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WELCOMING NOTE FROM THE ORGANIZING AND SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEES  

  

Dear colleagues,  

  

On behalf  of  the Organizing and Scientific Committees, we are pleased to welcome you to 

the 11th edition of  the Questions International Architecture Conference, Questions – 

Architectures of  Learning held in Cluj-Napoca on May 7–8, 2026. Since 2012, Questions has 

created a space for reflection and dialogue on architectural and its evolving role in society. 

This year, the conference returns to this foundational theme, proposing a timely and 

necessary update.  

Architectural education is currently facing a moment of  transformation. Rapid technological 

change, climate challenges, and shifting socio-economic realities are redefining both the 

profession and the way it is taught. These conditions raise essential questions: how do we 

train architects for an unpredictable future, and what forms of  knowledge and pedagogy 

remain relevant today?  

In response, this edition of Questions – Architectures of  Learning invites participants to 

reconsider the foundations of  architectural education. Drawing from the legacy of  

experimental and critical pedagogies, the conference encourages approaches that go beyond 

established models and engage with broader issues such as social responsibility, 

environmental awareness, and the evolving role of  the architect.  

The conference is structured around four thematic directions—Experimentation, Integration, 

Augmentation, and Intersection. These themes open discussions on innovative teaching 

methods, the relationship between theory and practice, the impact of  digital technologies 

and artificial intelligence, and the potential of  interdisciplinary collaboration in shaping new 

forms of  learning.  

Questions – Architectures of  Learning aims to provide a platform for educators, researchers, 

and students to exchange ideas, share experiences, and reflect on the future of  architectural 

education. By bringing together diverse perspectives, the conference seeks to contribute to 

ongoing discussions on pedagogical innovation and the role of  architecture schools in 

addressing contemporary challenges.  

  

We thank all participants for their contributions and for being part of  this collective effort.  

We wish you an inspiring and productive conference. 
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GENERAL INFORMATION  

 

This book contains original working abstracts presented at the 11th edition of  the 

International Conference "Questions: Architectures of  Learning", May 7–8, 2026.  

  

Editor's Note:  

The authors are fully responsible for the entire content of  their abstracts.  

  

The conference program and Book of  Abstracts are available on the website: 

https://fau.utcluj.ro/educatie/questions-2026.html  

 

 

 Organizing Partners 

 
 

Supporting Partners 

This project is supported by the Romanian Order of Architects, through the Architectural 

Stamp Duty.  
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ARCHITECTURES OF LEARNING 

 

Questions is the scientific conference organized by the Faculty of  Architecture in Cluj since 

2012. The first edition focused on a theme related to architectural education, followed by a 

series of  editions exploring different, yet timely and inclusive topics: from urban interferences 

and sustainability to the relationship between architecture, technology, and the city. The 11th 

edition of  the conference returns to the original theme of  architectural education and proposes 

a timely update. 

Architectural education finds itself  at a crossroads. In a world shaped by rapid change, climate 

crises, socio-economic transformations, and technological advances, the architecture school 

must respond to essential challenges: How do we train architects to adapt to an unpredictable 

future? Which educational methodologies are most relevant for developing critical thinking, 

social awareness, and technical skills? What constitutes relevant pedagogy in architecture 

today? How do we balance tradition and experiment, theory and practice, physical and digital? 

In 2022, the volume Radical Pedagogies was published, as a result of  a collaborative research 

project conducted at Princeton. This work documents around 300 experimental pedagogical 

initiatives from the 1950s to the present, worldwide. Architectural education underwent a 

global revolution through these experimental practices, which challenged dominant norms and 

opened the discipline to new forms of  thought, responsibility, and action. These “radical 

pedagogies” did not follow fixed methods, but stood out for their unstable, heterogeneous, and 

oppositional character. Though often ephemeral, they had a lasting impact on architectural 

education. Some were absorbed, while others were dismissed, but all contributed to reshaping 

the discipline as an open, interconnected, and continually evolving system. 

