
 
 

Delft University of Technology

Framing Reformulation

Cavallo, R.

Publication date
2022
Document Version
Final published version
Published in
CA2RE+ Ljubljana, book of proceedings

Citation (APA)
Cavallo, R. (2022). Framing Reformulation. In T. Zupančič, & M. Damiš (Eds.), CA2RE+ Ljubljana, book of
proceedings: Conference for Artistic and Architectural Research & Collective Evaluation of Design-driven
Doctoral Training Programme (pp. 48-51). University of Ljubljana.

Important note
To cite this publication, please use the final published version (if applicable).
Please check the document version above.

Copyright
Other than for strictly personal use, it is not permitted to download, forward or distribute the text or part of it, without the consent
of the author(s) and/or copyright holder(s), unless the work is under an open content license such as Creative Commons.

Takedown policy
Please contact us and provide details if you believe this document breaches copyrights.
We will remove access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

This work is downloaded from Delft University of Technology.
For technical reasons the number of authors shown on this cover page is limited to a maximum of 10.



Green Open Access added to TU Delft Institutional Repository 

'You share, we take care!' - Taverne project  
 

https://www.openaccess.nl/en/you-share-we-take-care 

Otherwise as indicated in the copyright section: the publisher 
is the copyright holder of this work and the author uses the 
Dutch legislation to make this work public. 

 
 



�

Re formu lation
Book of Proceedings



Conference for Artistic and Architectural Research  
& Collective Evaluation of Design-driven Doctoral Training Programme

Reformulation  
Book of 

Proceedings
University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Architecture  
and Academy of Fine Arts and Design

Ljubljana and online, 24 28 September 2021



Reformulation  
Book of Proceedings

Publishers and copyright: University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Architecture 
and Academy of Fine Arts and Design, Ljubljana, 2022 

Editors: Tadeja Zupančič, Marko Damiš

Design concept, layout and typesetting: Marko Damiš

Organizing Team and Scientific Committee: Tadeja Zupančič and Boštjan Botas Kenda
(chairs), Matevž Juvančič, Špela Verovšek, Marko Damiš, Ana Belčič, Emilija Meserko,
Lucija Sttrojan, Matevž Bedič, Nika Grošelj, Stanka Duša

Text and images: the respective authors (individual papers and articles) and editors,
except for quotes, figures and where otherwise noted. All texts and images are solely the
responsibility of their authors. If any errors or omissions have been made regarding
copyrights, we will be glad to correct them in the forthcoming edition.

Any reproduction of this book, even partially, is prohibited.

Kataložni zapis o publikaciji (CIP) pripravili v Narodni in univerzitetni knjižnici v Ljubljani 
COBISS.SI-ID 113119491 
ISBN 978-961-7032-41-3 (HTML) 
ISBN 978-961-7032-42-0 (PDF) 



