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sessions and suggested topics are listed below. We welcome contributions that explore
contemporary developments and project future trends, as well as those that offer retrospective
theoretical and critical interrogations.

Please submit an abstract of no more than 300 words with a title and a 50-word biographical
note. Please indicate your preferred thematic sessions or principal strands. The conference
committee reserve the right to merge or re-organise any session, depending on response and
programming considerations.

Timeline

- Callfor papers: 4 April 2025
- Deadline for individual paper abstracts: 2 June 2025, 5 pm (GMT)
- Confirmation of accepted papers: August 2025

Conference convenors:
- Dr Ranald Lawrence, Dr Christina Malathouni, Dr Yat Shun Kei, University of Liverpool

For further details and regular updates, please see the AHRA 2025 conference website:
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Sessions

Natural Environment(s)

Adapting Modern Environments: Navigating Climate Challenges in 20th-Century
Architecture

Biogenic Architecture: New Aesthetics of Time and Place
Environments of Transition: Rethinking Urban Form and Architecture after Oil
Environment and its Disciplinary Crossroads: New Approaches to an Old Challenge
Past, present and future of the Middle Landscape
The Ecologies of Aid and Activism
Towards a Cosmological Turn in Architecture
Human-centred Environment(s)
Al Accessibility
Degrowth, Cities and Urban Environments
Environments Associated with Late-life and/or End-of-life

Hostile Design in Contex

Environments of Disability
Masculinities, Landscapes and Environments: Conceptualising Gendered Approaches
to Nature and Society

Controlled Environment(s)
Beyond Repair: Postcolonial Architecture of Decay

Exposing the Environments of Warfare: On the Permanency of Defence Epistemologies

The Future of Extraction: Examining the Environmental, Social, and Architectural
Impacts

The Lamp of Utopia: Re-reading Francoise Choay
Property Claims: Legal Fictions of Environmental Control
The Planet, its Political borders and its Architectures

PhD Work in Progress Workshop: Infrastructural Environment(s)
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Short biographical note (up to
50 words)
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Natural Environment(s)

The increasing association of ‘environmental’ issues with the climate crisis and sustainability tends
to overlook wider issues linked to the broader concept of ‘environment(s)’ and its interdependence
with human nature.
Potential topics include:
e How architecture has been affected by climate change (from pre-history to the
present day).
e How the relationship between architecture and the natural world has been
theorised over time.
e Design approaches that address the relationship between architecture and its
surrounding ecology (e.g. ‘touching the earth lightly’).
o Therelationship between architecture and meteorology / climatology.
e Therole of culture and technology in shaping architecture’s response to climate.

We invite individual paper submissions that address the issues/topics above, or one of the
thematic sessions below.

Adapting Modern Environments:
Navigating Climate Challenges in 20th-Century Architecture

Convenor(s) Ozgiin Ozgakir(Middle East Technical University),
Mesut Dinler (Politecnico di Torino)

As the climate crisis intensifies, historic environments are increasingly susceptible to extreme weather
events, rising temperatures, and environmental degradation. Concrete has played a defining role in
shaping the built environment throughout the 20th century as the most widely utilized manufactured
material globally. However, its extensive use has resulted in significant environmental consequences
since as its primary component, cement is a major emitter of carbon dioxide. Thus, 20th-century
architectural and urban developments have an undeniable impact on the contemporary climate crisis.
Ironically, the buildings and sites constructed during this period, now recognized as modern architectural
heritage, also remain highly vulnerable to the effects of climate change despite having contributed to its
progression.
This session examines how climate-resilient design strategies can be integrated into modern architectural
heritage while safeguarding their historical and cultural significance, inviting papers that critically analyse
how the built environment negotiates the tension between continuity and change in response to climate
pressures. The session aims to address the following key questions:
e What are the advantages and obstacles of function-specific design (form follows function) in
shaping climate-adaptive conservation approaches of modern heritage?
e What role do governance structures play in shaping climate action strategies for modern
environments?
e What are the interventions (from micro-interventions to macro-interventions) that enhance
climate adaptation in modern heritage?
e What lessons can be drawn from international examples of climate-responsive transformations
of modern heritage?
By fostering interdisciplinary dialogues and engaging with global policies and practices, this session
seeks to advance discourse on the impacts of environmental entanglements on modern environments.
It will explore how 20th-century heritage can be strategically adapted to address climate uncertainties
while maintaining their heritage values.

Format: In person paper session
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Biogenic Architecture: New Aesthetics of Time and Place

Convenor(s) Clare Olsen (California Polytechnic State University San Luis Obispo),
Brian Osbon (California Polytechnic State University San Luis Obispo)

Deep concerns about architecture’s culpability for environmental degradation and impacts on human
and nonhuman health have led some to question the ethics of contemporary construction methods. As
an alternative to entrenched industrialized systems, biogenic materials offer a path towards lower
embodied energy and carbon drawdown while engendering a host of benefits from aesthetic to
economic. Yet transitioning to a biobased built environment requires negotiating social and political
hurdles. This session invites contributions that examine how biogenic materials shape the
environmental imagination, particularly through the lenses of time and locality as structuring forces in
architectural thought and practice.

