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Term:	  	   	   	   Fall	  2014	  
Instructor:	  	   	   Ipek	  Tureli	  
	  
E-‐mail:	   	   	   ipek.tureli@mcgill.ca	  
Seminar	  meetings:	   Fridays	  10:35-‐1:25	  pm,	  Room	  207.	  
Course	  website:	  	   architecturesofspatialjustice.wordpress.com	  
	  

• (3-‐0-‐9)	  Three	  hours	  of	  contact;	  nine	  hours	  of	  weekly	  work	  outside	  the	  classroom.	  
• No	  prerequisite	  
• 4	  credits	  

	  

	  
“Banksy's	  spray	  paint	  picture	  on	  security	  wall.”	  Source:	  BBC	  News	  (2005)	  

	  
There	  is	  a	  major	  shift	  in	  the	  architectural	  culture	  of	  the	  past	  decade	  that	  has	  paralleled	  the	  
drifts	   of	   global	   economy:	   From	   designing	   “Big”	   in	   the	   mid-‐1990s	   of	   economic	   boom,	   we	  
have	  arrived	  at	  thinking	  “small”	  at	  this	  time	  of	  recession.	  	  
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Visual	  manifestos	  of	  “small”	  architectures	  have	  proliferated	  in	  the	  past	   few	  years.	  MOMA’s	  
Small	   Scale,	  Big	  Change:	  New	  Architectures	  of	   Social	   Engagement	   (2010),	  United	  Nation’s	  
Design	  with	  the	  Other	  90%	  Cities,	  (2011),	  Center	  for	  Canadian	  Architecture’s	  Actions:	  What	  
You	   Can	   Do	  With	   the	   City	   (2009)	   and	   Storefront	   for	   Architecture’s	   Strategies	   for	   Public	  
Occupation	  (2011)	  featured	  spatial	  interventions,	  marking	  the	  mainstreaming	  of	  activism	  in	  
architecture.	  From	  “guerrilla,”	  “tactical,”	  to	  “DIY”	  urbanisms,	  all	  celebrate	  the	  agency	  of	  the	  
individual	  or	  small	  groups	  to	  make	  modest	  spatial	  changes	  without	  the	  need	  for	  extensive	  
investments	   or	   infrastructure.	   Ironically,	   such	   calls	   are	   conveniently	   in	   line	   with	   the	  
emphasis	   on	   the	   neo-‐liberal	   subject’s	   individual	   agency	   and	   capability.	   DIY-‐activism	   is	  
celebrated	   and	   emulated	  within	   the	  designer	   community	  but	   tactics	   are	   often	   coopted	  by	  
governments	  and	  corporations	  as	  strategies,	  undermining	  their	  effectiveness	  for	  change.	  
	  
Ed	  Soja	  (Seeking	  Spatial	  Justice,	  2011)	  and	  others	  (Fainstein,	  The	  Just	  City,	  2010;	  Marcuse,	  et	  
al.,	  Searching	  for	  the	  Just	  City,	  2009)	  are	  putting	  forth	  a	  challenge	  for	  architects	  to	  do	  more	  
than	  thinking	  “small”	  but	  to	  contribute	  to	  “spatial	  justice.”	  Spatial	  justice	  links	  social	  justice	  
to	  space.	   In	  the	  past	  decade	  or	  so,	  earlier	  pioneering	  works	  by	  Henri	  Lefebvre	  (1968)	  and	  
David	  Harvey	  (1973)	  have	  been	  followed	  by	  a	  new	  generation	  of	  theoretical	  explorations	  in	  
political	  science,	  geography,	  and	  planning,	  leading	  for	  instance	  to	  the	  recognition	  that	  space	  
is	   not	   simply	   a	   container	   of	   politics	   or	   to	   the	   reconceptualization	   of	   citizenship	   in	  
relationship	  not	  to	  the	  nation	  but	  to	  the	  city,	  and	  with	  an	  emphasis	  on	  its	  spatial	  dimension	  
(Holsten	   and	   Appadurai,	   1996;	   Isin,	   2002).	   Both	   justice	   and	   injustice	   can	   be	   spatially	  
produced	  or	  may	  become	  visible	  in	  space.	  Injustice,	  however,	  is	  usually	  invisible.	  	  
	  