In its original sense, being radical means getting to the root of  things—that is, questioning the 

foundations, premises, or basic structures of  a system, an idea, or a practice. Radicality can 

refer not only to the content or format of  study but also to a stance of  resistance against 

standardization, instrumentalization, or self-referentiality. 

What does radical pedagogy in architecture mean in 2026? What does a generous school of  

architecture mean today? Should it be generous, as proposed by Charlotte Malterre-Barthes, a 

school deep-rooted in social and spatial justice, environmental awareness and gender equality, 

a school for non-extractive architecture or for architecture as resource stewardship? 

 In today’s socio-political and climatic context, radical pedagogy is no longer defined merely by 

a rupture from institutionalized models, but by its ability to construct critical frameworks and 

alternative epistemologies that interrogate the structures through which architectural 

knowledge is produced and transmitted. It no longer operates solely through spectacular 

gestures or isolated events, but through the reformulation of  educational processes in terms 

of  epistemic justice, transdisciplinarity, and decolonization of  the curriculum. To be radical does 

not mean proposing a universal method, but rather maintaining an open reflective framework 

in which conflict, difference, and instability become pedagogical resources. In this sense, radical 

pedagogy becomes a critical device in itself, capable of  generating new ways of  thinking about 

space, power relations, and the role of  the architect in society. 
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Questions 11 is structured around the following themes, designed to support varied 

perspectives and discussions: 

Experimentation 

radical pedagogies and critical methodologies in architectural education 

How is radicality expressed within design studios? What forms does experimentation take in 

today’s architectural education? How can pedagogical practices be reimagined to go beyond 

conventional frameworks? What new working formats can challenge and transform the learning 

process? What does an unconventional studio mean today? Is there a need for radical 

approaches or rather for preserving viable principles? In what ways can critical pedagogies 

help reframe traditional norms? How can hierarchical structures and standard teaching methods 

in architectural education be reconfigured through alternative forms of  teaching and learning? 

Integration 

bridging theory and practice through real projects and reflective action 

How can theoretical reflection and practical applicability be better balanced in architectural 

education? Or as Malterre-Barthes puts it, how can we eliminate the theory-practice split, and 

the dichotomy between those who build and those who don't, as it questions the very essence 

of  what it means to be an architect and how to educate one? What defines an integrative 

pedagogy in architecture? Through which strategies can real-life projects become an active part 

of  the learning process? How can design-build workshops serve as pedagogical tools? In what 

ways can architecture competitions contribute to student learning? 

Augmentation 

digital tools, AI, and emerging systems reshaping learning 

How are digital technologies transforming the way we teach and learn architecture? What is 

the role of  artificial intelligence, BIM modeling, augmented reality, or other digital tools in 

pedagogy? Are they extensions of  architectural thinking or substitutes for it? What kinds of  

positive transformations could technology bring to education and our profession in order to 

mitigate inequities, overwork, and speculative labor? How can we integrate AI into the learning 

process? How can the curriculum be reconfigured to better respond to current challenges in 

the profession and society? What subjects or skill sets should be introduced, restructured, or 

removed from existing programs to respond to the new role of  architects? 

Intersection 

interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary approaches expanding architectural education 
 

How can knowledge and practices from other disciplines be integrated into architectural 

education? What forms can hybrid pedagogies take, combining architecture with social 

sciences, arts, engineering, ecology, or technology? How can interdisciplinarity and 

transdisciplinary collaboration be embedded into studio and lecture structures? How can we 

borrow actively from all other disciplines, including the most pragmatic, modest, radical, 

political and hands-on spatial practices? What examples of  international collaboration can 

bring new perspectives to architectural training?  
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DAY 1 – Thursday, 7 May 2026 
 

9:00-9:30 – Registration 

 

9:30-11:00 – Keynote Speakers Session 

 
9:30–10:00 – Prof. Șerban Țigănaș PhD, Dean (Faculty of  Architecture and Urban 

Planning in Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

WELCOME ADDRESS 

 

10:00–10:30 – Assoc. Prof. Fabrizio Finucci, PhD (Roma Tre University, Italy) 

TEACHING AND EVALUATING ARCHITECTURE WITH EMERGING COMMUNITIES 

 

