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Canadians are facing 
many intersecting 

challenges that are 
both impacting—and 
being impacted by—

architecture. Yet few 
truly understand the 

impact architecture has 
on their everyday lives. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Vision
Canadians are facing many intersecting challenges that are both impacting—and 
being impacted by—architecture. The climate crisis, social justice, truth and 
reconciliation, human health and wellbeing, economic disparity, and political 
instability can all be hindered or helped by architecture. Yet few Canadians truly 
understand the impact it has on their everyday lives. 

These complex challenges, paired with architecture’s obscure policies, restrict 
meaningful public participation and hinder communities from becoming healthier, 
more affordable, just, and resilient.

For architecture to truly help Canadian communities thrive, we need a new social 
contract between the profession of architecture and the public we serve.

We Imagine A future where all Canadians are empowered 
to guide the design of their communities; where social and 
environmental justice shape every design decision; and where 
architecture is leveraged to celebrate diverse cultures and 
contribute to a prosperous future.

An Architecture Policy for Canada can help us achieve this. 

Why Now?
Canadians feel disconnected from the design processes that shape their 
communities. They want change. 

More than 30 countries have adopted architecture policies which shape higher 
expectations for the design of communities. Canada currently lags behind. Rise for 
Architecture aims to change this.

What is an Architecture Policy for Canada?
Where a building code sets minimum standards, an Architecture Policy for Canada 
would set ambitious goals for how the built environment contributes to our social, 
cultural, and economic wellbeing. It would also establish accountability for politicians, 
professionals, and the public on how to achieve inclusive, sustainable, and inspiring 
communities. Its value is far-reaching. 



An Architecture Policy for Canada would:
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Empower people 
to pursue 
positive change 
in their own 
communities.
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Guide governments 
in leveraging 
architecture to 
support desirable 
social outcomes.

Help the public 
understand 
architecture’s 
value.
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Create 
healthier, more 
equitable built 
environments.

Make Canada 
more compelling 
(and competitive)  
on the world 
stage.

Strengthen 
advocacy for 
architecture 
across Canada.

Reduce Canada’s 
environmental 
impact.

The policy would be 
open to evolution—
responsive to the 
diversity of local 
situations and  
changing needs  
over time.
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Our built environment 
is a powerful agent 

for positive social and 
environmental change. 

By renewing the social 
contract between 
the architectural 

profession and the 
public, Canadians will 

be better equipped to 
meet the challenges of 

the 21st century. 

The Process
To galvanize the meaningful conversation required 
to create our Vision of Values, we categorized 
architecture’s wide-ranging value into four themes:

1. Place
2. People
3. Prosperity
4. Potential

Using these themes, we gathered information 
through consultations within the architectural 
profession; workshops with architecture students; 
public polls, and an open online public survey. 
We also commissioned a research paper on the 
history, evolution, and impact of architecture 
policies in Europe.

What We Heard
Canadians want more welcoming, inclusive 
communities—and more accountability for creating 
them.  

Canadians also recognize that architecture’s full 
potential for positive social and environmental 
change can only be achieved when projects are 
commissioned on a strong, public interest-driven 
framework. All decision makers have a role to play. 

We heard that our profession’s governance needs 
to remain nimble and responsive to the constantly 
evolving challenges of our time. To achieve this, our 
governance processes need to be reviewed. 

Similarly, the way architects are educated, trained, 
licensed, and regulated needs to adapt so that 
our skills and experience are appropriate for an 
expanded definition of the public interest.

In short, Canadians broadly support the 
development of an Architecture Policy for Canada.

How Do We Get There?
Creating an Architecture Policy for Canada 
requires collaboration across the design, planning, 
and construction industries, as well as various 
government sectors. Also needed is the profession 
acting now to make progress on issues where 
government intervention isn’t needed.

The following recommendations are pivotal for the 
future of architecture in Canada. We call on the 
profession to:

• Renew the governance partnership 
between organizations within the 
profession, including regulators, 
schools, advocacy organizations, and 
governments.

• Collaborate to achieve the goal of an 
Architecture Policy for Canada.

• Expand the definition of public interest.
• Commit to dramatically improving 

equity within the profession.
• Involve the public in the processes that 

shape their communities.
• As individual architects, technologists 

and firms, contribute solutions to the 
big social challenges of our time.

Some of these actions will be best led by either 
individuals or individual organizations, while others 
will require ongoing collaboration between different 
organizations and stakeholders. We also need 
formal and coordinated partnerships between 
Governments and industry stakeholders.

Conclusion
Our built environment is a powerful agent for 
positive social and environmental change. As the 
world rapidly evolves, the systems and structures 
supporting society need to respond—and they 
must focus on the collective good. 

By renewing the social contract between the 
architectural profession and the public, Canadians 
will be better equipped to meet the challenges 
of the 21st century. If not, our profession risks 
becoming another obstacle to overcome.

Inclusive, sustainable, and inspiring communities 
are achievable.

When asked if they support the need for 
better policies to guide the planning and 
design of our communities, including the 
benefits of an architecture policy for Canada, 
77% of respondents said yes. 

Source: Rise for Architecture Public Survey, 
April 2022.

19%

4%

77%

Not Sure

No

Yes

Wong Dai Sin Temple
Shim-Sutcliffe Architects
Photo by Shim-Sutcliffe 

Canadians want more 
welcoming, inclusive 
communities—and more 
accountability for 
creating them.
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We imagine An inspiring future where all Canadians are supported by and 
are empowered to guide the design of their communities, where social and 
environmental justice shape every design decision, and where architecture 
is leveraged to celebrate diverse cultures, to lift the human spirit and 
contribute to a prosperous future.

The land we call Canada is the original home to diverse Indigenous 
peoples. The authors of this report acknowledge colonial harms of the 
past and respectfully recognize relationships that the First Nations, Inuit, 
and Métis across Canada have with the land, which all Canadians live on 
and enjoy. Rise for Architecture supports the United Nations Declaration 
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples and seeks to advance the Calls 
to Action of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Canada. We 
view respect for the rights and well-being of Indigenous peoples as a 
fundamental underpinning of this initiative.

We respectfully 
recognize 
relationships 
that the First 
Nations, Inuit, 
and Métis across 
Canada have with 
the land, which 
all Canadians 
live on and enjoy.

Canada is a vast country characterized by dramatic landscapes, vulnerable 
ecologies, and resilient people. Connections to place are deeply felt. Its 
people live amid diverse cultures and communities and share ambitions for 
a prosperous future where the maximum potential for health, happiness and 
meaning is realized. Architecture plays a key role in the lives of all Canadians. 
It is time to reassess how architecture is supporting Canadians in achieving an 
equitable, sustainable, and inspiring future.  

Architecture affects all of us, all the time. Yet most Canadians rarely consider 
the crucial impact it has on their everyday lives. The complex challenges and 
policies that hinder communities from becoming healthier, more affordable, 
just, and resilient are obscure, preventing meaningful public participation. 
With a deep belief that architecture can help Canadian communities thrive, 
we believe it is time for a renewed social contract between the profession of 
architecture in Canada and the public it serves. 

1. INTRODUCTION

Architecture combines science and art to support Canadians in day-to-day 
needs, creating environments that are safe, comfortable, and practical. Yet, 
beyond meeting functional demands, architecture expresses societal values. 
It is a creative expression of collective hopes and dreams, a framework to 
recognize and reflect on cultural history, and an enduring footprint on planet 
earth. 
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For the purposes of our work and for simplicity, we 
have used the term architecture and its derivatives 
to describe what we are hoping to impact. However, 
architecture is highly complex and dynamic and 
spans a wide range of aspects of the designed 
world around us. In using the term architecture, 
we mean the entire built environment and not just 
buildings. We also acknowledge that there are many 
roles, including planners, landscape architects, etc., 
whose contributions are critical to shaping healthy 
communities and who share our concerns for the 
future. It is our hope that the diversity of voices and 
participants will continue to expand and grow as 
this initiative moves forward. It is our belief that this 
is what Canadians need.

We also know that Canadians are feeling 
increasingly disconnected from the design 
and the processes of design that shape their 
communities. As a result, many Canadians do 
not feel that they can see themselves and their 
culture and values in the towns, villages, and cities 
that they live in.  Nor do they feel that their voice in 
the decisions that shape these places is heard or 
matters. This foundational concern should be 
deeply troubling for those of us who have the 
privilege of a protected scope of architectural 
professional practice and who have made the 
design of these places our life’s work.