Can	  architects	  mobilize	   their	  environmental	  design	  knowledge	   to	  make	  visible	   the	   “urban	  
invisibles”?	  How	  can	  new	   technologies	  help	  with	   collecting	   spatial	  data,	   and	  what	  are	   the	  
effective	  mechanisms	  of	  visualizing	  and	  disseminating	   findings?	   In	  the	   first	  version	  of	   this	  
course,	  offered	  in	  Fall	  2012,	  we	  focused	  on	  mapping	  following	  a	  brief	  introduction	  to	  GIS.	  In	  
this	   second	   version	   during	   Fall	   2013,	   we	   focused	   on	   (identifying)	   architectural	  
controversies	   and	   (disseminating	   them	   through)	   digital	   story	   telling.	   In	   the	   third	   version	  
during	   Fall	   2014,	   we	   will	   continue	   with	   the	   same	   approach	   which	   proved	   successful	   in	  
2013.	   According	   to	   Bruno	   Latour,	   before	   the	   current	   era,	   there	   was	   a	   trickling	   down	   of	  
authority	   from	   the	   government	   to	   the	   citizen	   via	   experts;	   now,	   authority	   is	   disputed;	  
citizens	  are	  bombarded	  by	  multiple	  and	  contradictory	  information.	  	  Using	  the	  technology	  of	  
the	   web	   and	   graphic	   tools,	   developing	   platforms	   that	   render	   complex	   problems	  
comprehensible,	  we	  can	  allow	  citizens	  find	  solutions	  that	  best	  suit	  them.	  Applying	  Latour’s	  
idea	  of	  “technological	  democracy”	  to	  architecture,	  students	  in	  this	  course	  will	  be	  expected	  to	  
create	  short	  digital	  stories	  of	  situated	  architectural	  controversies	  that	  relate	  directly	  to	  their	  
research/thesis	  projects.	  
	  
	  
Course	  organization:	  
	  
1	   Sep	  5	  	   	   Introduction:	  Small	  Architectures	  
	  
Part	  1	  Spatial	  Justice	  
	  
2	   Sep	  12	  	  	   (Un)Just	  City	  
3	   Sep	  19	   	   Right	  to	  the	  City	   	  
4	  	   Sep	  26	   	   Politics	  of	  Public	  Space	  
5	   Oct	  3	   	   Spatial	  Justice;	  Race	  and	  Gender	  	  
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6	   Oct	  10	   	   Mapping	  Controversies	  
	  
Part	  2	  Histories	  of	  Activism	  in	  Architecture	  
	  
7	   Oct	  17	   	   Architecture	  without	  Architects	  &	  Self-‐Help	  	  
8	   Oct	  24	   	   Architecture’s	  Public	  &	  Community	  Design	  
9	   Oct	  31	   	   Humanitarian	  Design	  	  
10	   Nov	  7	   	   Activism	  by	  Design	  	  
11	   Nov	  14	  	   Guerilla	  Urbanism	  &	  Interventions	  
	  
Part	  3	  Defining	  Architectural	  Problems	  
	  
12	   Nov	  21	  	   Presentations	  with	  guest	  reviewers	  
13	   Nov	  28	  	   Presentations	  with	  guest	  reviewers	  
	  
	  
Learning	  Outcomes:	  
	  

• To	   develop	   a	   basic	   understanding	   of	   theories	   of	   social	   and	   spatial	   justice	   as	   they	  
relate	  to	  the	  field	  of	  architecture	  

• To	  develop	  an	  awareness	  of	  diverse	  histories	  of	  activism	  and	  social	  engagement	  in	  
architectural	  practice	  

• To	  acquire	  an	  expanded	  understanding	  of	  architecture	  (where	  architecture	  is	  freed	  
from	  Pevsnerian	  binaries	  of	  the	  cathedral	  and	  the	  shed)	  

• To	  act	  as	  an	  empowered	  architect,	  who	  contributes	  to	  the	  definition	  of	  architectural	  
problems	  (as	  opposed	  to	  functioning	  as	  a	  service	  provider	  to	  given	  problems)	  

	  
	  