10:30–11:00 – Arch. Principal In-Souk Cho (DaaRee Architect & Associates, Seoul, Korea) 

LEARNING FROM WOOD 

Timber Heritage and the Education of  Architects in Korea 

 

11:00–11:30 – Coffee Break 

 

11:30–13:30 - Session 1: Experimentation 

 

Chairs: Assoc. Prof. Smaranda Todoran, PhD; Lect. Daniel Șerban, PhD (Technical University 

of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

 

Eleonora Antoniadou (Royal College of  Art, UK) 

LEARNING IN THE MAKING 

Feminist Self-Organisation and the Transformation of  Studio Culture 

 

Paul-Mihai Moldovan (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania)  

LEARNING FROM OBJECTS: THE COLLECTIONS OF FAU AS OBJECT-BASED PEDAGOGY 

From archive to studio: design objects as pedagogical and research infrastructure  

 

Nely Vînău, Tiberiu Teodor-Stanciu (Gh. Asachi Technical University of  Iași, Romania) 

HIGH-RISE, LOW FALL: CINEMATIC DYSTOPIA AND THE FATE OF COLLECTIVE HOUSING 

Dystopia as Pedagogy: Rethinking Collective Housing Through Cinema 

 

Dana Opincariu, Andreea Pop, Laura Patachi (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca)  

BUILDING THE BRIDGE 

From Secondary Education to Architectural Thinking 

 

Nicoleta Alexandra Simina (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

CRITICAL THINKING AND ADAPTIVE LEARNING IN ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN STUDIOS  

Navigating tool diversity and fostering continuous self-learning 

 



11 

Roberta Vasnic (Void Studios Architecture + Research Ltd, UK)  

WHAT DOES THE EQUATOR TEACH? DESIGN-BUILD EDUCATION, INDIGENOUS 

KNOWLEDGE, AND REGENERATIVE PRACTICE BETWEEN THE ECUADORIAN AMAZON AND 

THE MARA-SERENGETI ECOSYSTEM 

One line, two worlds, two pedagogies 

 

13:30–15:00 – Lunch break 

 

15:00–17:00 – Session 2: Integration 
 

Chairs:  Lect. Adriana Măgerușan, PhD; Assist. Teach. Camelia Sisak, PhDc (Technical 

University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

 

Henrietta Kovacs (Politehnica University of  Timișoara, Romania) 

INTEGRATING CONSTRUCTION LITERACY: CRAFT-BASED LEARNING AS RADICAL 

PEDAGOGYReframing hands on building as an intellectual framework for cultivating 

competence and responsibility in future architects 

 

Ștefania-Liliana Boca, Oana-Antonia Filip, Alexandru-Nicolae Fleșeriu (Technical 

University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

ARCHITECTURAL PEDAGOGY BUILT OTHERWISE Experimental and Practice-Based Learning 

as a Possible Curriculum in Romania 

 

Diana Galoș (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania & Center for Housing Research 

Paris, France), Silviu Medeșan (University of  Oradea, Romania)  

HYBRID PEDAGOGIES FOR ARCHITECTURAL EDUCATION: BRIDGING HIERARCHICAL AND 

COMMUNITY-BASED PRACTICES 

 

Sorin Dan Clinci (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

EDUCATIONAL LIVING LAB FOR ARCHITECTURAL RECYCLING THROUGH CULTURAL-

COMMUNITY REUSEAn 

 experimental environment where education is redefined through real interactivity, allowing 

creativity to be tested in authentic projects and contexts  

 

Nely Vînău, Tiberiu Teodor-Stanciu, Răzvan-Mircea Nica (Gh. Asachi Technical University 

of  Iași,  Romania) 

3RD PLACE D: 3D PRINTING AS A PEDAGOGY OF LIVED SPACE 

A pedagogy of  Possible Space: Critical Theory and Digital Materialization 

 

Miruna Moldovan (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

DEVELOPING VISUAL LITERACY 

Photography as a Pedagogical Tool in Architectural Education 

17:00–17:30 – Coffee Break 
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17:30–18:00 – Deans' roundtable: Architectures of  Learning Today 