The Architectural Profession is also facing its 
own complex challenges. Architects practice in a 
rapidly changing environment and are part of an 
evolving ecosystem of design professionals, clients, 
contractors, and users. Many of its challenges are 
within the control of the profession but many also 
are externally driven. It is one of our aims to point a 
more positive way forward whereby the unique and 
powerful skillsets of those within the architectural 
profession are applied in both traditional and 
new ways to have even more positive impact on 
communities.

The Rise for Architecture initiative is led by a 
volunteer committee of architectural professionals, 
educators, regulators, and advocates.  It is an 
initiative of the Regulatory Organizations of 
Architecture in Canada (ROAC) with support from 
the Canadian Council of University Schools of 
Architecture and the Royal Architectural Institute of 
Canada.

Since 2014, we have been seeking input from both architects and the public to learn what 
concerns Canadians about the design of their communities and what needs to change. This 
report outlines a vision for a renewed future as well as a series of objectives and actions to 
improve the processes and policies that shape how Canada’s communities are designed 
and built. This report does not represent the end of a process but rather its beginning. It 
lays out a series of challenges to all those who are involved in building the cities, towns, and 
villages we live in. 

The Rise for Architecture initiative grew out an awareness that, in a rapidly changing world, if 
we are to be successful in continuing to help address the needs of Canadians in the future, 
we must be willing to re-imagine the very framework within which architecture is imagined, 
designed, funded, regulated, and built. Many aspects of this framework have existed, 
relatively unchanged, for almost three quarters of a century. It is time for change.

This report summarizes the work that we have undertaken over the past several years 
to understand the driving forces behind the erosion of public confidence. It also lays out 
a challenge to those actors who have agency in the creation of the built environment to 
imagine a new paradigm for this important work, one that prioritizes opportunities over 
risk reduction, value over cost minimization and ultimately the interests of the people, and 
the planet, impacted by what we build. It urges immediate change within the profession of 
architecture while also calling for the establishment of an Architecture Policy for Canada to 
articulate a bold vision of what Canadians should expect from the built environment of their 
communities and to guide all who have a part to play to achieve it. 

A key objective is to be a catalyst for the creation of an architecture policy for Canada. 
We acknowledge that any architecture policy in Canada must respect the United Nations 
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples; advance the Calls to Action of the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission of Canada; and acknowledge renewed commitments to nation-
to-nation relations between Canada and First Nations, Inuit, and Métis peoples, based on 
recognition of rights, respect, co-operation and partnership.

Why is Change Needed Now?
We know that the design of the built environment can be a powerful agent for positive social 
and environmental change. We also know that the world is changing rapidly and the systems 
and structure supporting society need to be responsive to change while remaining focused 
on the collective good. If we approach the ongoing governance of architecture with broader 
potential in mind, architecture can empower Canadians to meet the pressing challenges of 
the 21st century; if not, it will be an obstacle to overcome in meeting these challenges. The 
work of architects is important. This initiative seeks to help renew the profession so that it will 
continue to serve Canadians to the maximum extent possible.

The end goal? Inclusive, sustainable, and inspiring communities. 

It is time for bold action.

Canadian communities are facing many 
challenges that are impacting and being 
impacted by architecture. These include: the 
climate crisis, and the urgent need for greater 
resiliency of buildings and infrastructure; 
social justice, and the pressing need to 
diversify design leadership and make built 
environments more equitable, accessible 
and affordable; truth and reconciliation, 
and the actions necessary to decolonize 
institutions, honour Indigenous lands and 
empower Indigenous sovereignty; and the 
crises of human health and well-being, as 
well economic and political instability in a 
post-pandemic society. All these challenges 
can be either hindered or helped by design. 
Architecture could be doing more to help 
address these challenges.
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The economic impacts of the pandemic, the war 
in Europe, and climate change are issues that 
affect all Canadians. There is heightened interest 
by the profession in the challenges brought about 
by technological innovation, and by cultural, 
economic, and social upheaval, and in how the 
architectural community can effectively partner to 
bring about positive change.

not a comprehensive listing, these challenges 
include:

• The public feeling disconnected and 
dissatisfied with the processes that shape 
their communities.

• Lack of housing affordability and security
• Degraded local environments and the need 

for regeneration
• Over-reliance on automobiles
• Aging infrastructure
• Food insecurity
• Inadequate and inconsistent approach to 

inclusion and accessibility
• Environmental sustainability
• Lack of clean, safe drinking water
• Lack of social cohesion and the related 

prevalence of loneliness
• Budgetary constraints

Architecture has a direct impact on all these 
challenges and more. Recognizing the potential for 
better outcomes through architecture and creating 
systems and structures to ensure this is in the 
broader public interest.

2. THE CHALLENGES

Given the diversity of impacts and influence related to the discipline of architecture 
it is not surprising that there are a wide range of challenges facing the profession. 
Some are global, some national, some impact at the scale of an individual 
practitioner and all scales in between. While many are outside the direct control of 
the profession, some are within its control. The status quo is increasingly ineffective 
and opportunities, at all scales, are being lost. Change is needed.

Not all see the relationships between these 
massive systemic issues and architecture. This 
lack of understanding is a challenge that needs 
addressing. We believe that with greater focus and 
accountability the positive impact the profession of 
architecture can have on these types of challenges 
can be significant. 

National Challenges
While we are not solely responsible for nor able to 
address these on our own, there are a variety of 
large-scale societal challenges where architecture 
can be leveraged for greater impact. These include:

• Lack of clear accountability for architecture 
within and across governments which leads 
to a fracturing of control and diminished 
outcomes.

• Lack of consistent and integrated policies 
related to architecture and the built 
environment

• Public infrastructure project commissioning 
philosophies that do not achieve best long-
term value.

• Aging and ineffective infrastructure, 
including the lack of clean drinking water for 
many Indigenous communities.

• Lack of adequate publicly funded social 
housing

• Public health and well-being
• Equity, inclusion, and diversity
• The climate crisis

Community Scale Challenges
Communities across Canada are facing significant 
challenges that intersect with architecture. While 

For governments as well, the status quo is not fully 
effective. While the profession continues to do an 
excellent job protecting the public in terms of life 
safety, there are other governmental priorities, such 
as responding to the climate crisis or reconciliation, 
where the full potential of architecture is not yet 
realized. In this sense the public is not receiving 
the full potential of the collective efforts of the 
architectural profession.

While it is beyond the scope of our analysis and this 
report to detail every relevant challenge, we have 
articulated a range of them here. 

Global Challenges
While we are not solely responsible for nor able to 
address these on our own, there are a variety of 
large-scale societal challenges where architecture 
can be leveraged for greater impact. These include:

• The climate crisis and resilience in the face 
of change

• Reconciliation with Indigenous Peoples
• Response to global public health issues
• Large scale political, economic, and 

climatic migration
• Inclusion and Diversity 
• Global inequity

While the profession continues to do an 
excellent job protecting the public in terms 
of life safety, there are other governmental 
priorities, such as responding to the climate 
crisis or reconciliation, where the full 
potential of architecture is not yet realized. 

Lake Kawagama Retreat, Shim-Sutcliffe Architects
Photo by Scott Norsworthy
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Professional Regulation Challenges
Canadians benefit from the privilege of our unique form of professional self-regulation. It is a system that 
has many advantages but is not without its challenges. Some of these challenges are intrinsic but many 
can be addressed through action. Examples of regulatory challenges include:

• Inconsistent requirements and constraints across the country
• Complex global relationships and increased need for credential mobility.
• Lack of consistent understanding of the role of the regulator
• Constraints on the definition of public interest.
• Aspects of equity and diversity issues within the culture of the profession and its governance that 

are related to regulation.
• Underfunding and under development of national governance structures and systems
• Over-reliance on a small group of dedicated volunteers for initiatives
• Lack of ongoing institutional knowledge protection coupled with weak succession planning within 

national structures.
• Historically weak relationships between regulatory, educational and advocacy bodies.

Challenges of Architectural Education
The University Schools of Architecture, and the technical schools of building science, are critical to the 
long-term health and sustainability of the profession. It is important to recognize that these schools 
operate with a unique institutional system of post-secondary education that has its own unique set of 
constraints and priorities many of which act as a barrier to change. Some of the challenges related to the 
schools of architecture include:

• Challenging university and college financial context
• Academic pressures and constraints related to funding, research, and tenure
• Inconsistent understanding of their role and responsibility related to training professionals.
• Limited number of practicing architects within permanent faculty
• Need to balance professional expectations with the expectations of students
• Global competition for students.

