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Repair as Practice:
Expanding Architectural Approaches to Climate
Justice in Southern Africa
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Abstract: The built environment contributes over 40% of global carbon emissions. Yet, archi-
tectural knowledge and practice remain shaped by Western, extractive, and technacratic par-
adigms that fuelled this crisis and still conceal their colonial entanglements while perpetuating
systemic inequality. Towards which, this paper advances the concept of reparative urbanism as
a spatial design approach that centers justice, care, and relational practice in the face of the
growing climate crisis. Drawing on my position as a South African practitioner-scholar and two
case studies - Liz Ogbu's healing-centered design practice in the United States and Ttol - Agency
of Engagement’s grassroots work in Johannesburg - | explore how a reparative approach offers a
means to operate as both material and relational practice.

Rather than an endpoint, repair is presented as a sustained architectural process: creative,
imperfect, and politically engaged. It speaks to everyday acts of maintenance in informal settle-
ments, long-term community partnerships in contexts of spatial injustice, and design processes
that acknowledge systemic harm while cultivating futures of dignity and belonging. Through a
concise analysis of two practices, the paper explores how repair has the potential to disrupts
cycle of disposability embedded in mainstream planning and instead enables adaptive infrastruc-
tures, multi-authorship, and collective governance.

The paper proposes five interconnected practice principles for reparative design: acknowledging
histories of spatial harm; co-authoring knowledge through long-term partnerships; embedding
care and deliberation in design; activating local infrastructures through community-led planning;
and sustaining networks of solidarity across geographies. In doing so, it argues that architecture
and urbanism must move beyond sustainability metrics to embrace repair as climate justice -
redefining architectural agency not by what it produces, but by how it sustains the relationships,
systems, and communities it touches.
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Introduction

Since 1751, the effective beginning of the industrial revolution, the world has
emitted over 1.5 trillion tonnes of CO,, with nearly half of these emissions
originating from the United States and the European Union (Institute for
European Environmental Policy, 2020). The built environment sector alone
accounts for over 40 percent of global carbon emissions, with 30 percent
attributed to building operations (United Nations Environment 2024; WEF
2022). At the same time, rising global inequalities exacerbate spatial injus-
tices, leading some urban scholars to frame these disparities as a form of
»climate apartheid« (Brisman et al. 2018).

As a South African architect and researcher working at the intersection
of practice and academia, my perspective on these global crises is deeply
informed by the specific urban realities of post-apartheid cities. Having
co-founded 1to1 — Agency of Engagement’ in Johannesburg, a design-based
social enterprise that collaborates with grassroots urban movements on
issues of spatial justice, I have spent much of the past decade navigating
the tension between formal architectural practice and the lived experiences
of communities facing systemic precarity. This has profoundly shaped my
reading of climate injustice: For me, the climate crisis is inseparable from
histories of segregation, dispossession, and and coloniality, and it is within
this nexus that reparative approaches to spatial practice emerge as critical.
Africa, for instance, contributes less than four percent of global carbon emis-
sions, yet faces climate policies that restrict its industrialization and techno-
logical development (UNEP 2021). Meanwhile, European nations, particularly
the UK, amassed wealth through colonial resource extraction, and these
exploitative dynamics persist in modern waste disposal and industrial prac-
tices. For example, an estimated 64 percent of the EU’s electronic waste
— equivalent to 2.5 billion smartphones annually - is exported to African
countries like Ghana and Nigeria, where it is processed informally under
hazardous conditions (Basel Action Network 2022). Agbogbloshie, Ghana,
one of the world’s largest e-waste landfills, exemplifies the consequences of

1 1to1—Agency of Engagement is a Johannesburg-based, non-profit, design-led practice
founded in 2010 to support community organizations, social movements, and residents
in co-design processes that address spatial inequality. For further information, consult:
https://1to1.org.za, accessed October 5, 2025.


https://1to1.org.za

Repair as Practice

these environmental injustices, exposing local residents to toxic pollutants
in unregulated settings.

These double standards highlight the broader structural inequalities
embedded in climate discourse, wherein formerly colonized regions bear the
greatest burdens yet wield minimal influence over global policy frameworks
(Hickel 2020). Africa’s minimal per capita carbon emissions — just one tonne
annually compared to Europe’s 7.1 tonnes (Friedlingstein et al. 2022) — stand
in stark contrast to the continent’s severe climate disruptions, including
food insecurity, water shortages, and economic instability. As African cities
undergo rapid urbanization under the compounded pressures of climate
change and historical exploitation, they continue to grapple with entrenched
environmental and socio-economic inequities.

