Design & the Built Environment

Question: What was significant and influential about Safdie’s aesthetic approach for
Habitat 67?

As our tour Guide, Erik, explained during the tour, itis easy for the public to assume that
Habitat 67 was a failure. But look at what it has accomplished. | too, before visiting the site,
thought to myself that Habitat failed to fulfill its initial plans of becoming a city. | also
couldn’t understand Moshe Safdie’s aesthetic and architectural approach. But now | can
finally say | can. Safdie got me thinking about how we must think outside the box. Orin this
case, outside the building. Safdie clearly wanted to create a living space that nature and
people can contribute to bringing the building to life.

First off, there’s the use of concrete as a neutral facade. The neutral palette helps
accentuate the landscape view of the St-Lawrence River and the greenery in and around
the building. | truly felt connected and binded to nature. | couldn’t help admiring all the
openings in through the outdoors. Everywhere, at any level, it couldn’t go unnoticed.

Pictures taken by me (exterior):
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Second, for the interior, it came as quite a shock to walk into the original 1967 unit of
neutral materials. When | think of the era in which Habitat was built, | imagine the trending
bright and bold colored interiors. But it wasn’t. | was immediately able to imagine how |
could make the space my own, thnaks to the neutral palette of materials and colors. That
was the goal for Safdie, for the tenants to bring this concrete building to life by
personalizing it with their personal trends and interest instead of predefining an interior for
them. The personalization also creates a sense of ownership. I’m greatly inspired by this
concept to design environments that integrate the human connection to nature.

Pictures taken by me (interior):