Dominant capitalist timescapes are often restless, productivist, and progress-driven, subordinating
care and maintenance to the logic of speed and efficiency. Biogenic materials, however, resist this
model. They require attention to cycles of growth and decay, acknowledging temporal rhythms that
exceed human intervention. At the same time, bio-based materials evoke questions of time as
embedded knowledge and practice. Unlike industrial materials designed for permanence and
obsolescence, biogenic materials are often dependent on localized knowledge, seasonal availability,
and continuous upkeep. What does it mean for architecture to embrace an ethos of temporal
entanglement, where materials demand an ongoing relationship with their environment?

Similarly, to fully benefit from biogenic materials requires resisting the ease, speed, and economy of
globalized supply chains. Sourcing biogenic materials locally involves learning about natural and
agricultural land management strategies and harnessing the knowledge of local farmers and
craftspeople to realize healthier harvesting and construction practices. Stronger connections to regional
material suppliers allow architects to participate in stewardship and care for the environment, while
enabling local economic autonomy. Over time, investment in biogenic material supply chains means
nurturing place-based connections, self-sufficiency, cooperation, decentralization, and conservation.
How might a shift towards local biogenic materials in architecture cultivate new aesthetic and economic
sensibilities?

Format: In person paper session

Environments of Transition:
Rethinking Urban Form and Architecture After Oil

Convenor(s) Asma Mehan (Texas Tech University)

This session critically examines the role of architecture and urbanism in the transition to post-oil
societies, focusing on how shifting environmental, economic, and cultural paradigms are reshaping
urban forms and spatial practices. The legacy of oil-dependent development—manifested in sprawling
infrastructure, resource-intensive urban planning, and rigid architectural models—presents unique
challenges as societies move toward sustainable, post-carbon futures.

Focusing on the conceptual and material implications of these transitions, this session invites
contributions that explore themes such as adaptive reuse, energy-conscious design, rethinking urban
mobility, and the reconfiguration of human-centred environments in the wake of oil’s decline. Special
attention will be given to the interplay between global energy transitions and local architectural
practices, with case studies ranging from mid-sized cities like Lubbock, Texas, to transnational networks
shaping architectural responses to environmental crises. The round-table format is designed to foster
interdisciplinary dialogue, combining insights from architectural history, environmental studies, and
urbanism. The session aims to provoke critical discussions about the responsibilities of architects,
urban planners, and policymakers in shaping sustainable, equitable urban futures beyond oil.

Format: In person paper session
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Environment and its Disciplinary Crossroads:
New Approaches to an Old Challenge

Convenor(s) Christina Pech (University of Oslo)

Art historians in the 19th and early 20th centuries were often also architectural historians and, not
uncommonly, polymaths. Their vocation was inherently multidisciplinary, and their objects of study
extended well beyond the art object to engage with, for instance, the form and constitution of
mountains—John Ruskin was famously also a teleological geologist—to the social conditions of the city,
as seen in Aby Warburg’s interventions in Hamburg. Although often based on formal aesthetics, the aim
was extrinsic to the work of art; questions of meaning, memory, human emotions, and ethics drove their
investigations.

Today, the discipline of art history is undergoing fundamental transformations under the influence of
Environmental Humanities. Ecological entanglements of artistic practices are being explored, and
transdisciplinary approaches are increasingly called for. In light of this turn, the session examines the
disciplinary permutations of art history, architecture, and urbanism. Unlike in the 19th century, today’s
academic landscape is marked by the disciplinary categorization brought about by modernism.
Despite significant post-war expansions of the field (such as ‘new art history’) and notable increases in
artistic explorations of architecture and urban phenomena, architecture and urbanism have, generally,
remained weak within many art history departments. The session highlights disciplinary history and
asks whether bridging these divides might enrich contemporary inquiries into environmental
urgencies, nature, and climate.

The session invites papers addressing disciplinary and historiographical questions, whether through
theoretical reflection or empirical case studies of pedagogies, institutions or specific scholars. What
roles have architecture, landscape, and urbanism played—past and present—within art history? What
significance does representation hold in our understanding of the environment? How can
transdisciplinary aesthetics cross localised and situated expertise? Can the environment(s) provide this
fruitful interface; might its conceptualisation generate new forms of design?

Format: In person paper session

Past, present and future of the Middle Landscape

Convenor(s) Nicolas Mariné (Universidad Politécnica de Madrid),
Diego Toribio (Universidad Politécnica de Madrid)

This session aims to explore the concept of the Middle Landscape, an idea first put forward by
American academics in the 1960s as an attempt to overcome the duality between the natural and the
human as absolute aesthetic models in the design of the environment.

