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This master dissertation studio will focus on the 5 means through which architectural actions or products are 

achieved when designing situations. These 5 means, including a (historical) database form the basis of a project 

called Spatial Agency (www.spatialagency.net). A project team lead by Tatjana Schneider and Jeremy Till worked on 

this website and book. 

The interest in means such as appropriation, dissemination, empowerment, networking and subversion emerges out 

of my expertise in co-creative design. My career as an architect is built up on numerous workshops with stakeholders, 

large housing projects in Europe based on participatory design processes, work with Lucien Kroll, exhibitions with 

Patrick Bouchain, research work, etc…  

Spatial Agency is a project that presents a new way of looking at how buildings and space can be produced. Moving 

away from architecture's traditional focus on the look and making of buildings, Spatial Agency proposes a much more 

expansive field of opportunities in which architects and non-architects can operate. It suggests other ways of doing 

architecture.

In the spirit of Cedric Price the project started with the belief that a building is not necessarily the best solution to a 

spatial problem. The project attempts to uncover a second history of architecture, one that moves sharply away from 

the figure of the architect as individual hero, and replaces it with a much more collaborative approach in which 

agents act with, and on behalf of, others.

It is the first time that such a collection of alternative approaches to architectural production have been brought 

together in one place.

This website is an extendable repository of examples of Spatial Agency. The database is sortable into broad thematic 

areas that group the motivations (why?), locations (where?) and means (how?) of Spatial Agency. Each entry has a 

link to its own website in the title bar, and then references and links to associated groups and subjects at the bottom, 

opening up to an international network of spatial agents.

http://www.spatialagency.net/
http://spatialagency.net/database/


Starting point in this studio is Paul Chemetov’s Patinoire (ice 

skating rink) in Saint-Ouen, France, a structuring multifunctional

complex with an amazing allure, build between 1975 and 1979. 

We’ll visit the building and dig into the story behind it. 

We’ll discuss the zeitgeist, the intentions, the ideology.
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This master dissertation studio will focus on 

the 5 means through which architectural

actions or products are achieved when

designing situations. These 5 means, including

a (historical) database form the basis of a 

project called Spatial Agency

(www.spatialagency.net). A project team lead 

by Tatjana Schneider and Jeremy Till worked

on this website and book. 

http://www.spatialagency.net/




We will then plunge into the spirit of related

‘other ways of doing architecture’ and search 

for similar properties in the Spatial Agency

database.



The means through
which this action or 
product is achieved.

Appropriation
This can include the taking of another's
property for one's own purposes (either legally
or illegally, short-term or long-term), or through
highlighting abandoned or unoccupied space.

Dissemination
This is about the way knowledge is distributed, 
how it is spread and to whom, as well as the
opening up of discussions for a wider debate.

Empowerment
Allowing others to 'take control' over their
environment, being participative without being
opportunistic; something that is pro-active
instead of re-active.

Networking
This can be a way of working where a core
group of people expands according to each
project and the expertise it requires, or a core
group that builds its projects around its
networks; these are hardly ever static groups
and they are highly interdisciplinary and
collaborative in nature.

Subversion
A tactic / strategy that uses existing policies, 
guidelines, buildings, etc. for purposes other
than those they were designed for.







We will discuss online with Patrick Bouchain, 

Tatjana Schneider and other experts about

architectural languages producing

unexpectedness, and thus enchantment.





Metavilla

French pavilion - 10th Venice Architecture 
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We then process findings in different ways, 

based on mutual agreements.

These findings will form the base of own

thought designed situation(s) which will be

transformed into a story. Resulting in an

architectural discourse, reflection, intervention

developed and presented through a series of 

well-crafted documents that reflect on the

thought situation.



Studio-work 2020-2021





Kunming Happy City, China

Five students seized upon a remarkable context of unfinished residential 
towers in Kunming, China. Out of necessity, the dwellings on the first three 
levels are inhabited as best they can by about 50 families. Three of those five 
students, Nabila (from Bangladesh), Ava (from Iran) and Zhiying (from China), 
set to work on possible growth structures in which the towers are interwoven 
with each other and the place. Two other students started working in a 
different way. Hena (Canada/Japan) developed a 'cinematic' script with 
different plots in which a 'contract' is developed between the concrete floors 
and possible users. Laura (from Belgium) finally crystallised her research from 
that context and a lot of study material on the theme of flexibility into a series 
of idiosyncratic questions.