Format	  and	  general	  requirements	  
	  
Attendance	  and	  active	  participation	  are	  mandatory.	  This	  course	  takes	  shape	  as	  a	  roundtable	  
where	  texts	  and	  ideas	  will	  be	  presented	  and	  debated.	  Each	  week,	  one	  specific	  theme	  will	  be	  
presented	  and	  discussed.	  A	  roundtable	   is	  characterized	  by	  a	  principle	  of	  equality	  between	  
the	   participants.	   In	   an	   effort	   to	   generate	   animated	   and	   meaningful	   discussion,	   students	  
must	  complete	  required	  readings	  prior	  to	  the	  weekly	  seminars	  and	  come	  prepared.	  	  
	  
Please	  note	  that	  the	  reading	  list	  is	  subject	  to	  changes	  and	  updates	  throughout	  the	  semester.	  
In	  each	  week,	   the	  assigned	  required	  reading(s)	   is	  relatively	  short.	  The	  required	  reading	   is	  
marked	   with	   an	   asterix	   [*].	   The	   others	   are	   listed	   for	   those	   of	   you	   who	   wish	   to	   inquire	  
further.	  
	  
Communication	  and	  correspondence:	  
	  
Please,	   use	   the	   online	   discussion	   forums	   for	   questions	   pertaining	   to	   readings	   content	   or	  
assignments.	  Email	  the	  instructor	  for	  an	  appointment	  on	  other	  matters.	  
	  
McGill’s	  “My	  Courses”	  site	  will	  be	  used	  to	  post	  syllabus,	  and	  PDFs	  of	  required	  readings.	  	  
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A	   course	   blog	   (http://architecturesofspatialjustice.wordpress.com)	   open	   to	   the	  Web	   was	  
used	  to	  post	  relevant	  articles	  and	  reading	  responses	   in	   the	   first	  version	  of	   the	  course.	  We	  
will	  continue	  using	  this	  blog.	  
	  
Reaction	  Papers:	  
	  
Students	   are	   expected	   to	   submit	   reaction	   papers	   for	   five	   weeks	   of	   their	   selection	   from	  
among	  the	  eight	  topics/weeks,	  W3-‐W11.	  A	  reaction	  paper	  is	  the	  student’s	  evaluation	  of	  the	  
text’s	  context,	  goals	  and	  how	  well	  the	  text	  achieves	  them.	  If	  there	  are	  multiple	  texts,	  than	  the	  
reading	  response	  will	  identify	  how	  they	  relate	  to	  each	  other.	  This	  may	  include	  a	  discussion	  
of	   questions	   that	   the	   readings	   raise.	   The	   reaction	   paper	   should	   be	   about	   500	   words.	  
Students	   will	   post	   to	   the	   course	   blog	   24	   hours	   in	   advance	   of	   the	   due	   class.	   These	   five	  
“papers”	   will	   be	   collated	   (with	   titles,	   name,	   and	   date	   of	   original	   submission	   added;	   and	  
formatted	  with	   12	   point	   Times	   font,	   1	   inch	  margins,	   and	   single	   space	   type,	   printed	   one-‐
sided)	  and	  submitted	  to	  the	  instructor	  in	  hardcopy	  by	  the	  final	  session	  on	  Nov	  29.	  There	  are	  
many	  online	  guides	  that	  can	  be	  consulted.	  	  
(E.g.	  http://twp.duke.edu/uploads/assets/response%20paper.pdf)	  	  
	  
Presenters’	  role:	  
	  