Urbanization patterns beyond the Western world further underscore
these shifting global dynamics. Rapid urban growth in regions such as Africa
and Asia is not only surpassing that of Europe and North America but is also
unfolding under unprecedented socio-economic conditions. Towards which,
Africa’s median age is approximately 19.7 years, making it the youngest conti-
nent demographically (Median Age in Africa 2000-2030 2020; Paice 2021).
Meanwhile, between 2011 and 2013, China used more concrete than the United
States did throughout the entire 20th century — highlighting a dramatic
realignment in global construction trends (Chen 2014; Swanson 2015). These
patterns reflect deeper global asymmetries, often along structural inequal-
ities that shape how built environments are produced and inhabited on a
global scale. In this context, spatial practices must be critically re-evaluated,
particularly those that claim to address climate and development challenges.

Across the built environment there is a pressing need for climate-resil-
ient, context-sensitive design approaches that enable architects and planners
to meaningfully engage with uneven development and entrenched dispar-
ities (Raworth 2017). Yet the values underpinning dominant architectural
knowledge systems remain overwhelmingly Western and Eurocentric, often
failing to account for the legacies of extraction, economic exploitation, and
political domination that continue to structure contemporary global inequi-
ties (Mbembe 2017). Beyond questions of material use and energy efficiency —
both central to the climate crisis — architectural education and practice must
also contend with foundational issues of social and spatial justice.

The dominance of Western/Eurocentric knowledge systems has increas-
ingly been challenged by calls for decolonization in architectural curricula,
aligning with Anibal Quijano’s theorization of coloniality of power, which
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describes how colonial structures have historically — and continue to — shape
knowledge production and value systems (Quijano 2000). Until these epis-
temological hierarchies are addressed, the knowledge systems that frame
how we even understand crises like climate change will continue to perpet-
uate exclusionary frameworks that marginalize extra-Western practices and
spatial knowledge. Scholars such as Walter Mignolo and Achille Mbembe
have further demonstrated how dominant paradigms reinforce educa-
tional inequities and dismiss indigenous and alternative knowledge systems
(Mignolo 2011; Mbembe 2017). Furthermore, such models often fail to reflect
the contemporary realities of global architectural practice, which increas-
ingly involve iterative, collaborative design and co-production processes that
better represent how built environments are shaped in practice (Till 2009).

This paper contributes to the growing discourse on reparative urban-
isms by arguing that reparative spatial design (fig. 1) - enacted through
architectural processes not limited to, but inclusive of, architects — offers a
meaningful response to the intensifying conditions of the looming climate
apartheid (Alston, 2019). It proposes that reparative design operates across
multiple scales, from the interpersonal to the global, by integrating multi-au-
thorship, systemic intervention, and relational practices that challenge
exclusionary forms of urbanism. Drawing from settler colonial contexts and
architectural practices — specifically the work of Liz Ogbu’s Studio O and 1to1 -
Agency of Engagement, this research explores how reparative approaches
developed in places like South Africa can inform a broader, globally relevant
framework for spatial practice. Considering the escalating climate crisis
and its entanglement with colonial legacies, the paper calls for urgent shifts
toward spatial justice-oriented models of design and governance, and offers
a conceptual framework for an emergent practice principles through the idea
of reparative architectural practice.

The Missing ‘e’ of Climate Justice

With cities across the globe experiencing rapid growth, adopting a more
grounded perspective on social and spatial justice has become increasingly
critical to addressing decarbonization efforts. This involves protecting vulner-
able populations from the adverse effects of climate change, safeguarding
them from its disruptive impacts, and facilitating the transition toward an
equitable post-carbon society. In South Africa, this challenge is particularly
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acute: Rapid urbanization collides with the country’s deeply unequal spatial
legacy, where informal settlements on floodplains or in fire-prone areas
disproportionately bear the brunt of climate hazards. Rising sea levels
threaten coastal communities in Cape Town’s low-lying townships, while
heat waves and increased flooding compound existing infrastructural defi-
cits in Johannesburg and Durban. These overlapping pressures highlight how
climate emergency and urbanization are inseparably entwined in contexts
shaped by apartheid-era land use and persistent socio-economic inequality.