Today we understand that human activity and environmental forces are inseparable, yet popular
culture and many international institutions continue to reinforce the division between nature and
artifice. It is therefore necessary to reflect on the inescapable consideration that we inhabit and
construct a middle landscape, and how this consideration influences our possible futures.
Furthermore, it is important that this notion be subjected to critique and updating, as the divide
between the natural and the artificial has currently widened with the growing divide in our societies
between the physical and the virtual. A tessiture that adds complexity to what a middle landscape
might be.

This session questions the currency of the concept and its influence in architecture, urbanism,
landscape architecture, spatial planning and landscape ecology. Papers should propose theoretical
and analytical explorations of the concept of the Middle Landscape (how it has been understood, how
it has evolved, how it needs to be conceived today...) or present case studies based on or related to the
concept of the Middle Landscape (past, present or future). The aim is to study practices and projects,
built or not, whose interpretation allows a debate on the current validity of the concept of the Middle
Landscape. The discussion following the selected presentations will focus on how the concept has
been handled, how it is currently perceived and what potential it offers.

Format: In person paper session
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The Ecologies of Aid and Activism

Convenor(s) Maryia Rusak (Karlsruhe Institute of Technology)

The 1970s, also known as the decade of “development,” witnessed not only an unprecedented flow of
capital to the Global South but also a steady stream of technical specialists and advisors. Western-
educated architects and engineers were contracted by the Ministries of Works to complete large-scale
housing, healthcare, and educational projects. However, these “developmental” ventures often fell
short of their ambitious goals. The post-1968 generation of architects working within networks of foreign
aid grew increasingly disillusioned by the apparent disconnect between local problems and
technological solutions imposed from abroad. With experience in low-cost construction in the Global
South, upon their return, many questioned the detrimental Western over-reliance on environmentally
harmful building technologies and explored alternative paths forward. Exacerbated by the 1973 oil crisis,
this architectural activism merged the critique of the expansionistindustrialised capitalism of the Global
North with growing environmental concerns. This panel is particularly interested in how the experience
of architecture within different ecologies and networks of foreign aid contributed to and impacted the
rise of environmental activism of the 1970s. Envisioned case studies might range from investigations of
the experience of individual architects and singular projects to broader shifts in architectural discourse
and the creation of new publications, activist organisations, and educational programs informed by a
different relationship between architecture and the natural world. The panel is particularly interested in
the reciprocity of ideas transfer and ways in which architectural practitioners faced the growing
environmental challenges on either side of the globe. In doing so, the panel aims to expand the
understanding of the environmental activism of the 1970s and provide a new perspective on the role of
architects in nascent environmental discourse. It welcomes contributions that explore the networks and
perspectives within the Global South and highlight the agency of the previously overlooked actors and
groups.

Format: In person paper session
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Towards a Cosmological Turn in Architecture

Convenor(s) Dulmini Perera (University of Limerick),
Samuel Koh (Bauhaus-Universitat Weimar)

This session proposes to discuss the role of cosmology in architectural practices, as a means of
addressing questions of continuity and change. Cosmology refers to understandings of the universe—
including ideas about its structure, its constituent elements, and the processes which govern it. Far
from neutral descriptions of reality, cosmologies are inherently political forces, shaping human action
by situating it within broader narratives of past, present, and future. In this sense, cosmologies are not
only intrinsic to patterns of continuity (such as in forms of tradition), but are the foundational source of
new meanings, practices and institutions.

Historians of architecture have demonstrated the longstanding connection between cosmologies and
architectural practices (such as in ancient, medieval and Renaissance cultures). Today, however,
architectural thought is largely assumed to be driven by technological rationality, disconnected from
cosmological concerns. While numerous disciplines, such as science and technology studies (STS),
philosophy of technology, and political theory have begun to recognise the contemporary power of
cosmologies, particularly in shaping colonial and environmental conflict, architecture has been slower
to do so. At the same time, some of architecture’s most active discourses are deeply informed by
cosmological concerns, even if not explicitly acknowledged as such. Established architectural
discussions in phenomenology and postcolonial theory, as well as philosophical perspectives such
post-humanism and new materialism, engage with a range of cosmological themes (such as ontology,
epistemology, and temporality).

This session proposes to explore the value of a renewed focus on the role of cosmology in architectural

and spatial practices. Some of the questions it asks include:

¢ How might attention to cosmology's role in architectural practices help broaden discussions about
change beyond the frameworks and concepts of Western technoscience?

¢ How might a cosmological awareness help to navigate the tensions inherent to discussions of
continuity and change (such as those connoted by concepts of preservation, tradition, innovation or
repair)?

e How can a recognition of cosmological plurality help to destabilise dominant narratives of
architecture's role in planetary crises, and how might these narratives be creatively transformed?

¢ How can modern societies overcome political barriers to translating non-Western and non-Modern
lifeworlds into new paradigms for spatial practice and urban theory?

¢ How can architecture’s material sites, objects, and practices uniquely inform cosmological
analyses, and help to develop stronger theories about change in architectural ideas and practices?