Challenges of Architectural Advocacy
Advocacy is a necessary component of a healthy profession. In Canada, the RAIC is the primary 
advocacy organization. A variety of regional or specialized organizations also exist as part of the advocacy 
community. Our work identified several challenges related to architectural advocacy in Canada:

• Low membership of architects and architecture firms in advocacy organizations 
• Gaps in required advocacy as not all needs are met consistently across the country
• Fractured relationships between the advocacy organizations and other stakeholder organizations.
• Lack of diversity on Boards, committees and working groups
• Complex and wide-ranging demands from practitioners
• Lack of complete picture of the advocacy eco-system in Canada resulting in missed opportunities, 

gaps, and inefficiencies

Challenges Related to Individual Practitioners and Architecture Firms
Those practicing architecture experience their own unique set of challenges that need to be addressed.  
Many of these are related to challenges faced by the Regulators, Schools of Architecture, and advocacy 
organizations. Recognizing that architectural practice does not happen in isolation and that there are 
many other players who exert influence and control over the systems of practice, it is true that many of the 
challenges are the result of the culture and behaviour of individual architectural practitioners and firms. 

Examples include:

• Erosion of responsibility and increased 
specialization

• Unfair and inappropriate procurement 
practices

• Accelerating pace of change of 
construction systems and methodologies

• Decreasing influence within significant 
areas of the industry

• Prevalence of a business culture of 
inappropriately low fees

• Prevalence of unfair labour practices within 
the profession in Canada and globally

• Increasingly global practice introducing new 
business competitors and different norms 
of practice

• Lack of diversity within the profession
• Increasing gap between professional 

responsibility and liability in relation to 
influence on outcomes

• Not all advocacy needs are being met 
by existing organizations, especially 
those related to the business interests of 
architects and architecture firms

Public Policy Gaps
Architecture is shaped by architectural 
professionals, Regulators, educators, and 
advocates, together with allied fields, governments, 
diverse clients, and Canadians. Yet, there is no 
framework to collectively shape a vision for the 
future of our Canadian communities be it in the 
realm of the economy, the environment, health 
and wellness, housing and community design 
and reconciliation. This is where strong policies, 
at national, provincial, and other governmental 
levels, can be a powerful tool for improving our 
communities.

Pace of Change vs Rigid Governance 
Structures
Finally, a significant challenge that must be 
highlighted is the accelerating pace of societal 
change. The systems and structures that govern 
architecture are intentionally stable and slow 
moving, and difficult to change and this must be 
seen as a fundamental challenge that needs to 
be addressed. More agile systems and structure 
are critical to ensure the long-term strength of the 
social contract between architects and the public. 
The tension between the need for more rapid 
change and the need for stability will be a key factor 
moving forward.

THE CHANGE THAT IS NEEDED:
Addressing and improving the outcomes related to these, and other, challenges will 
take a coordinated policy approach over an extended period. The community of design 
professionals that create our built environment have the knowledge and creativity 
to engage in collaborative research and cultivate design solutions that support 
more just, equitable and healthy communities. A formal and coordinated partnership 
between Governments and industry stakeholders is needed to maximize the potential 
of architecture to assist communities in moving forward. 

Canadians are asking for this change.
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“the EC places innovation and design 
quality as a political goal that 

aims to create a design movement 
that inspire(s) the transformation 

of European cities and the built 
environment focused on three 
main principles: sustainability 

(environmental sustainability), 
aesthetics (quality of experience) 

& inclusion (affordability and 
accessibility).” 

The need to consider and articulate bold objectives for architecture 
is not unique to Canada. In fact, Canada lags behind  many of its 
international counterparts in this regard. Many Countries have or 
are establishing architecture policies. Architectural professional 
organizations, such as The Royal Institute of British Architects 
(RIBA), the American Institute of Architects (AIA), and the Te Kāhui 
Whaihanga New Zealand Institute of Architects (NZIA) have wide 
ranging initiatives focused on renewing the profession and re-
stating the profession’s responsibilities. 

3. What others are doing

National Architecture Policies
More than 30 countries have adopted or are developing national architecture policies 
which are used to enhance the profession, inform public debate, and create the 
necessary legislative framework(s) for a domestic architecture policy at any level of 
government.  

In Europe, 19 members of the European Union (EU), as well as Iceland and Norway, 
have adopted official architecture policies and the remaining members are being 
encouraged to embrace similar policies. A 2017 PhD thesis by João Bento, Honorary 
Researcher at University College London, examined the implementation of these 
architectural policies. The thesis concluded that having “a national policy on 
architecture is an important policy instrument to improve the system of design 
governance enhancing the role of the state in promoting better places.”

This was followed by a study, contracted by the government of Estonia in 2018 on 
Spatial Design Leadership, which looked at “the role, impacts of state architect teams 
in fostering spatial equality and place-making culture” in Ireland, Scotland, Belgium, 
Austria, and Denmark. 

In the spring of 2022, João Bento was commissioned by Rise for Architecture to 
prepare a summary of the past 30 years of development, implementation, and 
impacts of architecture policies worldwide (refer to report in Appendix 7).  Among his 
key findings, Bento, looking at the predominantly European examples indicates that: 

Source: Independent research on the development of 
architecture policies, João Bento.
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Initiatives by International Professional Associations
Around the world, many of the design professions who share a responsibility for the design of the built 
environment have begun to think more broadly about their social responsibilities and imagine a more 
holistic and aspirational approach. While there are many good examples, we highlight two. In the UK, the 
Royal Institute of British Architects (RIBA) recently released a new action plan for creating a more diverse, 
equitable, and inclusive built environment sector. The report provides a 45-point action plan and is a 
joint effort between the RIBA, The Chartered Institute of Building (CIOB), The Institution of Civil Engineers 
(ICE), The Landscape Institute (LI), The Royal Institution of Chartered Surveyors (RICS), and The Royal 
Town Planning Institute (RTPI). In Aotearoa New Zealand, the Te Kāhui Whaihanga New Zealand Institute 
of Architects (NZIA) and Ngā Aho, the society of Māori design professionals, signed Te Kawenata o Rata, a 
covenant that formalizes an ongoing relationship of co-operation between the two groups. 

Quebec’s Example for the Rest of Canada
At the Provincial level in Canada, Québec has led the way. In 2018, l’Ordre des architectes du Québec 
(OAQ), the Québec regulator of the profession, assumed a leadership role by publishing a White 
Paper for a Québec Policy on Architecture : Support, Vision, Milestones (Livre Blanc pour une Politique 
Québécoise de l’Architecture: Appuis Vision Jalons). It called on the province to develop unified strategies 
to incentivize design excellence and raise awareness of best practices. In 2019, the Québec government 
announced that they would begin working with the OAQ and Québec citizens to develop a Québec 
Architecture Strategy and in June of 2022, the Province of Québec released its first policy on architecture 
and land use planning: Politique nationale d’architecture et d’aménagement du territoire.

we are not alone 
in seeking to 

renew and create 
a bold vision 

for the future.  
These examples 

demonstrate that 
there is both a need 
and an opportunity 

to articulate a 
more holistic and 

aspirational vision 
for the future of 

architecture in 
Canada.

“ Simultaneously, there is profound 
hope for the future. As we 
begin to understand the true 
complexity and holistic nature 
of the earth system and as we 
begin to appreciate humanity’s 
role is integral to its stability 
and productivity, we can build 
a new identity for society as a 
constructive part of nature.”  

Other Design Disciplines
In 2017, Montréal hosted an International Design 
Summit, involving graphic designers, urban 
planners, architects landscape architects and 
other types of designers from over 90 countries. 
Its final declaration (referenced in Appendix 8) 
proclaimed the potential of design to achieve 
global, economic, social, environmental, and 
cultural objectives for all communities. 

In the United States, the Landscape Architecture 
Foundation has been in place since 1996 “to 
promote the need for sustainable landscape 
solutions to create a more sustainable, just and 
resilient future.”  In 2017, it released the New 
Landscape Declaration – A Call to Action for the 
Twenty-First Century. Among other things, it 
declares: 

Other Initiatives by Professional 
Stakeholders in Canada
There are also many examples of current initiatives 
being undertaken by Canadian professional 
stakeholders, such as the Ontario Association of 
Architects’ recent diversity survey and continuing 
education policy, the RAIC’s Indigenous Task 
Group and equity and reconciliation initiatives 
at various schools of architecture. These are 
important initiatives that align closely with the 
objectives of this report. Our recommendations 
build upon these initiatives and encourage greater 
coordination and widespread implementation.

Manitoba Hydro Place, KPMB Architects / Smith Carter Architects
Photo by Tom Arban
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4. framing the consultation

Knowing the impact of architecture, and understanding how and why 
it matters, is crucial to achieving positive social outcomes shaped by 
the built environment. This section outlines the framework we utilized 
to focus both professional and public conversations.  We organized the 
diverse influences and impacts of architecture around four themes: 
Place, People, Prosperity, and Potential.