 

Chairs:  Assoc. Prof. Mihai Racu PhD – Vice Dean; Assist. Tech. Camelia Sisak, PhD (Faculty 

of  Architecture and Urban Planning, Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

 

Participants: 

 

Prof. Șerban Țigănaș, PhD - Dean Faculty of  Architecture and Urban Planning, 
Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, 
Romania 
 

Lect. Vladimir Vinea, PhD - Dean Faculty of  Architecture, “Ion Mincu” 
University of  Architecture and Urbanism 
Bucharest, Romania 
 

Assoc. Prof. Tudor Grădinaru, PhD - Dean “G.M. Cantacuzino” Faculty of  Architecture, 
Technical University of  Iași, Romania 
 

Assoc. Prof. Cristian Pușcaș, PhD – Head of  
the Architecture Department 

Faculty of  Construction, Cadastre and 
Architecture, University of  Oradea, 
Romania 
 

Assoc. Prof. Cristian Blidariu, PhD - Dean Faculty of  Architecture and Urban Planning, 
Politechnica University of  Timișoara, 
Romania 
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DAY 2 – Friday, 8 May 2026 
 

9:30-11:00 – Keynote Speakers Session 
 

9:30–10:00 – stud. Silviu Mitocaru, stud. Cătălin Zaha (Architecture Students 

Association, Faculty of  Architecture and Urban Planning Cluj-Napoca)  

”REZIDUAL” PROJECT 

 

10:00–10:30 – Prof. Pedro García Martínez, PhD (Universidad Politécnica de Cartagena, Spain)  

ARCH(I)VE-TECTURE 

Interferences between Designing, Teaching, and Research in Architecture 

 

10:30–11:00 – Lect. Andra Ionel, PhD (Università della Svizzera Italiana, Switzerland) 

WORKING WITH OUR HEADS 

On Teaching Architecture as a Practice of  Thinking 

 

11:00–11:30 – Coffee Break 

 

11:30–13:15 – Session 3: Augmentation 

 

Chairs:  Lect. Alice Oprică, PhD; Assist. Lect. Alina Voina, PhD (Technical University of  Cluj-

Napoca, Romania) 

 

Patrick Pazdzior (Graz University of  Technology, Austria) 

REMIXING IMAGES AND DISTRIBUTED AUTHORSHIP 

Remixing Images and Distributed Authorship. Speed, Enforced Slowness and Cross-Media 

Translation in AI-Augmented Education  

 

Ioana Moldovan, Silivan Moldovan, Ioana Cecălășan (Technical University of  Cluj-

Napoca), Tivon Rice (University of  Washington, USA) 

RADICAL AFTERLIVES: AI-AUGMENTED POLYVOCALITY AS ARCHITECTURAL PEDAGOGY 

From Photogrammetry to Posthuman Storytelling in the Design Studio  

 

Andreea-Ioana Calma (“Ion Mincu” University of  Architecture and Urbanism, Bucharest)  

LEARNING ARCHITECTURE WITHOUT ACCESS: VIRTUAL REALITY AS PEDAGOGICAL 

EXPERIMENT 

Atmosphere, perception and experimental learning in architectural education 

 

Silviu Borș, Dana Opincariu, Marius Indrei (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca)  

A HOUSE FOR 2125: AN ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN STUDIO EXPERIMENT 

From a House of  the Future towards the Future of  Architectural Education 
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Ferencz Bakos (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania)  

THE ARCHITECT IN THE ERA OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE 

Prompt Engineer or Curator / Critical Filter? 