The	   presenters’	   role	   is	   to	   encourage	   class-‐wide	   participation	   and	   discussion	   through	  
bringing	   provocative	   examples	   and	   asking	   thoughtful	   questions.	   They	   will	   coordinate	  
among	  themselves	  ahead	  of	  class	  and	  together	  consult	  the	  instructor	  during	  office	  hours	  at	  
least	   one	   week	   before	   their	   presentation	   week.	   They	   will	   provide	   a	   clear	   summary	   and	  
analysis	   of	   the	   given	   text(s)	   in	   a	   slide	   presentation;	   they	   must	   give	   brief	   background	  
information	  on	  the	  text’s	  author	  as	  well	  as	  the	  context	  into	  which	  the	  text	  was	  published	  (Is	  
the	   text	   a	   response	   to	   another	   text?	   Is	   it	   responding	   to	   a	   political	   or	   ideological	   context?	  
How	  was	   it	   received?).	   Furthermore,	   if	   the	   author	   describes	   or	   references	   one	   or	   several	  
projects,	  then	  the	  presenter	  must	  make	  a	  brief	  research	  on	  the	  project	  and	  prepare	  a	  series	  
of	   images	   to	   be	   projected	   during	   the	   presentation.	   The	   presenters	   are	   expected	   to	  
familiarize	   themselves	  with	   the	   “further”	   readings	  well	   in	   advance	   and	   should	   be	   able	   to	  
make	  references	  to	  them	  appropriately	  in	  their	  presentation.	  Presenters	  are	  encouraged	  to	  
make	  use	  of	  hands	  on	  and/or	  playful	  exercises	  to	  engage	  their	  classmates	   in	  the	  topic	  (an	  
example	  from	  the	  previous	  year	  will	  be	  provided	  to	  explain	  what	  this	  may	  entail).	  
	  
Term	  Project:	  	  
	  
Student	   pairs	   will	   produce	   original	   and	   well-‐crafted	   5-‐minutes-‐long	   digital	   stories	   of	  
architectural	  controversies.	  
	  
They	  are	  required	  to	  discuss	  their	  topic	  during	  office	  hours	  with	  (project	  proposal)	  abstract	  
in	  hand,	  and	  need	  to	  ensure	  the	  approval	  of	  the	  instructor	  before	  the	  end	  of	  Week	  6.	  	  
	  
The	  level	  of	  technology	  utilized	  depends	  on	  the	  students’	  existing	  proficiency.	  Each	  project	  
will	  be	  evaluated	  based	  on	  its	  own	  strengths	  and	  development.	  	  
	  
Here	  is	  a	  guide	  to	  digital	  story	  telling:	  
	  http://www.inms.umn.edu/elements/overview.php?title=Overview	  .	  	  
	  
A	  simple	  audio	  slide	  show	  may	  be	  perfectly	  enough.	  See	  examples:	  
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http://www.npr.org/programs/morning/features/2007/jul/tarlabashi/slideshow/index.h
tml	  	  
and	  
http://www.nytimes.com/packages/khtml/2006/02/18/national/20060219_SMUGGLE_A
UDIOSS.html	  )	  	  
	  
The	   student	   pair	   may	   choose	   to	   use	   graphics,	   motion	   graphics,	   videos,	   animation,	   text,	  
photos,	   audio;	   can	   utilize	   architectural	   drawings,	   3-‐D	   animation	   software,	   or	   digital	  
humanities	  visualization	  tools	  depending	  on	  the	  specificities	  of	  the	  project.	  
	  
Submission	  requirements:	  The	  project	  will	  be	  displayed	  in	  the	  long	  term	  on	  the	  course	  blog.	  
Thus,	   regardless	   of	   which	   digital	   tools	   are	   used	   in	   order	   to	   produce	   the	   story,	   the	   final	  
submission	  will	  be	  a	  video	  file,	  uploaded	  to	  Vimeo,	  and	  also	  submitted	  to	  Dropbox	  folder.	  
	  
Evaluation:	   The	   project	   will	   be	   developed	   throughout	   the	   semester	   and	   evaluated	   at	   3	  
distinct	  intervals:	  1	  written	  abstract	  and	  private	  meeting	  with	  instructor	  before	  Week	  6;	  1	  
final	   submission	  by	  Week	  11;	  1	  presentation	   (screening)	   to	   invited	  guests	  on	  Week	  12	  or	  
13.	   Each	   student	   is	   expected	   at	   the	   end-‐of-‐semester	   presentation	   sessions	   to	   respond	   to	  
guest	  critics’	  comments.	  	  
	  
Evaluation	  criteria	  
	  
-‐	  Attendance,	  reading	  and	  participation:	  20%	  
-‐	  Presentations:	  20%	  
-‐	  Reaction	  papers	  (5	  of	  them):	  20%	  
-‐	  Project:	  40%	  (approval;	  development	  20%;	  final	  presentation	  &	  submission	  20%)	  
	  
	  
	  
WEEKLY	  READINGS:	  
	  
*	  Marked	  readings	  are	  required.	  Others	  are	  recommended.	  
	  