Architecture + Place
Canada covers a vast and varied landscape with both common characteristics and unique regional 
differences. “Place” is defined by interdependent conditions such as topography, climate, habitats, 
Indigenous tradition, infrastructure, regional history, laws and customs, and cultural heritage. This theme 
considers architecture’s impact on individual and collective identity. It focuses on the importance of the 
land on which a project is built and investigates the importance of respecting its unique geographic and 
cultural characteristics.  

Context and scale
Good architecture enhances people’s connection with place. Regardless of a community’s size and location, 
developing appropriate architecture requires listening to locals, learning from regional circumstances, and 
collaborating with other professionals in the creation of a quality-built environment. This is as equally true 
for dense urban metropolises and their diverse neighbourhoods as it is for sparsely populated towns and 
remote settlements. 

Land and resources
Canada covers an awe-inspiringly vast, varied, and vulnerable terrain, rich with natural resources crucial for 
wildlife, biodiversity, sustainable ways of life, and industry. The Canadian landscape is also saturated with spiritual 
significance and long history of use by Indigenous Peoples. Designing in relation to place involves creative 
responses to inspiring geography and local materials, with a deep respect for natural and human ecosystems.

Cultural heritage
Architecture reflects Canadian culture and is a medium of artistic expression. Cultural landmarks, like the 
villages of Haida Gwaii, the grain elevators of the Prairies, and the ‘jelly-bean’ row houses of Eastern Canada 
form key unique elements of the collective memory and shared experience of Place—they have come 
to symbolize ways of life for local communities. Cultural values are deeply embodied via local materials, 
unique building techniques, ornamental details, and craft. Architectural heritage conserves a record of a 
community’s values over time. Canada’s multicultural populations are sources of social strength, vibrancy 
and creativity and the diverse First Nations, Inuit, and Métis Peoples are vital and definitive agents of this 
cultural richness.

Forging community
Architecture shapes the physical environment, which, in turn, helps shape social experience. Cityscapes 
and landscapes provide a framework for social engagement, influencing daily routines as well as civic 
celebrations and community events. These shared social experiences contribute to a diverse and inclusive 
collective identity and a culture of acceptance held dearly by Canadians.

Canadian War Museum
Moriyama & Teshima Architects and Griffiths Rankin Cook Architects 
Photo by T om Arban
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Architecture + People
Architecture can enhance our lives on many levels, potentially helping Canadians have 
enjoyable, engaging, and meaningful lives. People are not passive users and consumers 
of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving, and thinking individuals whose 
diverse backgrounds and capabilities, occupations, and aspirations, actively make Canada 
what it is and show what it can be. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings in which 
people live, work, and play; it shapes daily life in ways that foster social cohesion and cultural 
vitality, inspires personal and collective imagination, and stimulates wonder and respect for 
the complex world we share and must sustain.

Health and happiness
The quality of architecture is linked to the quality of life. Well-designed environments foster 
physical and psychological health. Spaces with access to daylight, fresh air, and pleasant 
views not only improve productivity and reduce illness, but also enhance emotional and 
spiritual well-being.

Memory and meaning
What we build says something about how we live, what we value, and who we are, both 
individually and as a society. Cultural institutions—such as theatres, libraries, museums, 
schools, sports facilities, government buildings, and places of worship—become symbols 
of shared values. Everyday places—like favourite markets, cafés, streets, and parks—form 
meaningful settings for cherished experiences and preserve our cultural memory.

Dignity and social justice
Architecture affects our sense of dignity and intersects with issues of human rights. Our 
personal and cultural identities intertwine with where we live, learn, work, and play. The 
built environment can help people feel fulfilled and hopeful or, conversely, depressed and 
demoralized. Good design accommodates everyone with dignity, enabling equal access and 
a sense of belonging. Issues like poverty and prejudice will never be solved by architecture 
alone, but good design can enhance social equity and foster pride and community.

Engagement, empowerment and reconciliation
People possess the power to influence the quality and direction of design in their 
communities. Informed participation by affected citizens can compel appropriate action 
and accountability, and lead to better built environments. By fostering genuine inclusion 
and mutual understanding, participatory design processes can become transformative 
vehicles of social agency and reconciliation. Listening, honesty, and openness are essential 
Indigenous principles that are crucial to any ethical planning and design process.

Architecture + Prosperity
A well-designed, resilient, and sustainable built environment enhances society’s ability 
to face the challenges of the 21st century. Human-induced climate change is causing 
extreme weather events with more frequency, threatening natural ecosystems and 
communities. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing environmental damage and 
social upheaval. Innovative and green technologies are not enough. A prosperous and 
resilient Canada also needs political will and public care for the collective well-being of 
our society and the planet.

Environmental stewardship
Architecture affects the planet’s health. Energy and water use in buildings and the waste 
generated in construction have significant impacts. Responsible architectural design 
offers long-lasting benefits for human health. Canada has the potential to lead the 
world in achieving sustainability targets and to advance research on environmentally 
responsible building materials, techniques, and systems.

Sustainable urbanism
Irresponsible urban sprawl is not sustainable. Cities must not simply become larger, 
but rather develop through planning and design strategies that consider appropriate 
density, diversity, and ways to enhance the quality of life. Sustainable communities 
require optimized infrastructure, movement systems, and water supply. Walkable 
developments and affordable housing with access to public space, civic institutions, 
schools, and social services forge healthy communities. A holistic approach to urban 
development, with environmental and social goals, is both necessary and urgent.

Equitable economic development
Architecture can act as a catalyst for economic prosperity. Investing in building design 
and city planning generates jobs in diverse sectors with long-term benefits. Well-
designed built environments can have reverberating economic benefits for energy 
production, healthcare, housing, and public safety. Strategic investments can stimulate 
private enterprise, job growth, and community prosperity. 

Adaption
Architecture creates the physical framework that becomes part of our social 
and economic culture for generations. Designers must consider the resiliency of 
new buildings over time to create environments that add to our social well-being. 
Creatively adapting existing infrastructure to new uses preserves the cultural memory 
of our communities. 
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Architecture + Potential 
This theme considers the implications of the future for Canadian architecture and its 
place in the world. Canadian architectural design and research is internationally respected. 
Innovation and empathy for people and the land can be strengthened by strong support for 
applied and academic research. Canada is already becoming a leader in the areas of wood 
building technologies, environmental stewardship, sustainable urbanism, and architecture 
in support of human rights, place-making, and community-building. Building this up for 
the future will help ensure that Canada continues to contribute to global architectural 
excellence, attract world-leading researchers, instilling local pride while inspiring future 
generations of Canadians. 

Architecture as a creative industry
A creative Canada needs invigorating architecture. Architecture is the enduring 
infrastructure that supports other modes of cultural production, enabling diverse arts to 
thrive. Buildings and cities can be designed as creative hubs, encouraging innovation and 
collaboration. The built environment is itself a repository of creativity, with capacity to teach 
the history of creative building solutions and inspire new design approaches. Investment in 
digital industries and other creative media must be matched with support for innovation in 
the design of physical settings where creativity is fostered.

Creative collaboration
Architectural design requires creative collaboration. Architecture routinely confronts 
complex circumstances and multi-faceted problems for which there is no single answer 
or obvious method of proceeding. Designing communities requires unique skills in various 
means of visual and verbal communication, and always working with and for others. 
Responding to the challenges of our time in an era of increased specialization requires the 
capability to comprehensively grasp and compellingly represent overarching intentions and 
long-term impacts in view of the common good.

Research and innovation
Architectural design is inherently a multi-disciplinary research enterprise. Each new building 
is a unique invention, created for a specific place and users. At the same time, design 
entails learning from past successes and mistakes, often adapting conventions to new 
circumstances with new approaches or innovative technologies. Architectural research 
spans many fields—engineering, natural sciences, social sciences, and the arts among 
them—and incorporates methods and findings from diverse disciplines, yielding benefits like 
direct research funding in the humanities, sciences, and engineering.

Education and the future of architecture
Architecture schools are uniquely positioned to support visionary, experimental, and 
controversial design research that benefits society by fostering creative innovation. Mixing 
enthusiastic experts with open-minded youth, academic environments balance real-world 
challenges with creative license, and offer the freedom to challenge conventional thinking 
and historical perspective. Architecture schools have the potential to not only educate the 
next generation of capable design professionals, but also to discover new possibilities for the 
discipline. These schools can become the testing grounds for holistically rethinking how to 
implement sustainable, just, and inspiring environments.

Centre d'Art Diane Dufresne, ACDF Architecture
Photo by Adrien Williams
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we started by researching and discussing strengths 
and weaknesses of the status quo. We examined how  
other countries were dealing with these questions.  
we found potential in an emerging global trend –  
the development of national architecture policies. 