Format: In person paper session
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Human-centred Environment(s)
This strand considers historical and contemporary perspectives on:

¢ philosophical and psychological definitions of the ‘human’ and how these have related
the human to its ‘environment(s)’

e contemporary scientific and technological advancements, like neuroscience, that are
furthering the two-directional influences between the ‘human’ and its ‘environment(s)’

e emerging cultural studies, incl. those of indigenous cultures, that challenge West-
centric epistemological models on the above issues

Potential topics include:

e specific historical or contemporary definitions of the ‘human’ and how these affect our
conceptions and perceptions of architectural environments

e temporary or long-term diversions from ‘universal’ definitions of human health or ability
and the particular conceptual considerations that these may dictate when designing or
interpreting architectural environments

¢ what additional dimensions cultural diversity may add to (any of) the above issues

We invite individual paper submissions that address the issues/topics above, or one of the
thematic sessions below.

Al-Accessibility

Convenor(s) Andrew Gipe-Lazarou (Virginia Tech, School of Architecture),
Luis Borunda (Virginia Tech, School of Architecture)

The Al-Accessibility session invites papers which explore two-directional influences between artificial
intelligence and the human-centred design of the built environment, and seeks to investigate, in
particular, how Al-driven assistive technologies and building systems are reshaping environments to
enhance inclusivity, health, and wellbeing. According to the World Health Organization (WHO),
approximately 2.5 billion people globally rely on one or more assistive products to interact with and
within the built environment. The infiltration of Al into assistive technologies and building systems -
e.g. smart wheelchairs, AR-glasses, touchless elevator controls, voice-controlled lighting, emergency
evacuation assistance, real-time patient monitoring — demonstrates the potential to optimize the
individual spatial experiences of disabled individuals who account for nearly 16% of the global
population. Topics of interest in this session may include, but are not limited to:

Design methodologies that integrate Al for accessibility and inclusivity.

e Therole of healthcare architecture, especially mental healthcare environments, in nurturing
wellbeing.

e Responsible technology, ethical and societal implications of Al-driven accessibility solutions
and its impact on marginalized groups.

e Case studies and examples of assistive technologies in architecture and urban design.

e Papers exploring how Al and accessibility intersect in diverse cultural contexts or geographic
regions.

Proposals should present new readings of the reciprocal relationship between disabled individuals, the
development of assistive technologies, and the design of healthy and inclusive environments.
Contributions which address the role of Al in shaping physical spaces, digital interfaces, and urban
contexts are particularly welcome, as are those which explore interdisciplinary approaches and
actionable strategies that bridge responsible technological innovation with human-centred design
principles.

Format: Hybrid paper session
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Degrowth, Cities and Urban Environments

Convenor(s) Robin Wilson (University of Nottingham),
Katharina Borsi (University of Nottingham)

Debates on degrowth as a means to address the challenges of living harmoniously within planetary
boundaries have received increasing attention in diverse fields, from political ecology, to economy, to
anthropology. In times of global environmental crisis, the degrowth concept suggests alternatives to
sustainable development and green growth. It envisages a reduction of resource and energy use, local
and global social equity, and a different perspective of what the good life is. It is only recently that
questions around how this concept might be spatialised, and by implication, how it can be linked to the
future of the city, have received attention.

Proponents for urban degrowth emphasise the need for fundamental and complex changes of politics,
policies, and practices. This shift also places emphasis on a relational worldview underpinned by a
collective dimension, in which communities are interdependent, where resources, work, and caring are
shared. At its core, it reimagines the balance between living and working for the benefit of the planet.

We are interested in exploring how historical, theoretical and philosophical approaches can help us to
speculate and debate scenarios of what future urban environments shaped by degrowth, or how we
might transition to an imagined future. Contributions could include historical or theoretical conceptions
of cities and urban environments; tools and concepts of urbanism of the past that allow to conceptualise
cities, urban ecologies and spatial scenarios of living and working at different scales.

Format: In person paper session

Environments Associated with Late-life and/or End-of-life

Convenor(s) Sam Clark (Welsh School of Architecture (WSA), Cardiff University)
Annie Bellamy (University of the West of England in Bristol)

The session ‘Environments Associated with Late-Life and End-of-Life’ aligns with Conference Strand 2,
‘Human-Centred Environments’, focusing on how understanding the relationship between humans and
their surroundings can improve designs that support health and wellbeing. While residential and
healthcare environments are the focus, contributions exploring ‘unexpected’ settings like prisons and
institutions are also welcome. Additionally, we recognise that not all deaths occur in later life, so papers
addressing environments for younger individuals, such as children's hospices and paediatric
healthcare, are encouraged.

