsets. � e bridge 
will be explicitly accessible 
to everyone, including 
those who are less mobile, 
but not for cars. Moreover, 
around the bridge and in 
its vicinity new alternative 
forms of housing, like dyke 
houses, will be developed. 
� ese homes are typically 
situated on, under or 
alongside a dyke.
� e opening of the commu-
nity centre in the old church 
launches a number of grand 
plans, reason enough to 
celebrate with the le� over 
sacramental wine.

Residents celebrate the opening of their new community centre in the old church