Towards this, Climate Urbanism offers a crucial framing for how archi-
tects, urbanists, and planners can situate their role addressing the global
climate crisis, positioning cities as central actors in this unfolding challenge.
As articulated by Long and Rice (2019), climate urbanism underscores the
role of cities as vital sites for climate action, emphasizing the protection of
infrastructures, services, and economies from climate-related hazards. For
example, investments in stormwater systems in Durban’s eThekwini munic-
ipality or the City of Cape Town’s water resilience strategy demonstrate how
urban governments mobilize adaptation measures. Yet these same strategies
often reproduce inequality by privileging well-resourced neighborhoods
over marginalized ones.

This foundational perspective requires a more nuanced and located
understanding, particularly when its underlying assumptions and the
political narratives driving its adoption are critically examined. Scholars
in the field of climate urbanism have identified that mitigation and adap-
tation efforts often produce distributional impacts that exacerbate existing
social and economic inequalities (Hughes/Hoffmann 2020). For instance,
flood-buffering infrastructure in Cape Town’s wealthy suburbs frequently
receives more investment than informal settlements along rivers, where
residents face recurrent flooding without adequate protection. Such exam-
ples illustrate that climate adaptation can reinforce, rather than alleviate,
urban divides. For this reason, architects, planners, and urbanists must go
beyond one-size-fits-all approaches. Instead, they must develop responses
that are adaptive, inclusive, and transformative, acknowledging the distinct
challenges and opportunities presented by different urban areas in different
parts of the world (Watson, 2014; Bhan, 2019). Scholars increasingly argue
for including marginalized communities such as shack-dwellers’ move-
ments (e.g., Abahlali baseMjondolo in South Africa or Shack/Slum Dwellers
International globally) in decision-making around adaptation. Yet Jonathan
Silver, a geographer working on African urban infrastructures, critiques
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climate justice efforts for privileging top-down adaptation strategies over
grassroots practices already at work in marginalized neighborhoods (Silver
2023). For example, while state-led relocation schemes often fail, commu-
nity-driven upgrading initiatives — like the participatory flood-mapping
in Cape Town’s Khayelitsha or the co-produced maintenance of drainage
systems in Dar es Salaam — offer more context-sensitive, resilient solutions.

In this light, the notion of »climate colonialism« has been suggested to
frame the current era as a continuation of long-standing environmental
injustices (Sultana 2022). The climate crisis emerges here as a manifestation
of deeply embedded global inequalities, where technocratic sustainability
frameworks obscure the legacies of colonialism, extractivism, and uneven
industrialization. For example, large-scale renewable energy investments
in South Africa’s Karoo region often exclude local communities from deci-
sion-making, echoing extractive land-use patterns while being promoted
as »green« solutions. This tendency to sideline politics in favor of technical
fixes is evident across many less developed contexts. In Mozambique, for
instance, post-cyclone reconstruction prioritized foreign investment proj-
ects while sidelining local rebuilding practices — reinforcing dependency
and marginalization. Such cases underscore that adaptation strategies must
not only address immediate hazards but also confront historical injustices.

These concerns are framed within the broader scholarship on »climate
apartheid,« which describes the global phenomenon of inequality and segre-
gation intensified by climate change (Long/Rice 2019). While recently coined,
the concept is deeply rooted in historical legacies of exploitation, racism,
and the unequal distribution of resources and risks associated with climate
hazards (de Shalit 2011). Climate apartheid highlights how ongoing systems
of oppression — namely settler colonialism, racial capitalism, and neolib-
eral governance — magnify the crisis and make injustice visible in urban
form. In South Africa, apartheid’s legacy of spatial segregation means that
low-income communities remain concentrated in peripheral or risk-prone
areas. Housing policies continue to reinforce these patterns by reproducing
mono-functional settlements on cheap, vulnerable land rather than inte-
grating communities into safer, better-serviced urban fabrics.

This process of dispossession and systemic violence is not confined to
the past but continues to shape present-day realities, particularly in the
management of disaster risk and housing provision. For example, informal
settlement residents in Cape Town’s Philippi or Johannesburg’s inner city
face repeated evictions in the name of »risk mitigation,« even though such
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measures rarely address the root causes of vulnerability. Climate change
magnifies these injustices, rendering such communities more expendable in
the face of environmental hazards (Tuana 2019).