 

13:15–14:15 – Lunch break 

 

14:15–16:30 – Session 4: Intersection 

 

Chairs: Assoc. Prof. Imola Kirizsán, PhD; Lect. Silviu Aldea, PhD (Technical University of  

Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

 

Alex-Gabriel Bolasz  (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

THE LITERARY CITY AS PEDAGOGICAL INSTRUMENT 

Literature, Urban History, and Critical Approaches in Architectural Education 

 

Larisa-Lara Latis (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

REVOLUTIONARY, REACTIONARY AND REVIVALISM 

A brief  history of  mathematical interference with architectural education in Europe 

 

Iulia-Maria Chiorean, Daria-Teodora Grădinaru, Adrian Niculaș, Laura Patachi 

(Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania)  

LIVING ON CAMPUS 

A discussion on the international collaboration’s ability to catalyze change 

 

Marius Indrei (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania)  

LEARNING THROUGH UNCERTAINTY 

 

Ana Ileana Abos (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania)  

ARCHITECTURE AND PHOTOGRAPHY AS PEDAGOGICAL TOOLS FOR PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 

AND CULTURAL LANDSCAPE AWARENESS 

 

Sándor Tárkányi (University of  Sopron, Hungary) 

INTERDISCIPLINARY APPROACHES IN CONTEMPORARY HERITAGE CONSERVATION 

TRAINING IN SOPRON 

Innovative Educational Models for the Sustainable Preservation of  Built Heritage 

 

Anca-Andreia Fati (Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania)  

POST-INDUSTRIAL CONTEXTS AS SITES OF LEARNING 

The Case of  Anina  
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16:30–17:00 – Coffee Break 

17:00–18:00– Student Debate: Learning Architecture Today 
 

Chairs: stud. Sabrina Dâscă, arch. Vlad Andrei Chiorean (Technical University of  Cluj-

Napoca, Romania) 

 

Participants:  stud. David Alexandrescu, stud. Iarina Ungureanu, stud. Robert Starjil, stud. 

Davide Neculcea, stud. Rusu George, stud. Grădinaru Daria, stud. Mitocaru Silviu, stud. 

Daria Țâră 

 

18:00–18:30 – Closing Remarks and Conference Conclusions 
 

Chair: Prof. Șerban Țigănaș PhD, Dean (Faculty of  Architecture and Urban Planning, 

Technical University of  Cluj-Napoca, Romania) 

 

Participants: Assoc. Prof. Smaranda Todoran, PhD; Lect. Adriana Măgerușan, PhD; Lect. 

Alice Oprică; Assoc. Prof. Imola Kirizsán, PhD; Assoc. Prof. Mihai Racu, PhD; stud. Sabrina 

Dâscă. 
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In-Souk Cho   
PhD (Architectural history and theory) Architect | Principal, DaaRee Architects &amp; Associates, 

Seoul, Korea (1986-present) | APEC Architect 

E-mail: choinsouk@gmail.com 

 

In-Souk Cho is a Seoul-based architect, heritage conservator, and scholar with over five 

decades of  practice. She founded DaaRee Architects &amp; Associates in 1986, 

developing expertise in historic timber structures, Buddhist monastery complexes, and 

Hanok design. Her doctoral research at Sungkyunkwan University focused on the 

conservation of  Buddhist Three Jewel Monasteries. She has served as Co-President of  the 

ICOMOS, International Wood Committee, Vice-President of  ISCARSAH, and represented 

Korea at UNESCO World Heritage Committee sessions. A committed educator and prolific 

author, she was named one of  the Ten Women in Architecture in 2021. She lectures 

internationally in Korean, English, and German. 

 
 
 

Learning from Wood 

Timber Heritage and the Education of  Architects in Korea 

 
 

Abstract  

 

In the early 1970s, the curriculum of  Korean university schools of  architecture was 

dominated by the pursuit of  creativity and technical knowledge — structural engineering, 

construction methods, and all matters pertaining to the built work. One studied the 

architecture of  ancient Egypt and Greece, yet was never taught — nor prompted to consider 

— what manner of  architecture had existed in the very land one inhabited. Korea’s own built 
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heritage, rooted overwhelmingly in a sophisticated tradition of  timber construction, was 

absent from the classroom entirely. 

More than fifty years on, that absence has not been adequately addressed. Vernacular 

architecture — born from intimate familiarity with land, climate, and material, producing 

structures unmistakably of  their place — is increasingly regarded as outmoded, a relic rather 

than a living inheritance. The architectural language spoken today is, with remarkable 

uniformity, much the same the world over. This homogenisation carries a quiet but 

consequential erosion of  cultural identity. In Korea, where timber has historically been the 

primary vehicle of  indigenous spatial philosophy, structural ingenuity, and craft knowledge, 

this erosion is particularly acute.  