This session offers an opportunity to reflect on evolving cultural and philosophical approaches to
human mortality and the frameworks that shape designed environments. In the UK, this includes
addressing a flatlining economy, growing population, and increasingly acute health and housing needs,
as well as adapting and ‘making-do’ with existing environments. We encourage contributions focused on
architectural responses to ageing-in-place and third-age design, following seminal reports like ‘HAPPI’
(HCA, 2009) and ‘Silver Linings’ (Barac et al, 2013). How do we evaluate the role of design and its
contribution to health and wellbeing? What are the limits of ageing-in-place? Is there too much
emphasis on ‘active ageing’ and ‘independent living’, potentially ignoring human ageing and mortality?
Do cognitive decline and death continue to be taboo?

We are particularly interested in multicultural perspectives on late-life and end-of-life and see this
session as an opportunity to grow understanding of how different global regions and societies are
responding to ageing populations. We also invite methodological insights; to learn what design methods
exist to observe and measure person-environment fit, particularly in circumstances where the person is
not available or able to provide environmental intelligence. With this is mind we would be interested in
developing a workshop element to the session to gather views on the palliative care concept of ‘dying in
place’.

Format: In person paper session
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Hostile Design in Context

Convenor(s) Solmaz Kive (University of Oregan)

Hostile design/architecture, also known as "defensive" or "exclusionary" design, refers to the deliberate
use of design to prevent people from utilizing a space or object in undesired ways. While it may target
teenagers, skateboarders, or other user groups, it is often used to exclude unhoused individuals from
public spaces. The development of anti-homeless hostile design can be traced back to the rise of
homelessness following the Industrial Revolution, marked by rapid urbanization, industrialization, and
economic dislocation. Simultaneously, public spaces were shaped to enforce societal norms, using
exclusionary design measures to control access and behavior. With the contemporary rise of
homelessness, exacerbated by neoliberal economic policies, austerity measures, gentrification, and
other planning strategies, hostile design continues to serve dominant models of urban governance
through control and surveillance.

Although the term "hostile architecture" was not coined until recently, nineteenth-century criticisms,
such as Augustus Pugin's influential Contrasts (1836), highlighted examples of inaccessible public
spaces or amenities as a critique of modern society. More recently, critics of Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (CPTED) have pointed out how defensive strategies perpetuate inequality under
the guise of safety and order. Meanwhile, as activism has drawn attention to hostile design, its
strategies have shifted from explicit spikes and chains to more subtle elements like bike racks,
boulders, and planters.

This panel seeks to historicize and theorize hostile architecture within the broader discourse of
architectural history. How have these exclusionary practices evolved over time, and what socio-
political forces have shaped their implementation? How have marginalized communities navigated
and resisted such spatial oppression? Additionally, what alternative design approaches challenge or
reimagine public spaces to foster equity and inclusion? Papers are invited to critically examine the
intersections of hostile architecture with spatial justice, equity, and urban planning. Contributions
from critical geography, urban studies, sociology, and intersectional feminist theory are encouraged.

Format: Hybrid paper session

Environments of Disability

Convenor(s) Nina Vollenbroker (The Bartlett School of Architecture)

‘Disability is not a minor issue that relates to a small number of unfortunate people’, Lennard Davis
argues, urging scholars not to consider ‘the person using the wheelchair or the Deaf person but the set
of social, historical, economic and cultural processes that control the way we think about the body’
(Davis,1995,P.3). This panel starts from the premise that architectural processes must also be seen as
central producers of disability: the built environment is a site of powerful control and has — over the past
century - had enduring significance within shifting ideological positions on human diversity. However,
while architectural scholarship has been invigorated by discussions of intersectionality - a nuanced
model of difference acknowledging the cross-over of systems of oppression based on race, class,
sexuality, and gender - it remains to be informed by a thorough awareness of spatial injustices around
disability. To addresses this shortfall, the session calls for papers at the conjunctures of disability
(including deafness, neurodiversity, and chronic illness), the built environment, and social control,
addressing questions such as:

- How does architecture imagine disability?

- How has it been a key site in able-bodied majorities’ quest for dominance over disabled
minorities?

- How do architectural environments commissioned by governments (specialist schools,
asylums etc) reflect changing societal attitudes or political regimes?

- How have disabled communities used architecture to resist societal/political claims over their
identity, agency, and worth?

- How do we ensure architectural history doesn’t perpetuate the dominance of able-bodied
perceptions or uncritically reiterate normative spatial narratives?
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- How can considerations of disability intersect with architecture’s critique of gender, race,
class, and sexuality to undermine hierarchies of power and influence?
Overall, this panel problematises the reciprocal relationship between architecture, disability, and
societal developments and deconstructs canonical notions of bodily universality and normativity in
architecture.

Format: In person paper session

Masculinities, Landscapes and Environments:
Conceptualising Gendered Approaches to Nature and Society

Convenor(s)  Svava Riesto (University of Copenhagen),
Luca Csepely-Knorr (University of Liverpool)

With news about the warmest January ever recorded, the questions of human’s effect on the
environment is — and has to be- in stark focus. While extractive attitudes towards the environment are
coming into focus again, with political will towards care and repair seemingly diminishing, this panel
invites gendered readings of the relationship between humans and their environment, to discuss
possible ways to mitigate the climate and biodiversity emergencies.