	  
Sep	  05	  	   W1	   Introduction:	  Small	  Architectures	  
	  
*	  Tureli,	  Ipek.	  "'Small'	  Architectures,	  Walking	  and	  Camping	  in	  Middle	  Eastern	  Cities."	  

International	  Journal	  of	  Islamic	  Architecture	  2.1	  (2013):	  5-‐38.	  
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PART	  1	  |	  SPATIAL	  JUSTICE	  
	  
	  
Sep	  12	  	   W2	   The	  In(Just)	  City	  
Case	  study:	  Gezi	  Protests,	  Istanbul,	  Turkey	  
	  
*Soja,	  Edward	  .	  “The	  City	  and	  Spatial	  Justice.”	  56–72.	  Université	  	  Paris	  Ouest	  Nanterre	  La	  

Defense,	  2008.	  Available	  online	  at	  http://books.openedition.org/pupo/415#text.	  
	  
	  
Marcuse,	  Peter.	  “Spatial	  Justice:	  Derivative	  but	  Causal	  of	  Social	  Justice.”	  In	  Justice	  et	  Injustice	  

Spatiale,	  76–92.	  Paris:	  Presses	  universitaires	  de	  Paris	  Ouest,	  n.d.	  Available	  online	  at	  	  
http://books.openedition.org/pupo/420	  

	  
Soja,	  Edward.	  “Why	  Spatial?	  Why	  Justice?	  Why	  L.A.?	  Why	  Now?”	  In	  Seeking	  Spatial	  Justice,	  

13–30.	  Minneapolis,	  Minnesota:	  University	  of	  Minnesota	  Press,	  2010.	  
	  
(streaming	  video	  of	  public	  lecture)	  Soja,	  Edward.	  “Seeking	  Spatial	  Justice	  and	  the	  Right	  to	  

the	  City”,	  Canadian	  Centre	  for	  Architecture	  (CCA),	  2012.	  
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Architectural	  Theory,	  edited	  by	  Greig	  Crysler,	  Stephen	  Cairns,	  and	  Hilde	  Heynen,	  430–
443.	  London:	  SAGE,	  2012.	  	  
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Tuscano,	  Cleila.	  “The	  Underlying	  Reason:	  Interview	  with	  Giancarlo	  De	  Carlo,	  Ralph	  Erskine	  
and	  Aldo	  van	  Eyck:	  Milano,	  Circolo	  Della	  Stampa	  on	  Corso	  Venezia:	  9	  November	  1990.”	  
In	  Team	  10:	  1953-‐81	  In	  Search	  of	  a	  Utopia	  of	  the	  Present,	  edited	  by	  Max	  Risselada,	  Dirk	  
Van	  den	  Heuvel,	  Team	  10,	  and	  Nederlands	  Architectuurinstituut,	  370.	  Rotterdam:	  NAi	  
Publishers,	  2005.	  	  

	  
	  
October	  	  31	   	   W9	   Humanitarian	  Design	  
Case	  study:	  Rural	  Studio	  
	  
*	  Stohr,	  Kate,	  Cameron	  Sinclair,	  and	  Architecture	  for	  Humanity.	  “100	  Years	  of	  Humanitarian	  

Design.”	  In	  Design	  Like	  You	  Give	  a	  Damn:	  Architectural	  Responses	  to	  Humanitarian	  
Crises,	  33–55.	  New	  York:	  Thames	  and	  Hudson,	  2006.	  	  

	  
	  
Jann,	  Marcia,	  and	  Stephen	  Platt.	  “Philanthropic	  Architecture:	  Nongovernmental	  

Development	  Projects	  in	  Latin	  America.”	  Journal	  of	  Architectural	  Education	  62,	  no.	  4	  
(April	  24,	  2009):	  82–91.	  

	  
Oppenheimer	  Dean,	  Andrea,	  and	  Timothy	  Hursley.	  “Experiencing	  the	  Rural	  Studio:	  

Interviews	  with	  Students,	  a	  Teacher	  and	  a	  Client.”	  In	  Proceed	  and	  Be	  Bold:	  Rural	  Studio	  
after	  Sam	  Mockbee,	  160–167.	  New	  York:	  Princeton	  Architectural	  Press,	  2005.	  