To address these injustices, the concept of »climate justice« is offered as
a supportive frame for action toward fairness and equity in the distribution
of both the benefits and burdens of climate change (Jasrotia 2016; Macquarie
2023). For spatial practitioners, this means embedding equity into design
and planning decisions: Ensuring, for instance, that flood infrastructure
is co-designed with informal settlement residents; supporting commu-
nity-managed water storage projects in drought-prone areas; or creating
participatory planning processes that redistribute state resources toward
the mostvulnerable. These actions highlight the central role of architects and
planners not as neutral problem-solvers, but as actors accountable to histo-
ries of harm and capable of shaping reparative futures. Climate justice thus
insists that those most affected by climate change must be at the center of
decision-making, and that design practice itself must evolve into a tool of
redistribution and solidarity.

Repair as Architectural Practice

Humanities scholar Elizabeth Spelman’s characterization of repair as
»the creative destruction of brokenness« provides a foundational insight,
supporting a view of repair that extends beyond the act of fixing an object
towardadynamicprocess of urban, architectural, and social renewal (Spelman
2003). Spelman highlights the creativity inherent in repair, illustrating that
the process transcends mere reconstruction. Destruction becomes a catalyst
for transformation, enabling growth and new possibilities.

In my own work, I work with repair as a sustained spatial practice of care
that works through systemic brokenness to reconfigure relationships, infra-
structures, and environments in ways that address both material and social
inequities. In this sense, repair is not simply about restoring a building or
a city to a former state, but about actively engaging with histories of harm
and the lived realities of those excluded from conventional development.
Rather than aiming for seamless restoration, this approach challenges
conventional ideas of repair by valuing the layered conditions as expressions
of care and history. It advances an iterative, reparative practice that simul-
taneously interrogates how reparation functions as a mode of spatial justice.
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An example of which I offer is the iterative maintenance of Johannesburg’s
Slovo Hall (fig. 2). These traces narrate layered histories of survival, collab-
oration, and endurance rather than erasing them. Extending this under-
standing, repair becomes more than a material act - it becomes a critical
lens for addressing broader socio-spatial challenges. For spatially marginal-
ized groups, repair is relational: It is about sustaining connections to place,
rebuilding networks of solidarity, and exercising agency in contexts where
formal planning often ignores or displaces them. For instance, the everyday
acts of fixing electricity lines, digging drainage ditches, or reinforcing
homes in informal settlements are not only technical responses but political
practices of autonomy and resilience (Simone 2008).

Rather than a one-time fix, repair should be understood as a long-term
intervention that disrupts cycles of disposability embedded in dominant
models of urban development. In contexts where infrastructure is deliber-
ately under-maintained or withdrawn - as in many townships and inner-city
housing blocks in South Africa — repair resists abandonment by sustaining
value, continuity, and social presence. It celebrates the how of making, fore-
grounding cycles of iterative making and remaking as creative and social
acts, rather than privileging the one-off, aesthetically oriented celebration
of a finished structure or building. This perspective foregrounds repair as
a generative practice: iterative, creative, and capable of responding to envi-
ronmental precarity and social fragmentation (Berger/Irvin 2023). Towards
which, urban scholar Gautam Bhan conceptualizes repair as a relational
practice, underscoring the potential for localized, context-specific solu-
tions to catalyze broader transformations within urban ecosystems (Bhan
et al. 2018). This is particularly vital in southern cities (Watson 2014), where
narratives often label certain places uninhabitable due to violence, poverty,
or infrastructural collapse. Scholars such as AbdouMaliq Simone have
emphasized the capacity of residents in such contexts to transform their
environments through everyday acts of maintenance, adaptation, and rela-
tional repair (Simone 2008). Bhan extends this, framing repair as an inher-
ently southern practice — less about technical correction than about cultural
and political intervention rooted in situated knowledge and resilience
(Bhan 2019). Examples include community-managed sanitation systems in
Nairobi’s Mathare settlement, or the incremental upgrading of stormwater
channels in Dar es Salaam led by resident associations (Bhan et al. 2017).

These inclusive and equitable reparative practices invite a rethinking of
how spatial practitioners engage with cities — both in terms of material form
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and the social systems that shape them. Medellin’s long-term investment in
neighborhood-scale infrastructure co-designed with residents demonstrates
how repair and social inclusion can shift urban governance. Similarly, Cape
Town’s »Reblocking« projects — where informal housing layouts are reorga-
nized collaboratively to allow for drainage and service access — show how
participatory repair practices strengthen both physical and social resilience.