While the impact of hegemonic/industrial/breadwinner masculinities on extraction of landscapes,
exploitation of natural resources and initiating environmentally and ecologically challenging policies
have been discussed by feminist scholars since the environmental movement in the 1970s, a growing
body of recent publications aim to nuance our understanding of the relationship between masculinities
and the environment. However, there is little academic focus on the relationship between masculinities
and planning or design. Drawing on research (MacGregor & Seymour 2017, Hultman & Pulé 2018 & 2021,
Houlbrook at al 2024), that introduces the multiplicity of masculinities, their internal complexity and
relationship to broader axes of social difference, this session invites papers that discuss the relationship
between landscape- and environmental planning, and masculinities. We ask papers to consider what
we can learn from gendered readings of landscape and environment to understand the multiplicity of
masculinities that have been shaping and keep on shaping our relationship to nature, as a starting point
for discussing how they can shape our future response towards the climate and biodiversity
emergencies.

Topics may include historical and contemporary perspectives on (but not limited to):
e Masculinities and Colonial Environments
e Indigenous readings of relationships between gender and environment
e Masculinities, class and Empire —then and now
e Questioning gender binaries of care and repair
e Industry, Extraction and Masculinities
e Gendered readings of the built environment professions

Format: In person paper session
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‘Controlled Environment(s)’

The control of the environment —which in the physical, institutional, education or even imaginary
realm in turn shaped the decisions and activities happen within the environment. Architecture holds
an uncertain position in the fight for the control over the environments, it can be employed for
different means by various stakeholders. Through architectural research, we ask not only how the
environment(s) are controlled but also what it means to be a “controlled environment”

Potential topics include:
e Environmental imagination and its architectural / artistic relevance.

e Resistance towards the state / capital/ power’s control over the environment, with
architecture as either a part of the resistance or a structure to be challenged

e How the notion of the environment(s) in architecture uses (and abuses) knowledge from
the humanities and sciences?

We invite individual paper submissions that address the issues/topics above, or one of the
thematic sessions below.

Beyond Repair: Postcolonial Architectures of Decay

Convenor(s) Emélie Desrochers-Turgeon (Dalhousie University)

Architectures of empire—designed to uphold racial capitalism and colonial hierarchies—are often
crumbling, caught in cycles of maintenance and crisis. Their fragility exposes the limits of their
permanence, revealing both the inequities they sustain and the possibilities for their collapse.

In the context of growing scholarship on repair and maintenance, we are inspired by scholars such as
Ozayr Saloojee, Jennifer Newsom, Tom Carruthers, and Zoe Rivera, who argue that care must engage
with the conditions of “how and why it broke” (2024). Building on this, we critically examine the notion
of maintenance, suggesting that decay reveals not only the vulnerabilities of empire but also
possibilities for abolitionist and decolonial futures.

We invite scholars to examine spatial histories of failure, friction, and decay in postcolonial and
architectural history. How do inequities in the built environment persist, erode, or collapse? How might
decay refuse maintenance and open pathways for radical world-building? Contributions may explore
decay as a political condition, considering what ruins reveal about the endurance or failure of empire,
or investigate the labor of maintenance by asking who repairs, sustains, or dismantles imperial
infrastructures. We also welcome reflections on the postcolonial afterlives of architecture and how
colonial infrastructures continue to haunt the present, as well as analyses of the aesthetics of ruin—
how decay is mobilized, commodified, or resisted. Additionally, we encourage discussions on
abolitionist design histories alongside inquiries into residual governance, questioning what refuses to
decay and what its endurance signifies.

By addressing the politics of decay, we hope to foreground pathways for land justice and collective
political projects that build worlds beyond empire. We invite contributors to theorize decay not as an
endpoint but as a space of potentiality—an opening for radical refusal and transformative futures.

Format: In person paper session
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Exposing the Environments of Warfare:
On the Permanency of Defence Epistemologies

Convenor(s) Elif Kaymaz (Middle East Technical University),
Caner Arikboga (Middle East Technical University)