��

Framing
Reformulation 
Roberto Cavallo, TU Delft 

Individual position statement



��
In con tra dic tion to hard sci en tif ic dis ci plines,
Architecture is char ac ter ized by an epis temic culture
(Knorr Cetina, 1999) encom pass ing var i ous fields of
knowl edge. Design, man age ment, his to ry, plan ning,
the o ry, tech nol o gy, to men tion a few, all have their own
area of exper tise, own meth ods and inquiry tools as
well as their own ways of rea son ing and prov ing.
Specific knowl edge is defined in each area (Kurath,
2015) along with spe cif ic ways of study ing.
Nevertheless, even though this rich ness of sub jects and
posi tions is real ly fas ci nat ing, it doesn’t pro vide
unequiv o cal dis ci pli nary ways of con duct ing research
and pro duc ing knowl edge. This is par tic u lar ly true in
the case design is involved. Architectural design is
a com plex and com mon ly a cycli cal activ i ty, depend ing
in fact on a large num ber of exter nal fac tors, some of
them being even rapid ly shift ing. As mat ter of fact
design itself typ i cal ly deals with wicked prob lems (Rittel
& Webber, 1973), which are nowa days not any more
excep tions but part of the  ‘new nor mal’ we have to face
every day. When it comes to the built envi ron ment chal ‐
lenges of today and tomor row, no doubt that com plex i ty
and uncer tain ty have the upper hand while, at the same
time, are dif fi cult enti ties to get a grip on due to the
intri cate and vary ing nature of the con tro ver sies that
the world is made of (Latour, 2005). Complex and
some times con flict ing argu ments or require ments
stem ming from dif fer ent dis ci pli nary realms or com pe ‐
tences need to be joined togeth er through a process of
nego ti a tion in which design ful fills a cru cial syn er getic
role. Therefore, design ing is get ting more and more
a tan gled but at the same time also a nec es sary mat ter.
However, although being par excel lence a syn thet ic act,
with its often unique and not replic a ble out comes is
design the field where the epis temic cul ture of
Architecture is most pre dom i nant. Moreover, one must
deal with the many facets of design, such as tac it
knowl edge, unspo ken per son al motives and actions
that are an intrin sic part of the process of design ing but
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are often hid den despite being fun da men tal to cope
with shift ing and con tra dic to ry con di tions
(Cross, 2007). 

With this pre am ble in mind, in the frame work of the
next CA2RE+ project step ded i cat ed to Reformulation,
thoughts and con sid er a tion are link ing back to the last
con fer ence orga nized by the col leagues of the Hafen
City University in Hamburg. An issue to point out would
be that reflec tion and refor mu la tion are going some how
hand in hand. Part of the input for the refor mu la tion is
like ly to stem from a  ‘reflec tion on action’ (Schön, 1983)
about the way the design has been tak ing place, and on
what could have been done dif fer ent ly in rela tion to the
research premis es and / or ques tions. While such
a step would cer tain ly be ben e fi cial, dur ing the last
CA2RE+ con fer ence I got extra trig gered by Pierre
Bourdieu’s con cept of  ‘reflex iv i ty’ men tioned by
Margitta Buchert dur ing her lec ture. The inter est ing
issue here is that in Bourdieu’s work the notion of  ‘epis ‐
temic reflex iv i ty’ (Bourdieu & Wacquant, 1992) is cen ‐
tral. Although relat ed to social sci ences the o ry, the idea
of bring ing into ques tion actions and rela tions strength ‐
en ing an  ‘own posi tion’ is con sid ered by Bourdieu not
mere ly indi vid u al is tic or per son al but rather a col lec tive
mat ter. It is the struc ture and posi tion of the field that
need to be ana lyzed, and its rela tions with the object of
study shape knowl edge claims (Bourdieu & Wacquant,
1992). Considering this view point, in a design-dri ven
PhD the refor mu la tion can become more than a cru cial
moment. It goes almost with out say ing that refor mu la ‐
tion is a phase in which the researcher looks back to
the ini tial state ments and research ques tions, pon der ‐
ing about the motives, approach and results so far. In
the case of a design-dri ven research, the addi tion al log ‐
i cal ques tions would then be about the role of design,
the rea sons behind that spe cif ic design or designs, but
also about the process of design ing and the con tro ver ‐
sies and uncer tain ties that need ed to be faced along
the way. Meanwhile, one should try to uncov er the
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fea tures inher ent to the per son al design research jour ‐
ney con nect ing them to more gen er al iz ing, sharable,
and debat able mat ters rec og niz able as pecu liar char ac ‐
ter is tics or con no ta tions of the knowl edge field of
design. This addi tion al line of thought can be help ful to
posi tion and refine the spe cif ic design-dri ven research
project, simul ta ne ous ly sup port ing the clar i fi ca tion of
its knowl edge con tri bu tion and the terms for its
transferability. 

Figure 1: Landing Studio / Infra-Space 1: Underground at Ink
Block, Boston-South. Photograph by Roberto Cavallo
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