Central to this shift, as Castan Broto et al. (2021) and Ortiz (2022) argue,
is moving away from top-down planning toward participatory and collabo-
rative modes of practice where historically marginalized voices are central
to outcomes. Understanding repair as a relational practice deepens this
reorientation, offering a lens to view ongoing maintenance, adaptation, and
transformation in relation to climate change. It foregrounds multi-author-
ship, emphasizing that resilient cities are shaped collectively through diverse
knowledge systems, lived experiences, and community practices. This orien-
tation has significant implications for climate adaptation. Reparative prac-
tices can be seen in co-designed flood management in Cape Town’s Philippi
settlement, where residents map vulnerabilities and build retention ponds; in
incremental housing upgrades in Johannesburg’s inner city, where residents
repair and adapt buildings in defiance of eviction threats; and in community
land trusts in US cities such as Boston, where residents collectively manage
land and housing to resist displacement. By recognising the social dimen-
sions of vulnerability, such practices contribute to physical resilience and
the healing of communities fragmented by inequality. They foster dignity,
belonging, and agency in places long denied them.

Looking at two practices in settler colonial contexts,* the work of organ-
isations such as 1to1 — Agency of Engagement offers insight into these prin-
ciples. Through a multi-scalar, participatory design approach, 1to1 provides a
compelling alternative to conventional planning models — centering collab-
oration and long-term engagement. Similarly, Studio O, led by Liz Ogbu in
the United States, integrates reparative methodologies into architectural
processes, working with communities to address inequality and foster
healing. Both reject prescriptive solutions in favour of adaptive processes
rooted in co-authorship, care, and relationality.

2 Settler colonial contexts refer to countries where colonial structures established enduring
racialised land dispossession and spatial inequality, such as South Africa, the United
States, Canada, and Australia.
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Liz Ogbu’s work in Akron, Ohio, addressing displacement caused by the
Innerbelt highway, illustrates this. Through grief-sharing workshops, story-
telling, and collective reimagining of the site, Ogbu helped residents process
loss and secure resources to reconnect fractured urban space (Greenspan
2018). This process-centered repair demonstrates how design can serve both
material and emotional needs. In South Africa, 1to1’s long-term involvement
in Slovo Hall exemplifies repair as sustained practice. Built, adapted, and
maintained over more than a decade, the Hall reflects a co-produced legacy
where architecture is bound to ongoing community life. Repair is as much
about sustaining relationships and governance structures as maintaining
bricks and mortar. Importantly, practitioners deliberately displaced their
professional privilege, working outside remuneration and sharing author-
ship with community members.

Together, 1to1 and Studio O show how architectural practices that do not
solely focus only on built products as their primary offering can serve as a
sustained act of reparative urbanism. Their work is not rhetorical but iterative,
grounded in trauma, power, and collaboration. Whether through participa-
tory mapping, storytelling, or co-produced infrastructure, they demonstrate
that repair addresses not only places but the relationships and systems that
shape them - and affect spaces long after the involvement of professionals.

Conclusion: Reparative Architectural Practices

Through my long-term involvement in spatial practice as co-founder — and
now advisor — of 1to1, my exploration of reparative approaches to systemic
injustice has led to a critical understanding: Repair is not an endpoint but a
process. It is a sustained, ongoing journey that embraces imperfection and
acknowledges structural inequities without assuming the possibility of abso-
lute resolution (Berger/Irvin 2023c). This understanding calls for a collective
commitment to interrogating and transforming the systems we inhabit.
Framed as a continuous and reflexive engagement, repair urges a departure
from conventional problem-solving toward methods rooted in curiosity, care,
humility, and learning. Within this framework, physical infrastructures and
socio-political obstacles are no longer seen as static barriers, but as oppor-
tunities for transformative and creative responses — an enactment of ethical
responsibility through design.
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2.
Slovo Hall in repair (1to1, 2010 — 2022). Photographs by author.