Military architecture is a spatial paradox—designed for permanence yet subject to decay, built for
impenetrability yet frequently abandoned, and if in use, strictly controlled within yet completely
opaque to the public. Positioned along frontiers and strategic landscapes, defense as an architectural
program does not merely occupy space but actively transforms the environment—land, sea, and air—
into a strategic asset, controlling movement, visibility, and access. This antagonistic relationship with
the environment depends on an extensive apparatus of surveying, mapping, and appropriate scientific
research, embedding military logic into both material and epistemic domains. (Weizman, 2007)
Materially, military infrastructures operate outside conventional planning constraints, unbound by
legal, economic, or civic oversight. Fortifications, bunkers, and surveillance networks inscribe power
onto terrain, engineered to dominate their surroundings while resisting adaptation. Unlike civilian
architecture, which evolves through cycles of occupation and repurposing, military structures are
designed for durability yet often rendered obsolete by shifting geopolitical conditions. Their presence
lingers beyond their function, shaping landscapes through exclusion, secrecy, and contested access.
Epistemologically, the tools developed to control and comprehend these spaces—satellite imaging,
aerial reconnaissance, classified cartographies—are not merely instruments of representation but
extensions of warfare itself. The archives we rely on to write environmental histories are often
militarized, structuring how landscapes are perceived, classified, and remembered. (Ashworth, 1991)
Yet deciphering architectural and geographic knowledge from the material legacies of defense remains
an unresolved challenge. This session invites scholars to examine how military infrastructures endure
beyond their strategic purpose, shaping not only physical terrain but also the frameworks through
which built environments are conceptualized. How do these spaces continue to govern movement,
memory, and materiality long after their operational use has faded? What alternative methodologies
might unsettle the militarized epistemologies embedded in architectural humanities research through
archives, maps, and images? Overall, this session explores how military environments have been
tamed into disciplinary knowledge while leaving behind untamed traces that shape epistemologies.

Format: In person paper session
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The Future of Extraction: Examining the Environmental, Social, and
Architectural Impacts

Convenor(s) Kim Forster (University of Manchester),
Luca Csepely-Knorr (University of Liverpool)

In his foreword to Sheila Haywood’s 1974 book, Quarries and the Landscape, Prince Philip, the then
Duke of Edinburgh, identified the extractive industries as a prime illustration of the conflict between
conservation and the demands of industrial society. The book for him highlighted the potential of
landscape architecture to mitigate this dilemma. Haywood, although often overshadowed by Geoffrey
Jellicoe in historic accounts, was a leading authority on quarry restoration, particularly through her
work at Hope Cement works in Derbyshire, demonstrated long-term landscape restoration, yet the
broader environmental and social impact of extraction, and the role of landscape architecture in
mediating its consequences, remain largely unresearched.

Contemporary analysis quantifies the extractive nature of architecture along the supply chain, with
extraction, construction and demolition activities accounting for 60% of the UK’s total waste (as per
“Promoting Net Zero Carbon and Sustainability in Construction,” 2022) and the built environment
contributing for 40% of CO2 emissions. The current green transition, driven by the demand for critical
minerals used in renewable energy technologies such as solar panels, wind turbines, batteries, and
electric vehicles, brings the question of extraction, its mediation, and even concealment to the
forefront of environmental policy again. This session invites proposals that explore the future of mining
sites from a critical, multi-disciplinary humanities perspective, analysing the architectural, landscape,
and ecological histories of extractive landscapes in the UK and internationally.

This session seeks proposals addressing:
e Global networks and territorial impacts of extractive industries;
e Environmental histories of quarries and mines;
e Networks and agents involved in the creation, maintenance and futures of extractive
landscapes;
e Conflicts and protests arising from the designation and expansion of mining sites.

Format: In person paper session

The Lamp of Utopia: Re-reading Francoise Choay

Convenor(s) Francesco Zuddas (Architectural Association School of Architecture ),
Sabrina Puddu (Cambridge University )

With the passing of Francoise Choay in 2025, the world of architectural scholarship loses a voice that
has put focus on the urbanistic discourse as made of a necessary mingling of fiction and reality. Her
work kept the lamp of utopia on at a crucial historical junction for utopia’s own story. Between the mid
1960s and the early 1980s, books such as Urbanisme: Utopies et Realites (1965), The Modern City:
Planning in the 19th Century (1969), and The Rule and the Model (1980), charted a trajectory of
utopianism at the very time when euphoria about it would soon leave way to accusation: the unbridled
imagination of the many radical groups triggered by the promise of postwar freedom and reaching climax
in the late 1960s and early 70s, would soon be domesticated by the neoliberal turn and its reality checks.

Choay was not a lone investigator of utopia, a topic, indeed, on many mouths at that time, from urban
scholarship - think of Colin Rowe - to literary criticism — the likes of Italo Calvino or Aldous Huxley. Yet,
she was the first to reprise an attempt of using utopia consistently to categorise attitudes to the making
of cities from where Lewis Mumford had left with his first published book in the early 1920s.

This session aims to celebrate Choay’s contribution to architectural and urbanistic scholarship and
theory in both a retrospective and prospective way. This should be done through a close re-reading of
her writings, locating them in the multiple contexts in which they emerged as well as reflecting on what
could still be learnt from them and their relevance for contemporary discourse. Papers are invited that
use Choay’s work (and through comparison that of a broader set of authors working at a similar time) to
provide insights into the reasons that make utopianist thought re-emerge cyclically.