This paper examines what is at stake and what must be done, across three equally weighted 

areas of  inquiry. 

Heritage Education and Training addresses the most urgent concern: the persistent 

marginalisation of  built heritage — and timber construction in particular — within 

mainstream architectural education. A practitioner who cannot read a timber structure, 

understand its joinery, or appreciate its cultural logic is ill-equipped to care for it. Yet 

conservation remains peripheral in most curricula, treated as elective rather than essential. 

Beyond formal education, professional training for conservators and craft specialists 

demands equal attention. The timber joiners, carpenters, and material specialists who carry 

traditional building knowledge in their hands represent an irreplaceable living heritage. When 

they retire without trained successors, that knowledge vanishes entirely. Coordinated 

apprenticeship programmes and professional certification pathways are not optional 

refinements — they are matters of  cultural urgency. 

Heritage Care Works examines the practical dimension of  sustaining Korea’s timber-built 

environment over time. Traditional and contemporary conservation methods are considered 

alongside the significant challenges of  sourcing appropriate timber species, maintaining craft 

standards, and securing institutional continuity for long-term maintenance programmes. 

Timber structures are unforgiving of  neglect; they demand regular, skilled attention. 

Collaborative efforts between domestic institutions and international partners have yielded 

valuable knowledge exchange, and the lessons of  such partnerships — what they achieve 

and where they fall short — are examined with attention to their implications for future 

practice. 

Raising Awareness of Heritage considers how appreciation for timber heritage is cultivated 

among the broader public. Government policy, non-governmental initiatives, community  

engagement, and media all play a role in making the case that these buildings matter. Case 

studies of  notable projects illustrate how timber heritage, when made legible and accessible 

to non-specialists, can become a genuine resource for communities rather than a burden 

upon them. 

Together, these three dimensions form a single argument: that timber heritage is not a 

footnote to architectural education in Korea, but its most instructive and most overlooked 

chapter.  
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Pedro García Martínez 
Associate Professor PhD Arch. 

Universidad Politécnica de Cartagena (UPCT), Spain 

E-mail: Pedro.GarciaMartinez@upct.es 

 

 

Pedro García Martínez is an Associate Professor of  Architectural Design at Universidad 

Politécnica de Cartagena, where he directs the Department of  Architecture and Building 

Technology. His work connects architectural design, graphic analysis, housing research and 

design methodology, with academic and professional experience in Spain and abroad. In 

2025, he played a central role in organizing the JIDA'25 conference, which foregrounded 

Research by Design as a key framework for experimentation and critical reflection in 

architectural education. 
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Arch(i)ve-tecture 

Interferences between Designing, Teaching, and Research in Architecture 

 

 
Abstract 

 

The lecture explores the interferences that emerge between designing, teaching, and 

researching when these practices are no longer understood as separate domains, but as 

interrelated processes within the architectural discipline. 

In contrast to research approaches based primarily on the study of  the archive as an external 

and pre-existing source, the lecture proposes positioning the architectural project, 

understood as a critical, analytical, and productive process, at the core of  research activity. 

From this perspective to research implies to design, and designing becomes a means to 

formulate questions, produce knowledge, and construct new frameworks for architectural 

interpretation. 

The presentation is structured around several case studies that illustrate different yet 

complementary methodologies: a diachronic study of contemporary housing based on the 

project-based analysis of  works by Kazuyo Sejima and Ryue Nishizawa; a synchronic study 

focused on the modular logic of  the Escombreras Thermal Power Plant; and a third line of  

work related to the analysis of structural patents and to teaching experiences based on 

prototyping, in dialogue with contemporary practices such as Tyin Tegnestue, where 

designing, building, and teaching form part of  a single, continuous process. 

