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Preface
My first half year

was certainly exhilarating. It got off to a quick start with a profes-
sors’ conference on education at the Faculty. The departing inter-
im dean Jan Rots, who for six months had held the fort valiantly,
suggested I begin immediately by chairing the conference! Being
utterly unprepared, I had to improvise.

The current situation was under heavy fire. The students
wanted more designing and less subjects and fragmentation. The
in-house assessment committee had concluded that many aspects
could and should be improved if the quality of education was to
increase. No lack of ambition there. It was time for evaluation
and change, particularly with regard to the first three years, the
BSc programme.

Two further conferences would follow, marked by many dis-
cussions and many proposals. All this gelled in a very positive
plan: there was to be a less cluttered programme with fewer sub-
jects, a new timetable and more time for designing. More for the
new teachers to get their teeth into. And that was just the begin-
ning.

We must have more. We are now an international faculty. This
is something we wish to build upon. We have made plans for
more connections abroad. We were very much in evidence at the
Venice Biennale with the Delft School of Design. In Beijing
(Tsinghua University) there was a major conference on urban
design and spatial planning and here in Delft various internation-
al seminars have addressed such subjects as material science and
restoration work in Brazil. The ties with Turkey have been
strengthened considerably by forging exclusive relationships with
Ankara University (METU) in particular. Every year, some 275
foreign students enrol at our Faculty of Architecture, 185 through
exchange programmes and 90 for a MSc course. We shall no
doubt become more international in the future in terms of both
teachers and students.

Numerous architecture exhibitions devised and mounted by
our Faculty - such as the one on Team Ten - are now travelling
the world to great acclaim.

Research has become even more important this year. We have
set our sights high. We seek to become a national platform for
innovation. We have made preparations to launch a focal
research programme on building construction. This can not be
done without collaborating with other faculties and universities
(Industrial Design Engineering; Civil Engineering and
Geosciences; Technology, Policy and Management; TU
Eindhoven). We teach each other, stimulate each other. Our
place must be in the thick of society.

This Architecture Annual showcases our present pursuits and our
present position. It is more than you might expect but above all
it is unbelievably varied and fizzing with life.

Wytze Patijn
Dean of the Faculty of Architecture, Delft University of Technology
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The Annual Editorial Comment

JuLius KLATTE, ON BEHALF OF THE EDITORIAL BOARD

Although the concept of The Architecture Annual hasn’t changed
much since its first issue in 1994, small changes in the composi-
tion of the book do come about from time to time for varying
reasons. For instance, over the past several years transformations
in the core structure of the teaching program - related to mani-
fold compliances occurring in all European Universities as a
result of the Bologna Protocols on Higher Education — have
made their mark on the structure of this publication. For
instance, last year the ‘studios’ section was added in order to
expose the relation between research and education at the facul-
ty. Due to the diverse nature of research being carried out at this
faculty — ranging from architectural and urban design and plan-
ning, to sustainable technology, real estate management and eco-
nomic strategy — the Annual continues to display an equally var-
ied range of subject matter as well as a diversity in positions
taken towards seemingly similar areas of research. Each year the
jury process for submissions seems to become increasingly diffi-
cult with regard to compiling what we might term a topic-centric
point of view, at least as regards the ‘research’ section of the pub-
lication.

However, even with this said, amongst this year’s contribu-
tions we can suggest a few issues which seem to be surfacing
cross-departmentally. Notable is an increased interest in attempts
to establish quantifiable procedures to qualitative conditions. For
instance, attempts are being made at defining spatial (perceptual)
quality as a measurable aspect of a design: on an urban scale,
Arthur van Bilsen and Egbert Stolk have provided a ‘visibility
analysis’ that introduces a means to compare the extent to which
spatial openness can be achieved in the urban environment.
Furthermore, on the scale of the building interior Sevil Sariyildiz
et al., have produced a computationally operational system by
which the complex concept of human visual perception is being
brought to bear within specific design parameters. Of course, nei-
ther of these examples could have been possible without the
development of computational systems, which also feature as
design tools in other contributions. For example in the contribu-
tions by Henriette Bier, concerning tools for optimizing function-
al lay-out and the increasingly direct relation between design and
fabrication; or in the Hyperbody Research Group’s
GameSetMatch conference and E-motive Architecture graduation
studio.

Of course The Architecture Annual is not a single, stand-alone
publication — it must be seen as a series. And as well as offering
a modest insight into work at the faculty with a selection of
events, research and design projects, it records important events
and happenings taking place at our School. Throughout the
years, therefore, we can see new design trends emerging, new
technologies maturing, education being reformulated and witness
a rich diversity of issues that occupy the concerns of our faculty
members and doctoral researchers.

Three issues ago, thanks to the involvement of our new book
designer, Joost Grootens, we began a new tradition within the
Annual in the form of an introductory photo essay. These images

are intended to capture a specific aspect of life at the Faculty of
Architecture. The first series began by showing activities and
events, the dynamics of the crowds, the throngs we associate with
any thriving school of architecture. Last year the idea was
extended and a decision was made to invite a young photogra-
pher to offer a personal interpretation. This experiment resulted
in a series of portraits which succinctly exhibited — by virtue of
the absolute repetition in the photographic frame — the diverse
individualities that populate our school. This year we decided to
continue offering young photographers a chance to expose their
work. And the photo essay in this issue is by Aaron Hauptmann,
now a student of Film and Philosophy at the University of Kent,
in England. His images offer ‘at work’ vignettes; all framed with
reference to the ‘body’ and in deference to the Dutch designer’s
quintessential fascination with ‘chairs’.

Finally, we would like to mention that this year, we installed
two new members to the editorial board of the Annual.
Alexandra den Heijer, with Real Estate and Housing; and Ulrich
Knaack, Professor of Building Technology. Additionally, during
the academic year covered by this edition, the Faculty of
Architecture has instated a new Dean, Prof. Wytze Patijn; and
we, along with the entire editorial board would like to take this
opportunity to welcome him.