Iris Tower, Brussels

Three students, Sacha (Belgium), Daniela (Ecuador) and Lucie (Belgium), 
worked on a newly finished meaningless office tower in the North Quarter of 
Brussels. According to many, including the ‘Brussels Master Builder’, this tower 
is already hopelessly outdated. The studio came up with the idea of tackling 
the tower now, as if adjustments were urgently needed. Sacha plays with the 
idea that the structural prefabrication of the tower can just as easily be 
dismantled, thus opening up new possibilities. Daniela and Lucie seize the 
strategic location of the tower to incorporate new functions and to set up 
necessary interweaving with the neighbourhood.



Khorasan Province, Iran
Mahdi (Iran), Moujan (France/Iran) and Yousuf (Oman) proposed a group of 
extremely desolate, but still inhabited villages in the east of Iran as a starting point. 
Each in their own way, they visualise a utopian future that is at the same time 
attainable with future concepts and appropriate and triggering drawings.



1. Zhiying Zhong: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Fvkid11q1eQ

2. Nabila Noshin: https://youtu.be/qWcnEqFCF-E

3. Ava Dehghanimohammadabadi: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=80DFgvYKyKc

4. Laura Renard: https://youtu.be/81zim6LPTqA

5. Hena Wang: https://youtu.be/kV3fmk5jgFA

6. Daniela Lomas Cifuentes: https://youtu.be/ZbbGDZ11qZQ

7. Sacha Bamps: https://youtu.be/X8wIUYMSwjo

8. Lucie Vande-Wouwer: https://youtu.be/H3GQoowx3ik

9. Yousuf Al Ansari: https://youtu.be/3cBxIz2iuro

10. Mahdi Elahi: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sMPAz5J5gQ4

11. Moujan Mahdian: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WPZkBDmspb8&t=2s

Video’s students 2020-2021

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Fvkid11q1eQ
https://youtu.be/qWcnEqFCF-E
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=80DFgvYKyKc
https://youtu.be/81zim6LPTqA
https://youtu.be/kV3fmk5jgFA
https://youtu.be/ZbbGDZ11qZQ
https://youtu.be/X8wIUYMSwjo
https://youtu.be/H3GQoowx3ik
https://youtu.be/3cBxIz2iuro
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sMPAz5J5gQ4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WPZkBDmspb8&t=2s


Master Dissertation Studio Dag Boutsen 2021-2022 
other ways of doing architecture: designing situations 
(including considerations on the related architectural languages producing unexpectedness, and thus enchantment)

Planning 1st semester 
3 meetings: introductions, lectures and brainstorms 

Planning 2nd semester 
From then on a weekly or previously agreed follow-up and supervision of the further 
course of your MD will start. This process comprises three evaluation moments that 
form the basis for the allocation of the partial result by your supervisor (60% of the final 
total). Only with sufficiently positive interim evaluations (at least two out of three) will 
access to the final jury presentation be granted. 



Week 1
Brainstorm on different scenario’s, themes, clusters, … (resulting from presentations and brainstorms 
1st semester) 
Week 2
Decision on x ‘crisis’-cases
Week 3 Discussion for each case: formation of the subgroups, list of site components and description 
of local identities, cultural components, regional ingredients. 
Week 4
Presentation preliminary research. You present your project/case (10 minutes each) and determine 
the concrete objectives you want to achieve. These objectives are a personal translation of the 
intended objectives. 
Week 5
Week 6
1st weaving between the x cases (Avatar’s) and link with Spatial Agency 
Week 7
Week 8
Midterm review. Just before Easter, you will present your Master Dissertation in the "sketch phase"; 
you demonstrate how you achieve the above-mentioned objectives, you propose a method and a 
clear plan of action with regard to further elaboration. Guest reviewers will be invited. 



Week Easter holiday
Week Easter holiday
Week 9
Week 10
Week 11
Week 12
Scenario film presentation
Week 13
Week 14
Final review. During this review, you present your reflection paper and the project (or a draft of your 
thesis in case of a theoretical dissertation) to the internal evaluation team (supervisor, co-supervisor…). 
Each student will have: 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes discussion (this being a way of rehearsing 
for the exam). Evaluation whether the project is developed enough to go to final crits. 
Week 15
Deadline for hand in of paper via email. 
Week 16
On appointment for those who want some final feedback. 
Week 17: FINAL CRITS/JURY 
Wednesday x/6 = examination. 
External jury. After the final review, you will have time to complete your Master Dissertation and, in 
particular, to thoroughly prepare its public presentation. This gives you the opportunity to emphasize 
its strengths. 