It became clear that an architecture policy could provide both 
the opportunity to present a renewed vision for the professional 
and to galvanize the collective action needed to ensure 
better outcomes in the future. We also recognized that the 
development of an Architecture Policy for Canada would be the 
purview of the Federal Government. However, we recognized 
that our efforts could lead to much needed conversations 
within the profession, and with the public, while also outlining the 
benefits and key aspects that a future policy should address. 

5. What we Have learned

To supplement our own research and analysis, we started with 
a series of consultations within the profession of architecture. 
Simultaneously, a series of workshops with architecture students 
took place. Next, we participated in a statistically valid public 
polling and conducted an open online public survey. To round 
out our information, we commissioned a research paper on the 
history, evolution, and impact of architecture policies in Europe.

This section summarizes what we learned along the way.

To develop our recommendations, we started by examining 
the current state and discussing strengths and weaknesses of 
the status quo. We examined how the architectural profession 
in other countries were dealing with these questions. In the 
process we identified the potential in an emerging global trend 
– the development of national architecture policies.
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Consultations Within the Profession of Architecture
Rise for Architecture committee members crisscrossed the 
country talking with architects, and collaborators, about their 
hopes for a new vision for architecture in Canada. In a series of 
face-to-face workshops arranged with provincial and territorial 
associations of architecture as well as local and regional 
architectural organizations, we challenged architects to re-
imagine the practice of architecture and the built environment 
that Canadians inhabit. The conversations touched on why 
architecture matters, its potential for achieving better outcomes 
and what’s currently limiting that potential. Participants were 
drawn together by a shared sense of frustration that Canada’s 
architecture is being limited in its capacity to respond to the 
rapidly evolving needs of Canadian communities.  In total, these 
workshops were attended by over 1500 architects and members 
of the profession – roughly 15% of the profession in Canada.

Key observations from the feedback received during the consultations within the profession identified the 
strong support for critical needed changes including:

• There is strong belief that an Architecture Policy for Canada is needed and that it would have 
far reaching benefits for all Canadians. 

• There is consistent concern about need to accept greater responsibility with respect to 
reconciliation with indigenous people and thus a foundational acknowledgement of our 
responsibilities related to building on unceded and all traditional indigenous lands is needed.

• Issues of equity need to be foregrounded, including a need to strengthen commitments around 
inclusivity within the profession, for its processes and products of its designs.

• The profession needs to make stronger commitments in response to the climate crisis.
• The recommendations, as well as any potential architecture policies, needs to recognize the value 

of Canada-wide approaches while respecting the strength of regional distinctiveness.
• Perception that the issues being considered are more relevant or biased towards urbanized areas. 

The importance of ‘building’ community in remote, rural, and suburban environments is also 
critical.

• There is a need to raise public literacy around issues of quality and performance of 
architecture, including broad recognition of the benefit of early (childhood) education about 
architecture.

• Strengthened national voices are needed for architecture, including those for advocacy, 
regulation, and education.

• The culture within the profession of architecture, and the schools of architecture, needs to 
evolve to eliminate unhealthy practices and be fully grounded on principles of equity and respect.

• The profession needs a stronger commitment to consistently encouraging and facilitating the 
involvement of the community in design processes and decision-making.

• Long-term life-cycle costs and impacts need to be given far greater importance in the 
decisions leading to new buildings being built.

• Public procurement processes need to shift to be more value(s) based and public interest 
focused.

• Architects need to strengthen their commitment to putting the needs of people (building users 
as well as the broader community) first.

In total, these 
workshops were 
attended by over 1,500 
architects and members 
of the profession — 
roughly 15% of the 
profession in canada. 

Photo of Rise for  Architecture Committee
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The Voice of Students of Architecture
To engage students, and thus future practitioners, 
in the conversation, the Rise for Architecture 
initiative was extended to the Canadian 
Architecture Forums on Education (CAFÉs). 
Starting in 2019, the CAFÉ series brought together 
representatives from all 12 Canadian university 
schools of architecture at five campuses in Halifax, 
Montreal, Toronto, Winnipeg, and Calgary.

Involving students, professors, and extended 
professional communities, the forums featured 
presentations and roundtable discussions oriented 
around questions of how to enhance the quality of 
the built environment. The CAFÉ forums wrapped 
up in March 2020—just before the global pandemic 
shut down in-person gatherings. A CAFÉ Summary 
Report was published in September 2020 (See 
Appendix 4).

Five top concerns emerged from Canadian 
architecture schools:

• Climate change and environmental 
stewardship

• Meaningful community engagement and 
long-term social value

• Equity and inclusion
• Public health and personal well-being
• Culturally supportive and regionally 

appropriate design

Seeking Public Opinion
In 2021 and 2022 Rise for Architecture sought to 
broaden the conversation and obtain input of 
Canadians on the future of architecture in Canada. 
To seek public input, we utilized two distinct and 
complementary methods. Collectively, over 3000 
Canadians shared their voice.

• Independent statistically valid public polling
• Open online public survey

Independent Polling
In January of 2022 the Angus Reid Foundation 
was commissioned to complete a national poll 
based on a survey of a randomized sample of 
nearly 1,900 Canadian adults asking a variety of 
key questions focused on a deeper understanding 
of how the issues raised in the professional 
consultation are seen by the public.  The results 
are detailed in a summary report prepared by 
Angus Reid and attached in an appendix to this 
report (See Appendix 5).  Canadians want more 
inclusive communities that are welcoming for 
everyone, and improvements to accountability for 
creating them. Canadians are nearly unanimous in 
prioritizing accessibility (96%), aesthetic beauty 
(92%), and sustainability (90%) in new building and 
infrastructure developments.  They are also widely 
supportive of new roles which would be responsible 
for encouraging better design outcomes, such 
as a Chief Architect or similar title, in both their 
community (70%) and province (56%).

Canadians are nearly unanimous 
in prioritizing accessibility 
(96%), aesthetic beauty (92%), 
and sustainability (90%) in new 
building and infrastructure 
developments.  

Three quarters of Canadians say culture and 
heritage should be key considerations in 
community design. Yet almost 30% don’t see 
themselves and their culture reflected in their 
community, with visible minorities and Indigenous 
far less likely than Caucasian Canadians to feel 
this way. Only 11% of Canadians believe their 
communities are doing a really good job of 
protecting the environment.

Research also shows that a well-designed built environment helps to create 
sustainable, socially equitable, and inspiring communities. And yet, in Canada, 
we haven’t always considered this. The poll found that 51% of Canadians 
say development in their community is poorly planned. 47% admire the 
architecture where they live.  A very telling statistic is that 46% of Canadians 
asked, have ever provided feedback about a proposed development in 
their community and among those that had, only 7% felt their voice made a 
difference and 56% felt that when they did, they were not listened to at all.

Public Survey
Following the Angus Reid opinion poll, Rise for Architecture developed an 
in-depth online survey, which was circulated through a variety of social media 
channels. Over 1,110 individuals responded to the survey and provided an 
extensive collection of over 8,000 detailed comments. Respondents made 
clear the challenges they see facing their communities, concerns about the 
people and processes that shape their communities, and their desires for 
inspiring spaces. 

The results are detailed in a summary report in an appendix to this report (See 
Appendix 6).

Key findings include:

• Almost 65% of respondents were unsatisfied or very unsatisfied with 
the decision-making processes that shape their communities. 

• 50% of respondents were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with the 
performance of the people who design and plan their communities,

• 76% of respondents support the need for better policies to guide the 
planning and design of our communities, including the development 
of an Architecture Policy for Canada. 

Collectively the public polling and survey confirmed the need for change and 
serves as a wake-up call for the profession, its institutions, and governments.

Almost 65% of respondents 
were unsatisfied or 
very unsatisfied with 
the decision-making 
processes that shape their 
communities. 

65% 50% 76%

50% of respondents 
were dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied with the  
performance of the people 
who design and plan their 
communities,

76% of respondents support 
the need for better policies 
to guide the planning and 
design of our communities

Source: Reshaping Communities: Discontent 
with community design drives a push for more 
inclusive architecture, Angus Reid Institute, 
April 2022
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4 João Bento, Architecture as public policy. The role and effectiveness of national architectural policies in the 
European Union: The cases of Ireland, Scotland, and The Netherlands. PhD Thesis, University College London, 2017.
5  Bento, 2022, 74-75; see also p. 51 on design leadership and State Architects, and p. 10 on informal tools. 
6  Bento, 2022, 77-80.