	  
———–.	  “Introduction.”	  In	  Proceed	  and	  Be	  Bold:	  Rural	  Studio	  after	  Sam	  Mockbee,	  06–17.	  

New	  York:	  Princeton	  Architectural	  Press,	  2005.	  
	  
———–.	  “Lucy’s	  House.”	  In	  Proceed	  and	  Be	  Bold:	  Rural	  Studio	  after	  Sam	  Mockbee,	  20–39.	  

New	  York:	  Princeton	  Architectural	  Press,	  2005.	  
	  
Sinclair,	  Cameron,	  Kate	  Stohr,	  and	  Architecture	  for	  Humanity.	  “I	  Hope	  It’s	  a	  Long	  List.”	  In	  

Design	  Like	  You	  Give	  a	  Damn:	  Architectural	  Responses	  to	  Humanitarian	  Crises,	  11–32.	  
New	  York:	  Thames	  and	  Hudson,	  2006.	  	  

	  
Further	  reading	  on	  “scarcity”:	  	  
	  
Awan,	  Nishat,	  Tatjana	  Schneider,	  and	  Jeremy	  Till.	  Spatial	  Agency:	  Other	  Ways	  of	  Doing	  

Architecture.	  New	  York:	  Routledge,	  2011.	  
	  
Goodbun,	  Jon,	  Jeremy	  Till,	  and	  Deljana	  Iossifova.	  “Scarcity:	  Architecture	  in	  an	  Age	  of	  

Depleting	  Resources.”	  Architectural	  Design	  (AD)	  84,	  no.	  4	  (July	  2012):	  144.	  
	  
MacDonough,	  William.	  Design,	  Ecology,	  Ethics,	  and	  the	  Making	  of	  Things,	  sermon.	  
	  
Till,	  Jeremy.	  “Scarcity	  Contra	  Austerity.”	  Places.	  

http://places.designobserver.com/feature/scarcity-‐contra-‐austerity/35638/.	  
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November	  7	   	   W10	   Situationist	  &	  Agency	  of	  Mapping	  
Case	  study:	  Situationists	  
	  
*	  Corner,	  James.	  “The	  Agency	  of	  Mapping:	  Speculation,	  Critique	  and	  Invention.”	  In	  Mappings,	  

edited	  by	  Denis	  Cosgrove,	  213–252.	  London:	  Reaktion,	  1999.	  	  
	  
	  
Amoroso,	  Nadia.	  "Graphic	  Integrity	  and	  Mapping	  Complexity,	  the	  Works	  of	  Lynch,	  Wurman,	  

and	  Tufte."	  In	  The	  Exposed	  City:	  Mapping	  the	  Urban	  Invisibles.	  41-‐67.	  London:	  
Routledge,	  2010.	  

	  
Borges,	  Jorge	  Luis.	  “On	  Exactitude	  in	  Science.”	  In	  Collected	  Fictions,	  translated	  by	  Andrew	  

Hurley.	  New	  York:	  Penguin,	  1998.	  
	  
Debord,	  Guy.	  	  Society	  of	  the	  Spectacle.	  New	  York	  :	  Zone	  Books,	  1994.	  
	  
Dignazio,	  Catherine.	  “Art	  and	  Cartography.”	  International	  Encyclopedia	  of	  Human	  Geography.	  

1.	  Amsterdam,	  Oxford,	  London:	  Elsevier,	  2009.	  	  Available	  online	  at	  
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/book/9780080449104#ancpt0185.	  

	  
Lynch,	  Kevin.	  The	  Image	  of	  the	  City.	  Cambridge:	  MIT	  Press,	  1960.	  	  
	  
MVRDV,	  and	  The	  Why	  Factory	  (t?f).	  The	  Vertical	  Village :	  Individual,	  Informal,	  Intense.	  

Rotterdam:	  NAi	  Publishers,	  2012.	  	  
	  
Sadler,	  Simon.	  “Formulary	  for	  a	  New	  Urbanism:	  Rethinking	  the	  City.”	  In	  The	  Situationist	  City,	  

69–103.	  Cambridge,	  London:	  MIT	  Press,	  1999.	  	  
	  