Each Master Dissertation is different and will have its own structure. 

-Design-based output includes an architectural or artistic intervention, building, installation,… with a spatial impact, as 

agreed with your promoter. You present this design by means of graphic documents, audio-visual media, models, etc. 

Follow the guidelines of your promoter and respect the existing quality standards and (drawing) conventions of the field and 

the academic correct mention of your references (ideas, images , or quotes). Make sure your presentation is consistent, 

with a balance between image and text. As befits robust research, the Master Dissertation is not only about ideas, but also 

about their concretization / materialization in the design and the way in which you communicate this! 

-Written output: For a design-based Master Dissertation, this is a reflection note in which you demonstrate that your project 

meets the above-mentioned academic standards. This document is more than just a concept note or a log. This reflection 

paper illustrates your approach and shows that you have acquired academic maturity. You strive for interaction and a 

correct balance between word and image. 

1) Vision & position determination: You develop a vision, both with regard to your role as designer / researcher, and specifically with 
regard to the assignment and / or the research themes. Take a clear position to the subject matter and the architectural culture. Do 
you agree with or argue against certain prevailing beliefs and ideas? If so, how and why? If not, what continuity do you strive for? You 
substantiate your answer on the basis of concrete figures, data or statements from authoritative scientific sources. 

2) Method & process: You explain which methods you developed to achieve the objectives. Which facets have you highlighted more 
than others? How and why did you deploy, withhold or reject certain concepts or assumptions? In short: which choices have you
made and why? You give an idea of the evolution of your work process, indicating the "turning points" or "breakthroughs". The
intention is that an outsider gains sufficient insight into your work process to be able to provide feedback or comment on it or to use 
and build on your acquired insights. 

3) Conclusion: Here you provide a structured summary of the insights, results and findings you gathered during your research process, 
clarifying how they influenced your research process and your output and are visible in the final result. In other words, this is a 
critical-reflective part, in which you look back on the whole of the Master Dissertation yourself. Be honest and sincere; if things 
turned out differently than planned, that's okay - as long as you understand and explain how that came about. 

4) Reference list and bibliography: Here you collect data from all sources (books, articles, websites, blogs, encounters, ...), reference 
projects, images, visits, exhibitions, etc. that gave you ideas or inspiration. The quality (not the quantity) of these sources reflects the 
depth of your research, that is to say: better one solid essay from a scientific journal than four blogs or websites of which the 
academic value of the content is questionable or cannot be verified or additional needs academic review. It's important that any idea, 
image, or quote you borrow from someone else clearly states where it comes from. If you don't, you are committing plagiarism - a
form of "intellectual theft" that is severely punished! 



Submission guidelines

For the internal evaluation moment and the jury moment you present the following 
documents: 

- Design: Check any guidelines regarding the required format (the number of plans, 
format, orientation, whether or not it is necessary to make models, etc.). Each item you 
submit is provided with a title, your name, the name of your (co-) supervisor and the logo 
of the KU Leuven, stating: Faculty of Architecture Campus Sint-Lucas Ghent or Campus 
Sint-Lucas Brussels. 
- Master Dissertation text, including summary (summary: approx. 3500 characters). If it 
concerns a reflection note for a design-based Master Dissertation, this document is a 
maximum of 40 pages. The document is provided on the front and back, as well as on the 
first page, with the title, your name, the name of your supervisor and co-supervisor, and 
the logo of the KU Leuven stating: 'Faculty Architecture Campus Sint-Lucas Ghent 'or' 
Faculty of Architecture Campus Sint-Lucas Brussels'. You submit the document in two 
hard copies (if necessary for the jury evaluation, more hard copies can be asked). 
- Synthesis image and summary note: In 2 pages (A4 format) in which you present the 
essence of the project and the reflection that preceded it. This document can be given to 
the jury members as a "folder" and serves as a visual reminder of your project. You 
submit this on 7 copies. 
- The submission procedure and concrete deadlines will be communicated at the start of 
the second semester. 



“Resonance in Architecture, retuning definitions and 

criteria in trust and trust-based architecture through 
participatory design”



De Zilvervloot, Dordrecht
Dag Boutsen & Lucien Kroll







La Mémé
Lucien Kroll