Independent Research
The development and implementation of architecture policies in Europe over the last thirty 
years demonstrates their general effectiveness in promoting well-designed environments. 
According to João Bento, (See report in Appendix 7), 28 administrations in the European 
Union have an official architectural policy at the national level, plus Iceland, Norway, and 
Switzerland.1  

Despite differences in character and jurisdiction, all policies seek to raise awareness of 
the role of architecture in creating high-quality living environments. According to Bento, 
all policies are underpinned by three main shared principles: (1) sustainability, or quality of 
the environment; (2) aesthetics, or quality of experience; and (3) inclusion, or social value, 
affordability, and accessibility.

Moreover, all documents encompass a broad notion of architecture, meaning “not only 
buildings but also public spaces and all built elements that compose human settlements.” 
This interdisciplinary nature of architecture is communicated sometimes with other terms, 
such as spatial design in the Netherlands, place in the UK, design environment in Sweden, 
and building culture (Baukultur) in Germany.3   

Bento’s 2017 detailed case study of architecture policies in the Netherlands, Ireland and 
Scotland shows these comprehensive strategic initiatives and documents had substantial 
impacts in promoting best practices and fostering a quality placemaking culture4. Yet, as he 
observes, any positive impact relies on moving beyond well-meaning aspirations to effective 
implementation and design governance.

“ Across Europe, with very few exceptions, this move to more comprehensively 
deal with design as a strategic (national) policy priority is being increasingly 
prioritized… administrations that have never previously developed a 
comprehensive policy framework on architecture are now doing so.”2

As Bento cautions, the extent to which all such high-level policies have or 
will positively impact architectural design practices and produce better 
design results at regional levels remains to be seen. However, several 
beneficial impacts are clear. Positive impacts of policies include:5  

• Improved design governance processes – including cultural 
shifts in creating new communications networks and enabling 
open participatory negotiations and public consultations.

• Improved design leadership – and the related pursuit of design 
quality as a corporative community aim and holistic enterprise (in 
many cases this has involved appointment of a ‘State Architect’ 
or ‘Chief Government Architect’ or to provide design leadership 
and strategic advice to governments to improve the design of 
public buildings, promote spatial quality and foster a placemaking 
culture).

• Development of new informal design quality tools – 
persuasive and effective strategies, such as cultural place-value 
analysis and evidence-based delivery tools, that aim to build 
consensus and shape preferences of development actors.

• Improved interdepartmental coordination – especially among 
government ministries on design quality issues. 

Bento also identifies several limitations and challenges facing 
architecture policy development: 6

• The lack of statutory ‘status’ and regulatory tools – whereby 
even effective awareness-raising programs fail to influence 
decision-makers, especially those driven by short-term profits.

• Inter-sectoral barriers and the need for better co-
ordination – architecture policies must persuade a multi-level 
constellation of public administrators and managers having their 
own, sometimes divergent agendas and priorities. 

• Tenacity – long-term goals and the need to create a virtuous 
circle of production requires constant endeavors from all actors 
and continual awareness-raising to motivate producers and 
decision-makers and promote an informed public.

• Policy reorientation in a period of austerity – economic turns 
and financial crises make investment in quality design seem a low 
priority.

• Bridging with local authorities – building bottom-up and 
top-down relationships and goals to mutually support positive 
outcomes. 

1 João Bento, Architecture Policies in Europe: An Overview. Unpublished research report (London 2022), 8. See Bento’s list of 
strategic comprehensive policies on p. 35, and the summaries of each on the following pages.
2 Ibid, 8. 
3 Ibid, 9.

Okada Marshall House, D'Arcy Jones Architecture
Photo by Sama Jim Canzian
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To achieve our 
vision will require 
concerted effort by 
all who play a role in 
shaping communities. 
THIS COLLECTIVE EFFORT 
WILL BENEFIT ALL 
CANADIANS. 

6. THE POSSIBILITIES

A collective effort is required to achieve our vision of an 
inspiring future where all Canadians are supported by and are 
empowered to guide the design of their communities, where 
social and environmental justice shape every design decision, 
and where architecture is leveraged to celebrate diverse 
cultures, to lift the human spirit and contribute to a prosperous 
future will require concerted effort by all who play a role in 
shaping communities. This collective effort will benefit all 
Canadians.

As a result of future efforts resulting from our recommendations, we expect all 
Canadians to experience the following outcomes:

Healthier and More Equitable Communities
• Design that prioritizes human and environmental wellness 
• Human comfort, access to daylight and views, healthy ventilation, and 

active transportation 
• Universal accessibility as a baseline requirement for all new and 

renovated development 
• The cultural diversity of communities and Canadian society reflected in 

their buildings and public spaces
• The design of communities that respects and reflects the indigeneity of 

the lands on which they are built
• The quality of the architecture of our communities that is generally 

recognized as a driver of positive social and environmental outcomes

Better Architecture
• Buildings and public spaces that express the cultural diversity and values 

of those who use them
• Canadian Architecture that is admired for its beauty, substance, 

innovation, and positive social and environmental outcomes
• Architectural design solutions that prioritize high performance 

outcomes in durability, sustainability and energy and carbon footprints
• Architecture that is broadly acknowledged as a powerful agent of 

environment and social healing
• Design processes that fully engage communities and embrace public 

input as essential components of better architecture and as a core 
responsibility
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A Renewed Architectural Profession
• A robust redefinition of the ‘public interest’ 

for which the profession is to be held 
accountable to protect and enhance

• A profession empowered by a strong 
and clear vision and an understanding 
of it’s broader social and environmental 
responsibilities 

• Strong collaboration between the 
educational, regulatory and advocacy 
activities of the profession

Enhanced Institutions
• Schools of architecture that benefit from 

strong synergies with practicing architects 
and those that regulate them

• Regulators with a broader and more robust 
understanding of the public interest they 
are charged to protect

• Regulators with a clear and empowering 
understanding of their public interest 
advocacy capabilities and responsibilities

• A national advocacy voice that has a 
central role to strengthen the broader 
public understanding and appreciation of 
architecture

• A national advocacy organization that has a 
central role as an advocate for a strong and 
viable profession of architecture

• Governments at all levels that are 
aware of the social and environmental 
responsibilities of architecture and who are 
guided by robust public policies in achieving 
these possibilities

• Governments at all levels where the responsibilities for architecture are integrated and 
coordinated across the wide variety of public agencies and departments that deliver architectural 
projects

Improved Public Awareness and Engagement
• A public that gains a strong understanding of the value and impact of architectural design from an 

early age
• A robust public understanding of the broader ‘public interest’ to which architecture should be held 

accountable
• A public that feels empowered to engage with architectural design processes confident that their 

input will help to shape more positive and relevant outcomes 
• Strong mechanisms and processes for enabling the public to make architecture accountable

Healthy Business Climate
• An economically viable and healthy architectural profession where fair fees and good business 

practices empower design excellence
• Public procurement practices that prioritize the broader social and environmental public interest 

in architectural projects over risk avoidance and cost minimization
• An architectural profession that fully values the work and well-being of all who contribute to its work
• An architectural profession that is diverse, equitable, and inclusive, mirroring Canadian society 
• An architectural profession that values and integrates the talents and capabilities of immigrants to 

Canada with architectural training and skills

Enhanced Economic Impact in Canada and Abroad
• A strong and vibrant architectural profession that maximizes the economic benefit of it’s work
• A broad architectural design community that is empowered to innovate towards the 

enhancement the public value of architecture
• Architectural projects that fully consider the potential for positive economic impacts through their 

design
• A Canadian architectural design community that is admired and respected abroad and thus 

empowered to export their talents worldwide
• A Canadian public that recognizes and celebrates design excellence in architecture

OMG Stage, 5468798 Architecture
Photo by James Brittain Photography 
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Bold actions are required to achieve our vision. Some will 
be best led by individuals, or organizations, and others will 
require meaningful ongoing collaboration between a broad 
range of stakeholders.

The actions needed vary in terms of scale 
and potential impact. This is to be expected 
given the complex and intersecting nature of 
architecture. We have developed a series of key 
recommendations or themes that capture the 
most fundamental need for change.  It is these that 
are most pivotal for the future of architecture in 
Canada.

7. KEY RECOMMENDATIONS

It is important to acknowledge that much good 
work is already being done, by many within the 
profession in Canada, that is focused on improving 
many of the outcomes desired by these actions. 
Identifying the need for these actions is not 
intended to diminish the value of the work already 
being done but rather to identify that more is 
needed, and that a broader and more coordinated 
response is in the public interest.