Wollen,	  Peter.	  “Mappings:	  Situationists	  And/or	  Conceptualists.”	  In	  Rewriting	  Conceptual	  Art,	  

edited	  by	  Michael	  Newman	  and	  Jon	  Bird,	  27–46.	  London:	  Reaktion,	  1999.	  	  
	  
Wood,	  Denis,	  John	  Fels,	  and	  John	  Krygier.	  “Counter-‐Mapping	  and	  the	  Death	  of	  Cartography.”	  

In	  Rethinking	  the	  Power	  of	  Maps,	  111–155.	  New	  York:	  Guilford	  Press,	  2010.	  
	  
Wu,	  Rufina,	  and	  Stefan	  Canham.	  Portraits	  from	  Above:	  Hong	  Kong’s	  Informal	  Rooftop	  

Communities.	  MCCM	  Creations,	  2009.	  
	  
	  
November	  	  14	  W11	   Guerilla	  Urbanism	  &	  Interventions	  	  
Case	  studies:	  Reclaiming	  the	  Streets;	  Rebar	  
	  
*	  Bourrriand,	  Nicolas.	  “Relational	  Aesthetics	  (1998),”	  In	  Participation,	  edited	  by	  Claire	  

Bishop,	  160-‐171.	  	  London:	  Whitechapel	  ;	  Cambridge,	  MA	  :	  The	  MIT	  Press,	  2006.	  
	  
*	  Hou,	  Jeffrey.	  “(Not)	  Your	  Everyday	  Public	  Space.”	  In	  Insurgent	  Public	  Space :	  Guerrilla	  

Urbanism	  and	  the	  Remaking	  of	  Contemporary	  Cities,	  1–17.	  New	  York:	  Routledge,	  2010.	  	  
	  
	  
Becker,	  Jochen,	  Mirko	  Zardini,	  Giovanna	  Borasi,	  eds.	  Actions:	  What	  You	  Can	  Do	  with	  the	  City.	  

Montreal:	  Canadian	  Centre	  for	  Architecture	  and	  SUN,	  2008.	  
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Bell,	  Bryan,	  and	  Katie	  Wakeford,	  eds.	  Expanding	  Architecture:	  Design	  as	  Activism.	  New	  York:	  

Metropolis	  Books,	  2008.	  
	  
Bishop,	  Peter,	  and	  Lesley	  Williams.	  The	  Temporary	  City.	  London,	  New	  York:	  Routledge,	  

2012.	  	  
	  
Chase,	  John,	  Margaret	  Crawford,	  and	  John	  Kaliski,	  eds.	  Everyday	  Urbanism.	  Monacelli	  Press,	  

2008.	  	  
	  
Ferrell,	  Jeff.	  “Reclaiming	  the	  Streets.”	  In	  Tearing	  Down	  the	  Streets:	  Adventures	  in	  Urban	  

Anarchy,	  131–141.	  New	  York:	  St.	  Martin’s	  Press,	  2001.	  	  
	  
Lepik,	  Andres,	  ed.	  Small	  scale,	  Big	  change:	  New	  Architectures	  of	  Social	  Engagement.	  New	  

York.	  New	  York:	  Museum	  of	  Modern	  Art;	  Basel:	  Birkhäuser,	  2010.	  	  
	  
Merker,	  Blaine.	  “Taking	  Place:	  Rebar’s	  Absurd	  Tactics	  in	  Generous	  Urbanism.”	  In	  Insurgent	  

Public	  Space :	  Guerrilla	  Urbanism	  and	  the	  Remaking	  of	  Contemporary	  Cities,	  edited	  by	  
Jeffrey	  Hou,	  45–58.	  New	  York:	  Routledge,	  2010.	  	  

	  
Reinhold,	  Martin.	  “Occupy:	  The	  Day	  After.”	  Places	  (2011).	  

http://places.designobserver.com/feature/occupy-‐the-‐day-‐after/31698/.	  
	  