In this latter case, teaching is conceived as a space in which the project operates 

simultaneously as a pedagogical tool and as a research device, blurring the boundaries 

between learning, practice, and the production of  knowledge. Through these experiences, 

the lecture argues that architectural research can be developed from within the project itself, 

reducing dependence on the traditional archive and activating design processes capable of  

generating their own frameworks of  knowledge. The interferences between project, teaching, 

and research are not presented as conflicts, but as a fertile territory in which architecture is 

conceived, taught, and investigated in a transversal manner. 
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Andra Ionel 
Lecturer 

Università della Svizzera italiana, Switzerland 

 

Andra Ionel lives and works between Leipzig, Mendrisio, and Bucharest, three diverse 

environments that inspire her and constantly shift her perspective. Since 2020, she has 

been a lecturer at the Accademia di Architettura in Mendrisio, where she teaches a first-

year bachelor's design studio under the guidance of  the architect Valerio Olgiati. Together 

with Elena Zara, she has founded ZEIA Studio, an office that seeks to create memorable 

spaces that go beyond standardized solutions. As an architect, she most enjoys being on 

construction sites, in close contact with the reality of  building. Andra believes that every 

project is a reflection of  the world one wants to inhabit. 
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Working with Our Heads  

On Teaching Architecture as a Practice of  Thinking 

 

 
 

Abstract  

This lecture reflects on teaching architecture today through the experience of  the first-year 

studio in Mendrisio, developed under the direction of  Valerio Olgiati. Starting from a 

personal perspective, the talk explores a pedagogical approach that places thinking at the 

center of  architectural education. Rather than focusing on form or predefined methods, the 

studio encourages students to develop their own ideas and translate them into spatial 

proposals. 

Through fundamental themes such as dwelling and working, students are invited to 

question how they want to live and operate in space. The lecture emphasizes the role of  

an idea as the driving force behind architectural decisions. In a broader context, the talk 

addresses the role of  the university today, advocating for it as a space of  intellectual 

freedom where independent thinking can develop beyond the pressures of  market logic 

and rapid image production. Ultimately, the lecture argues that teaching architecture is not 

about transmitting knowledge, but about helping students construct their own position in 

the world. 
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Fabrizio Finucci  
Associate Professor PhD Arch. 

Roma Tre, Italy 

 

Architect and PhD, he is Associate Professor in Appraisal and Project Evaluation at Roma 

Tre University, Department of  Architecture. Since 2026, he has been Honorary Professor at 

University of  Pécs (Hungary). He was affiliated with Sapienza University of  Rome, where he 

served as Adjunct Professor since 2012. He has been Visiting Professor at several 

European and South American universities and is a member of  the CeSET – Research 

Center for Appraisal and Territorial Economics, and SIEV – Italian Society of  Appraisal and 

Valuation. He is the author of  numerous national and international publications. His 

research and teaching activities focus on evaluation techniques developed through 

inclusive and dialogic approaches, grounded in stakeholders’ perspectives and promoting 

the active involvement of  communities in urban and social transformation and regeneration 

processes. 
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Teaching and Evaluating Architecture with Emerging Communities 

 

 

Abstract  

 

The presentation outlines the work of  an Integrated Architectural and Urban Design Studio 

within the Master’s Degree Programme in Urban Design at the Department of  Architecture 

of  Roma Tre University. Since 2017, the studio has been working with what the literature 

has recently begun to define as emerging communities. These are segments of  civil society 

that self-organize to reclaim abandoned urban spaces, with the aim of  providing 

complementary and subsidiary welfare services that are accessible and based on innovative 

and hybrid economic models. 

Over the years, the studio has placed students in close interaction with several of  these 

groups, which are highly active and present across the city of  Rome. This has led to the 

development of  a teaching pathway and a methodological stance progressively refined 

over time, enabling this form of  social architecture to be taught directly in the field. 

Indeterminate design, normogenesis, inclusive evaluation practices, the relocation of  studio 

activities into real contexts, and the continuous involvement of  emerging communities are 

among the key elements that define a pedagogy grounded in real-world conditions. 

In conclusion, the contribution focuses on one of  the projects, an housing for 53 

intercultural families, developed with students, which has been implemented thanks to 

funding from the National Recovery and Resilience Plan. 
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