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During the last two decades, starting
with the beginning of the second
millennium, architectural studies have
turned their faces to a new paradigm
denouncing theory, announcing that
we have entered an innovative and
intelligent design era, which is the end
of theory. “After theory” discussions
dismantled the theory studies in
architecture for a long time. Now,
people are happily declaring that it
is back. It is back, yet in a different
mood: critical, intellectual challenges
have created a transdisciplinary and
pluralistic medium for alternative
theories to flourish. Unlike previous
attempts, theory is now more in
connection with practice and the
material world. With this in mind, as
members of the Architectural Design
unit of ITU, we feel the challenge to
take the lead to commence a medium
for deconstructing and reconstructing
theory, with the theme “New Horizons”
in architecture.

This issue aims to promote discus-
sions, conjectures, and theories of cut-
ting-edge research in architecture and
architectural design. The open call of
the special issue of A|Z has included
areas of study on history, theory, and
criticism of architecture; architectural
design theories and methods; and en-
vironmental, social, and cultural stud-
ies in architectural design.

As we have promoted, papers re-
ceived have gathered around themes
that approached the field from various
perspectives: involving new materi-
alism, drawing from thermodynamic
principles to view the world as an in-
terconnected whole, taking the stand-
point of after-theory to incorporate art
and space and, in another article, its
implications for landscape architecture
in Tirkiye, and post-criticality, which
all consider the world in a flux of rela-
tions and take a critical stance. Aysegiil
Cakan and Gokeecicek Savasir in A
new materialist cartography for con-
verging architectural theory to practice,
presented a cartographic strategy as a
research methodology, with transdis-
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ciplinary relations with new material-
ism. Eda Yeyman in Architecture as an
open field of interactions: Climatic sin-
gularities in the work of Philippe Rahm
reframes Rahm’s spatial construction
practices for exploring scalar jumps.
Ozlem Demirkan in After-Theory Can-
vas: Unveiling the Representational
Spaces Created by Artistic Production
discusses contemporary artworks that
exemplify a significant relationship
with space and incorporate spatial el-
ements into the context of artistic pro-
duction. Cisem Demirel Koyun and
Ebru Erbas Giirler look into the Na-
tional Landscape Architecture Awards
in Tirkiye in Between Lines and Land,
to dispute the discipline’s alignment
with post-theoretical thought and its
departure from traditional high the-
ory. Saadet Kok and Ipek Akpinar in
21st century Urban Aesthetics in the
post critical age: SANART publication
consider a movement oriented urban
aesthetics.

Another group of articles took a crit-
ical stance against the control of hu-
man and nonhuman beings via space,
by focusing on biopolitics and anthro-
pocentric approaches. Emre Demirtag
and Mehtap Ozbayraktar in Laborator-
ization of time-space: An inquiry about
the role of space in the control and re-
production of life argue that spatial con-
ditioning, primarily facilitated through
specific architectural arrangements,
is critical in colonizing living beings.
Ugur Sarisen in On the spatial Experi-
ence of Animal in Architecture: A specu-
lative transdisciplinary inquiry employs
a speculative framework to examine
how animals interact with their envi-
ronment.

The following two articles have fo-
cused on the design process: the first
looks into the knowledge domain of
architectural design, and the second
into representation as a transformative
power. Nesip Omer Erem and Alireza
Kharazmi-Nezhad have searched the
disciplinary evolution of architectural
design by focusing on three trajecto-
ries; architecture culture, design think-
ing, and knowledge production in
their article, The Discipline Unfolding:
A Thematic Lens on Disciplinary Evolu-
tion Architectural Design. Pelin Dursun
Cebi, Hande Asar, and Mustafa Mortas
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in Transformation representations and
creativity on the trail of invisible things
focused on alternative forms of repre-
sentation that enable creative moments
through event narratives.

Another group of studies searched
for learning environments and chal-
lenged the conventional means of de-
sign education. In Revisiting the role of
listening in online architectural design
studio pedagogy, Sevgi Tirkkan and
Ipek Avanoglu discuss the role and
potential of listening in the evolving
practices of remote architectural ed-
ucation. Fatma Ipek Ek, Deniz Engin,
Giilgin Ogel, Aysu Piiskiilci Aydin,
and Zeynep Bavunoglu considered
the integration of metafunctions of
language into basic design learning to
facilitate the incorporation of physical
and digital tools in Search for a new me-
ta-functional education pattern in basic
design studios after Covid-19 pandemic.
Giilbin Lekesiz and Can Miiezzinoglu’s
An approach to AI-Supported Learn-
ing in Architectural Education: Case of
Speculative Space Design attempts to
integrate text-to-image artificial intel-
ligence (AI) tools into the architectural
design studio.

Only one article dealt with the social
basis of design, whereas more would
be expected: Ahmet Giin, Burak Pak,
and Kiibra Bakan in Empowering com-
munities through social design practices:
Lessons learned from post-disaster prac-
tices in Tiirkiye explored the strengths
and weaknesses of existing social de-
sign practices in empowering disad-
vantaged communities.

The last two studies are concerned
with the material production of ar-
chitecture. In Tracing Architectural
Exhibitions in the Absence of Archives:
The Case of Taskisla, Derya Yildiz and
Funda Uz have explored the potential
for architectural space to function as
a memory-collecting “hive-mind” In
Designing Negotiation: Osep Saraf’s Sis-
li Culture and Trade Center, Esra Kah-
veci and Pelin Yoncaci Arslan examine

Saraf’s postmodern design approach
as an act of “negotiation”.

Academicians who showed interest
in this call with the theme of “New
Horizons” with the above-mentioned
contents, took up the subject by over-
lapping the call emphases with the re-
search contents they had and had the
opportunity to reveal new trends in
architectural theory and knowledge
with their studies in the fields of space,
landscape, city, art, design-representa-
tion, and architectural education. The
referees who participated in the evalua-
tion process upon our invitation, made
a significant contribution to the cre-
ation of such a special issue with their
evaluations that took into account the
original content of the incoming pa-
pers, while also taking into account the
emphases of the call text. We thank the
authors and referees for their valuable
contributions to this process.
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