Bold actions are required to achieve our vision. Some of these actions 
will be best led by individuals, or individual organizations, and others 
will require meaningful ongoing collaboration between a broad range of 
organizations and stakeholders. This requires creating new partnerships 
both within the profession and between the profession and governments. 
This is what is needed so that all Canadians receive the lasting benefits of 
better designed communities.
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Collaborate to achieve the goal of an architecture policy for canada. 

Our consultations confirm that there is broad support, within both the profession and the public, for 
the creation of better policies to shape the built environment including consistently strong support for 
the creation of an architecture policy for Canada.  This remains a key objective and achieving this will 
require coordination and collaboration by all industry partners. The process of obtaining a commitment 
from governments followed by further consultation and development will be lengthy.  The professions’ 
governing organizations can play a key role, and this will require ongoing commitment, support, and 
collaboration.

Expand the definition of public interest.

While the range of professional responsibilities is wide, the emphasis for professional regulation is on 
conduct related to public interest. For this purpose, public interest tends to relate to life-safety and 
building code issues. While these elements remain critical, the impact of architecture extends far beyond 
these narrower issues. It is time to challenge this fundamental assumption that underpins professional 
conduct and hold us to a higher standard. Truly responding to the public interest should include having 
positive impact on a more complete range of factors we influence.  

COMMIT TO DRAMATICALLY IMPROVING EQUITY WITHIN THE PROFESSION.

It is understood that the profession is not reflective enough of the diversity of the community it serves.  
There are many reasons for this. However, this is not the time to focus on the constraints of the past. It 
is time to move forward with a clear goal of building a more equitable and diverse profession.  This will 
involve reversing the long-standing gender imbalance as well as addressing a more complete range of 
equity imbalances. This also includes addressing issues such as the prevalence of unfair labour practices 
within some areas of the profession and the unique challenges faced by foreign trained architects. 
Equity issues within the profession extend beyond those specifically identified above. A comprehensive 
response is needed that not only addresses these issues but also seeks to identify and eliminate existing 
and future barriers and systemic problems impacting equity.

Facilitate the meaningful involvement of the public in the processes shaping their 
communities.

While public consultation has long been present in many architectural projects, we have heard repeatedly 
about the need for much more significant and meaningful involvement by those utilizing and impacted by 
the built environment.  The profession must shift its mindset and recognize that the broader social justice 
potential and responsibilities, impacted by architecture, can only be addressed with recognition that 
the voice of the user is a fundamental requirement. Achieving this will require a broad commitment from 
practitioners and support of all the institutions within the profession. 

Make stronger commitments as individual Architects, Technologists and Firms to 
contribute to solutions to the big social and environmental challenges of our time.

There are many actions that can be undertaken by individual architects and architecture firms 
independently that will improve the positive impact architecture has on significant social challenges.  
These include challenges such as the climate crisis, reconciliation, equity and inclusion, and housing 
affordability. We can commit to greater attention to these issues without the need for intervention by 
governments or regulators. What is required is collaboration and a shared commitment. 

RENEW the governance relationships between organizations within the profession, 
including regulators, Schools, and the RAIC, as well as with governments.

The key organizations that serve the public and the profession, such as the regulators, the schools of 
architecture and advocacy organizations including the RAIC, have a responsibility to collaborate and 
work together to support the advancement of the profession in the public interest. While some aspects 
of these intersecting relationship are constructive and effective, many are not.  To fulfill our shared 
responsibility, a new and coordinated working relationship needs to be defined and established.  This 
renewed relationship is to be based upon mutual support and recognition of the unique ways that each 
stakeholder organization contributes to better communities, and the ultimate aim of these collective 
efforts being in support of ambitions far greater than any one organization.

We call on all 
stakeholders to:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
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In addition to the key recommendations, there are many other needed changes 
that require action. We have organized these actions by category of who should be 
involved and/or take the lead in pursuing them.

8. DETAILED ACTION ITEMS

We call on the entirety of the architectural profession to:

1. Strengthen collaboration and working relationship between the key stakeholders: the regulators, 
the schools and advocacy organizations. 

2. Strengthen collaboration and working relationship between the full range of allied professional and 
stakeholder organizations related to the built environments. 

3. Develop and implement strategies to improve diversity, equity, and inclusion within the profession.
4. Develop strategies to integrate Indigenous design perspectives and knowledge in response to the 

TRC Calls to Action.
5. Commit to a more urgent response to the climate crisis. 
6. Participate in increasing the integration of education and experiential learning with the objective of 

streamlining pathways to licensure, including the consideration of expanding broadly experienced 
and Syllabus programs.

7. Examine the effectiveness of limiting architectural professional degrees to Masters level programs.
8. Evaluate and consider the adequacy and capacity within the educational system for both 

professional and technical degree programs to ensure that Canada has a sustainable level of 
architects and technologists.

9. 9.Invest in ongoing public education and awareness campaigns aimed at imparting the 
importance of high-quality built environments.

10. Advocate with the Federal Government for the development and implementation of an 
Architecture Policy for Canada with the intention of improving accountability for architecture 
within government.

11. Establish and support an ongoing mechanism for identifying and implementing change as the 
needs of society evolve in the future. 

Actions for the entirety of the profession will require collaboration among the regulators (through ROAC), 
the schools of architecture (through CCUSA) and the key advocacy organizations (such as the RAIC). 
These groups should work together to identify how best to collaborate on implementation and who 
should take the lead on each initiative. Furthermore, while these actions are written with the profession 
of architecture in mind, they apply generally to and will require broader collaboration with the larger 
professional community engaged on the design of the built environment.

We call on the Regulators of the Profession to:

1. Review and expand the definition of public interest to be inclusive of broader societal and 
environmental concerns and extend expectations of professional conduct accordingly.

2. Review and adjust regulatory frameworks and policies to be more agile, timely, and responsive to 
the rapidly changing needs of Canadians and the Profession.

3. Ensure appropriate ongoing funding and support to sustain national regulatory committees and 
initiatives including the supports necessary to ensure ongoing succession of volunteers and 
protection of institutional knowledge.

4. Review and identify unnecessary barriers to licensure and implement changes to reduce them and 
streamline processes. 

5. Review and share best practices for ensuring equitable access to licensure. 
6. Define and defend an appropriate public interest advocacy role for the regulators.
7. Seek to eliminate unnecessary barriers to innovative forms of practice and emerging business 

models
8. To the extent possible, encourage and facilitate membership, by architects, in local and national 

advocacy organizations.
9. Review unnecessary barriers that restrict fair public comment by architects on architecture.

We call on Schools of Architecture to:

1. Enhance and diversify collaboration and knowledge exchange between academic and 
professional sectors.

2. Enhance and increase interdisciplinary collaborations and learning experiences within the 
university and with other educational institutions.

3. Re-imagine design studio cultures to foster collaborative skills.
4. Work with the regulators to assess and enhance professional practice courses 
5. Collaborate with regulators to create more agile systems of accreditation.
6. Collaborate with regulators to create more agile systems of licensure.
7. Review recruitment and admissions process for accessibility and non-traditional students.
8. Increase focus on teaching human behaviour and social outcomes within the curriculum.

We call on advocacy organizations, including the Royal Architectural Institute of Canada to:

1. Increase membership and engagement with registered architects.
2. Consider modifying the RAIC Board composition to increase understanding and awareness of 

current regulatory issues and constraints.
3. Support the establishment of additional organizations to fill gaps in advocacy or expand range of 

advocacy to include the business interests of architects.
4. Better define and communicate the limits of its advocacy mandate.
5. Redirect more funding to its core advocacy functions.
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We call on individual architects, technologists, and architectural firms to:

1. Commit to honouring a broader understanding of the public interest, through the quality of design 
and individual and practice behaviour.

2. Commit to active engagement of communities in design processes and outcomes and to 
strengthen diverse and equitable access to consultations.

3. Use their agency and voice to be stronger advocates for positive social outcomes.
4. Commit to a more urgent response to the climate crisis through the actions of their firms and the 

outcomes of their design work.  
5. Commit to fair labour practices within the profession.
6. Commit to fair fee practices within the profession.
7. Commit to the ongoing support, mentorship, and development of future architects.
8. Improve diversity, equity, and inclusion in recruitment, hiring and promotion practices.
9. Pursue every design regardless of scale or prestige as an opportunity to improve the health and 

happiness of people and the planet.
10. Advocate, at the local level, for the need for better policies on Architecture, including an 

Architecture Policy for Canada.

We call on all levels of Federal, Provincial and Municipal Governments to:

1. Create comprehensive architecture policies, including an Architecture Policy for Canada, that 
operate across all agencies of government that set out enhanced expectations from the built 
environment and strategies to achieve them.

2. Leverage the significant impact architecture makes in Canadian communities, including 
supporting the environment, economy, and Canadian cultures.