———.	  “Occupy:	  What	  Architects	  Can	  Do.”	  Places	  (2011).	  

http://places.designobserver.com/feature/occupy-‐what-‐architecture-‐can-‐do/31128/	  
	  
Smith,	  Cynthia,	  ed.	  Design	  for	  the	  Other	  90%.	  New	  York:	  Smithsonian,	  Cooper-‐Hewitt,	  

National	  Design	  Museum,	  2011.	  	  
	  
Thompson,	  Nato,	  Arjen	  Noordeman,	  and	  Massachusetts	  Museum	  of	  Contemporary	  Art.	  The	  

Interventionists:	  Users’	  Manual	  for	  the	  Creative	  Disruption	  of	  Everyday	  Life.	  North	  
Adams:	  MASS	  MoCA,	  2004.	  	  

	  
Zeiger,	  Mimi.	  “The	  Interventionist’s	  Toolkit:	  Project.	  Map,	  Occupy.”	  Places	  (2012).	  

http://places.designobserver.com/feature/the-‐interventionists-‐toolkit-‐part-‐4/32918/.	  
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McGill	  Policy	  Statements	  
	  

• McGill	   University	   values	   academic	   integrity.	   Therefore,	   all	   students	   must	  
understand	   the	   meaning	   and	   consequences	   of	   cheating,	   plagiarism	   and	   other	  
academic	  offences	  under	  the	  Code	  of	  Student	  Conduct	  and	  Disciplinary	  Procedures	  
(see	  www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/	  for	  more	  information).	  	  

	  
L'université	   McGill	   attache	   une	   haute	   importance	   à	   l’honnêteté	   académique.	   Il	  
incombe	  par	  conséquent	  à	  tous	  les	  étudiants	  de	  comprendre	  ce	  que	  l'on	  entend	  par	  
tricherie,	  plagiat	  et	  autres	  infractions	  académiques,	  ainsi	  que	  les	  conséquences	  que	  
peuvent	   avoir	   de	   telles	   actions,	   selon	   le	   Code	   de	   conduite	   de	   l'étudiant	   et	   des	  
procédures	  disciplinaires	   (pour	  de	  plus	  amples	   renseignements,	   veuillez	   consulter	  
le	  site	  www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/).	  

	  
• In	   accord	   with	   McGill	   University’s	   Charter	   of	   Students’	   Rights,	   students	   in	   this	  

course	  have	  the	  right	  to	  submit	  in	  English	  or	  in	  French	  any	  written	  work	  that	  is	  to	  
be	  graded.	  

	  
• ©	   Instructor	   generated	   course	   materials	   (e.g.,	   handouts,	   notes,	   summaries,	   exam	  

questions,	   etc.)	   are	  protected	  by	   law	  and	  may	  not	   be	   copied	  or	  distributed	   in	   any	  
form	   or	   in	   any	   medium	   without	   explicit	   permission	   of	   the	   instructor.	  	   Note	   that	  
infringements	  of	  copyright	  can	  be	  subject	  to	  follow	  up	  by	  the	  University	  under	  the	  
Code	  of	  Student	  Conduct	  and	  Disciplinary	  Procedures.	  

	  
• As	   the	   instructor	   of	   this	   course	   I	   endeavor	   to	   provide	   an	   inclusive	   learning	  

environment.	  However,	  if	  you	  experience	  barriers	  to	  learning	  in	  this	  course,	  do	  not	  
hesitate	  to	  discuss	  them	  with	  me	  and	  the	  Office	  for	  Students	  with	  Disabilities,	  514-‐
398-‐6009.	  

	  
• End-‐of-‐course	   evaluations	   are	   one	   of	   the	   ways	   that	   McGill	   works	   towards	  

maintaining	   and	   improving	   the	   quality	   of	   courses	   and	   the	   student’s	   learning	  
experience.	   You	   will	   be	   notified	   by	   e-‐mail	   when	   the	   evaluations	   are	   available	   on	  
Mercury,	  the	  online	  course	  evaluation	  system.	  Please	  note	  that	  a	  minimum	  number	  
of	  responses	  must	  be	  received	  for	  results	  to	  be	  available	  to	  students.	  

	  
• In	   the	   event	   of	   extraordinary	   circumstances	   beyond	   the	   University’s	   control,	   the	  

content	  and/or	  evaluation	  scheme	  in	  this	  course	  is	  subject	  to	  change.	  
	  
	  