3.
An artefact of grassroots repair from inner-city Joburg. Photograph (cutout) by
author.
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Crucially, the concept of repair extends beyond the material, encom-
passing the moral and social fabrics torn by histories of colonialism, enslave-
ment, and structural racism (Ganguly 2023). While some harms may never
be fully repaired, the act of engaging with the socio-technical dynamics
of systemic brokenness retains deep symbolic and political value. Repair
becomes a way of working through systemic inequality, often maintaining
rather than restoring (fig. 3), while signalling an ongoing commitment to
justice. The notion of repair as a »double bind« — simultaneously necessary
and impossible — reveals its layered complexity. Public acts of reparation,
such as South Africa’s Truth and Reconciliation Commission, demon-
strate that repair is not about returning to an idealised past, but about
constructing ethical futures within the limits of what can be redressed (Krog
2009; Ganguly 2023).

In this light, repair demands continuous reflection, adaptation, and
context-sensitive action. It fosters a critical balance between historical aware-
ness and future aspirations within cultural and communal spheres. This
includes working alongside young people, responding to evolving socio-po-
litical conditions, and embedding care within the practice of spatial design
(Berger/Irvin 2023a). Acknowledging the limits of reparative intervention
does not diminish its value; instead, it reinforces the need to embrace repair
asagrounded, justice-oriented practice — an essential foundation for broader
systemic transformation. Recognising that the complete undoing of past
harm may be impossible, reparative action becomes an expression of humility,
solidarity, and resilience. In architecture and urbanism, this translates into a
departure from singular, technocratic solutions in favour of layered, situated
responses to deep-rooted inequality. Reparative frameworks acknowledge
that spatial interventions may not erase injustice, but they can enable new
relationships, expand agency, and cultivate a sense of belonging.

Here, reparation is not limited to material restitution; it operates as a
symbolic and political practice to heal collective wounds through cultural
and social processes (Berger/Irvin 2023b; Kemper/Rutten 2023). It insists on
acknowledging harm, affirming dignity, and supporting collective futures
rooted in self-determination and liberation. Rather than positioning repair
as a form of improvement in the developmental sense, this approach sees it
as the sustained maintenance of dignity and coexistence within fractured
urban contexts. Against the backdrop of colonial legacies, modernist plan-
ning, and donor-driven development — each of which has marginalized
vulnerable communities — reparative urbanism offers a critical alternative.
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Designers such as Markus Berger and Kate Irvin describe repair as a form
of empowerment and agency that resists environmental degradation and
socio-political fragmentation (Berger/Irvin 2023d). Their work reframes
repair as a generative design ethos — one that expands the capacity of design
to imagine and construct more just ecological, social, and spatial futures.

This perspective necessitates a critical reassessment of spatial meth-
odologies. It compels practitioners to ask who benefits from spatial inter-
ventions and how these decisions impact marginalized communities. The
racialised geographies shaping Liz Ogbus work in the United States and
1tor’s work in Slovo Park reveal a shared commitment to relationality, equity,
and lived experience as central to the design process (Ogbu 2019; Tissington
2012). These practices reject dominant paradigms that treat space as neutral
or static, instead recognising spatial production as socially embedded and
politically active.

For the discipline of spatial design, this relational orientation opens
new pathways for how we build and inhabit cities. It demands a shift from
simply constructing buildings to cultivating environments that foster social
cohesion and respond to spatial inequality. In this context, repair becomes
a layered and multifaceted practice — encompassing informality, infra-
structural adaptation, and the co-production of urban life. It values local
knowledge, supports collective governance, and challenges the technocratic,
extractive tendencies of mainstream planning. The tools and methods of
spatial repair must emerge from within communities themselves, shaped by
their own histories, practices, and aspirations.

In response, this paper proposes a reparative framework for archi-
tectural practice that reorients the field toward climate justice and spatial
equity. Rather than optimising for efficiency or performance alone, repar-
ative design entails an epistemological shift: One that views architecture as
a negotiated, care-based process rooted in context, history, and community.
Drawing from the practices of Studio O and 1toi, I outline five interlinked
practices that embody this reparative orientation: Acknowledging and
situating architectural work within histories of spatial harm; co-authoring
spatial knowledge through long-term, horizontal partnerships; embedding
care and deliberation into design methods as integral processes; activating
local infrastructures through adaptive, community-led planning; and
sustaining networks of solidarity across disciplines, scales, and geographies.

These principles offer an expanded framing of architectural agency in an
era of intersecting crises. While reparative urbanism cannot deliver perfect
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solutions — particularly in the face of climate apartheid - it affirms a poli-
tics of presence, humility, and responsibility. Under this lens, architecture
is no longer defined by what it produces, but by how it engages, repairs, and

sustains the relationships and systems it touches.
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