Format: In person paper session
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Property Claims: Legal Fictions of Environmental Control

Convenor(s) Sina Brickner-Amin (Karlsruhe Institute of Technology),
Chelsea Spencer (Rice University)

Architecture and planning rely on the fiction that land can be made into a controlled, demarcated
space—an environment. A key gesture in this operation is the property claim. Sustained through
rhetorical power, formal administration, spatial demarcation, architectural inscription, or else physical
violence, the redundancy of such claims also demonstrates their inherent fragility. It is through the
performance, reiteration, and defense of property claims that land is staked out as a controlled
environment. How have architecture, architectural media, and architectural history been mobilized to
produce and reproduce the fiction of land ownership and environmental control? Insofar as property
claims are narratives about particular places, how might they be understood as architectural histories
of environmental control? Or conversely, how might architectural history be read as rehearsing claims
to property, to the control of particular environments?

We seek papers that investigate architecture’s role in the rhetoric, performance, and mediation of
immovable property claims, as well as the legal fiction of land ownership and environmental control
more broadly. Papers may present case studies from any geographic, cultural, or legal context or,
alternatively, theoretical or methodological reflections on questions related to the relationships
between property, land development, and architecture.

We are particularly interested in work that explores the ambiguity, multiplicity, and fragility of claims to
property and environmental control. Topics might include agricultural and real estate improvement;
media and legal techniques of settler colonialism; the role of architectural media in title registration and
deed transfers; mutual privileges and obligations arising from land tenure; and architecturalinscriptions
of ownership, or belonging, both past and present.

Format: In person paper session

The Planet, its Political borders and its Architectures

Convenor(s) Kevin Donovan (Technological University Dublin), Brian Ward (Technological
University Dublin), Marcin Wojcik (Technological University Dublin)

In May 2022 the five schools of architecture in the Republic of Ireland were awarded funding of almost
four million euro to implement climate-oriented curricula across the nation’s undergraduate
architecture programmes. Under the project, led by TU Dublin and entitled Building Change: Designing
a Resilient Future through Architectural Education, each school developed and shared new approaches
to the teaching of architecture, centred around the natural environment. The two schools in Northern
Ireland were not included in the scheme; and, although it lies roughly the same distance from Dublin as
the schools in Waterford, Cork, Limerick and Sligo, neither was the University of Liverpool School of
Architecture.

The nation state, central to the creation of the global carbon economy, is deeply embedded within the
emerging system of agreements and targets being assembled to limit and mitigate global warming, and
supports initiatives such as Building Change. While the climate crisis necessitates architects to
reconceptualise their relationship with the earth and its environments, national (and colonial) politics
continue to influence and structure the methods and epistemologies through which any re-alignment
might be effected.

Ideas of identity attached to the nation state have long influenced the reading and production of
architecture. This session invites presentations that reflect on the tensions between these ideas and the
new geographies emerging in architectural discourse and education as the discipline confronts climate
change. New structures of mapping, designing and making architecture (relating it to its bioclimatic
region; understanding it according to globalised supply chains; etc.) often transcend national borders,
erasing cultural and social differentiations. These methods are emerging at the same time that borders
and the distinctions they construct have become increasingly politically potent — due in part to climate
migration. How are the new structures, geographies and imaginaries of environmental architecture
determined by national boundaries or, conversely, how do they challenge them?

Format: In person paper session
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PhD Work in Progress Workshop : Infrastructural Environment(s)

Convenor(s) Josephine Sweeney (University of Liverpool),
Peter Williams (University of Liverpool)

Infrastructural projects such as motorways, power stations and reservoirs involve monumental
transformations of landscape. However, Brook and Csepely-Knorr highlight that such infrastructures
can become “cognitively invisible” due to their functional status (2021). Infrastructural environments
bring local identities and interests into dialogue with national ideology and objectives (Cosgrove et al.,
1996), they shape and are shaped by environmental imaginaries (Alsayer, 2022), and they offer striking
case studies for considering the intersections between landscape architecture and environment(s).

This workshop brings together researchers exploring these often-overlooked environments. Its objective
is to tackle a range of challenges faced in the field of infrastructural landscape studies, including:

e What conceptual frameworks support understanding of how state ideologies and local identity
and interests intersect?

e How might we include multispecies perspectives and account for more-than-human actors?

e Understanding the reciprocal relationship between architecture and political, societal, and
technological developments.

e The role of environmental imaginaries - conceptualisations of ‘rural’, ‘countryside’, ‘urban’ and
‘environment’.

e How might we engage with the non-terrestrial, including sea, sky and sonic infrastructural
environments?

e Theinfluence of activism and opposition.

e How are infrastructural environments planned, anticipated, used, decommissioned, and
understood?

e How infrastructure projects relate to various land uses and stakeholder concerns such as
recreation and rewilding.

e Situating infrastructural environments within a shifting context of national, regional and local
governance and planning.

e Use of archival sources: who and what is visible in the archive?

o Fieldwork and research challenges, difficulties and tensions.

This workshop welcomes scholars situated within and outside of built environment departments and
hopes to bring together an interdisciplinary network of scholars researching infrastructural
environments through written and visual media.

Format: PhD Student Workshop
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