3. Recognize the potential of public projects to drive change and commit to delivering these projects 
as exemplars.

4. Enhance research, innovation and education that develops and supports Canadian expertise as 
world leaders in the design of inclusive, resilient, and sustainable built environments. 

5. Develop education programs within grade school curriculums to encourage greater literacy of the 
built environment.

6. Strengthen programs that support the preservation of cultural heritage, retrofit and adaptive re-
use.

7. Review and strengthen building codes and policies on the built environment in response to the 
climate crisis in view of national and international sustainability commitments 

8. Clarify and strengthen accountability for architectural quality within government ministries and 
departments 

9. Review and improve the effectiveness of procurement practices to support broader positive 
social and environmental outcomes.

10. Contribute to the celebration of the world class quality of Canadian Architecture (promote 
Canadian architectural expertise abroad)

11. Rethink the definition of “public interest” to ensure that the profession has responsibility for the 
impact of their work on the health and wellness of people and the planet.

We call on all levels of 
Federal, Provincial and 
Municipal Governments 

to Create comprehensive 
architecture policies, 

including an Architecture 
Policy for Canada, that 

operate across all agencies 
of government to set out 

enhanced expectations from 
the built environment and 

strategies to achieve them.
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An Architecture Policy would empower people to pursue positive change. It would be open to evolution 
and would be responsive to the diversity of local situations and changing needs over time. The creation of 
an Architecture Policy is a multidisciplinary enterprise, integrating knowledge and building collaboration 
across the design, planning and construction industries, and various sectors of government. The value of 
this is far-reaching and lasting.

Why does Canada need an architecture policy?

• To create better built environments for people  
• To guide governments in leveraging architectural opportunities to support desirable social 

outcomes
• To cultivate public understanding of architectural value 
• To make Canada more compelling and competitive on the world stage
• To strengthen the advocacy voice for architecture across Canada

To Create Better Built Environments for People
An Architecture Policy for Canada will help create buildings and public spaces that are more culturally 
vibrant and environmentally responsible, making citizens and cities safer, healthier, and happier. The 
goal is to create more beautiful, meaningful, and resilient places for society to live, work and play, while 
contributing to economic prosperity and national pride.

To Guide Governments in Leveraging Architectural Opportunities to Support 
Desirable Social Outcomes
Architecture intersects the mandate of many federal, provincial, and municipal ministries and agencies. 
Yet, there is no single Minister or individual focused on maximizing the potential for positive impact through 
architecture.

By synthesizing disparate concerns about the built environment, an Architecture Policy for Canada 
would assist all agencies in leveraging architectural opportunities for cultural and economic prosperity. 

An Architecture Policy for Canada would help 
protect and enrich Canada’s architectural heritage; 
contribute to responsible development; foster 
more sustainable cities; and advance innovation in 
design and technology. An Architecture Policy for 
Canada would inform and guide decision makers, 
at all levels, in developing appropriate goals and 
actions in their respective jurisdictions. As Canada 
continues to grow, diversify, and reconcile with 
its past, the vision for its cultural expression will 
continue to evolve.

As a critical component of Canada’s culture, 
architecture is core to ongoing discussions about 
Canada’s future.

To Cultivate Public Understanding of 
Architectural Value
Architecture affects all of us all the time. But even 
though architecture is everywhere, people rarely 
consider the important role it plays in everyday life. 
An Architecture Policy for Canada would bring to 
public attention the multifaceted significance of 
architecture.

This policy will help Canadians appreciate how 
architecture and urban planning can improve daily 
life and create more suitable, sustainable, and 
inspiring places. A policy would demonstrate how 
architecture can cultivate individual and collective 
well-being, build community, express culture, 
stimulate the economy, ameliorate climate change, 
foster resiliency, and fuel the imagination. An 
Architecture Policy for Canada would also inspire 
the public to participate in design processes, and to 
appreciate the power of informed public discourse 
to steer those processes in ways that improve daily 
life for individuals, families, and communities.

9. Towards an Architecture policy for Canada

An Architecture Policy is an aspirational document. Whereas a building code sets 
minimum standards, an Architecture Policy for Canada would set ambitious goals 
and establish accountability for success. A policy would describe how the built 
environment contributes to social, cultural, and economic well-being of Canadians 
and provide expectations for politicians, professionals, and the public on how to 
achieve more sustainable, just, and inspiring communities.

Galerie D'Art Beaverbrook Art Gallery Expansion
MacKay-Lyons Sweetapple Architects Ltd.
Photo by James Brittain
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To Making Canada More Compelling and 
Competitive on the World Stage
Canada holds a highly respected position in 
world architecture including global leadership in 
sustainable design practices, the inspiring legacy of 
Expo ’67, and 10,000 years of First Nations building 
traditions. Focusing public investment in a better 
built environment will ensure Canada and Canadian 
architecture remain compelling and competitive on 
the world stage. Promoting Canadian architecture 
will earn international commissions for Canadian 
designers and related businesses; bring broad 
recognition to Canadian design excellence; 
bolster national pride; generate tourism; attract 
foreign investment; advance building research; 
and fuel economies. Promoting architecture as a 
cultural export is aligned with government goals for 
increased international trade. Supporting research 
in building design, urban planning, and related fields 
will also strategically position Canada on global 
initiatives concerning environmental protection 
and human rights, including the Paris Climate 
Agreement and the United Nations Sustainable 
Development Goals.

To Strengthen the Practice of 
Architecture and its Advocacy Voice 
Across Canada.
The number of professional architects in Canada 
is relatively small, but they have a significant 
impact on the national economy and Canadian 
identity. Capital investment creates jobs in diverse 
sectors, and buildings can last for generations, 
indelibly affecting the image and experience of 
cities. Though profoundly significant, the practice 
of architecture is challenged by rapidly changing 

technology and economic imperatives that 
undervalue careful design thinking and long-term 
cultural investments. An Architecture Policy for 
Canada would guide the various design advocacy 
voices across the country.

An Architecture Policy for Canada would create 
an ambitious aspirational vision for architectural 
excellence in Canada, inspiring present and future 
generations of designers. A policy would bring 
together professionals, regulators, academics, 
and non-profit organizations with a common goal 
of improving the built environment for the public 
good. Implementing the policy would forge new 
partnerships between architects and practitioners 
in related fields (such as landscape architecture, 
city planning, interior design, environmental 
technology, building science, the construction 
industry, and the arts), as well as among multi-
disciplinary designers, politicians, and the public. 
The benefits of this are far-reaching.

An Architecture Policy for Canada would 
create an ambitious aspirational vision 
for architectural excellence in Canada, 
inspiring present and future generations of 
designers. A policy would bring together 
professionals, regulators, academics, and 
non-profit organizations with a common goal 
of improving the built environment for the 
public good.

By creating an Architecture Policy, Canada 
would join many other countries, including 
Australia and most western European countries, 
in making architectural heritage and innovation 
national priorities. It would challenge all those 
with a role to play in shaping our communities to 
take responsibilities for a wider range or positive 
outcomes. National Architectural Policies have 
led to many positive changes within the countries 
where they have been created.  This impact 
has been facilitated by government resolutions 
acknowledging architecture’s role in enhancing 
quality of life, and by legislation encouraging 
responsible investment and sustainable 
development.

An Architecture Policy for Canada will also 
complement recent Canadian policies and 
initiatives, including the National Housing 
Strategy, the Smart Cities Challenge, and the 
Creative Canada policy framework. It would 
promote creative solutions to affordable housing 
and infrastructure, and encourage continued 
investment in high quality museums, performing 
arts facilities, research centers, educational 
environments, libraries, archives, public spaces, 
and related cultural institutions.

An Architecture Policy for Canada will advance 
architecture as the essential cultural infrastructure 
that accommodates other modes of cultural 
production, enabling diverse arts to thrive. An 
Architecture Policy for Canada will support and 
guide strategic allocations of the Canada Cultural 
Spaces Fund, and further contribute to the Canada 
2020 policy for envisioning Canada’s future. 

Codifying a strong vision into a policy framework 
can help make all those who have a role to play 
more accountable, more creative and ensure 
better outcomes within a set of commonly shared 
Canadian values and aspirations. 

Cap-aux-meules et Îles de la Madeleine, 
Bourgeois / Lechasseur Architects 
Photo by Adrien Williams



52 VISION FOR THE FUTURE TOWARDS AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 53

10. Next Steps

This report marks the end of the second phase of this initiative. 
During phase 3, the focus will be to shift to implementation of 
recommended actions. This section provides an overview of 
the process so far and provides our recommendations on how 
the initiative should be governed, funded, and implemented 
over the next several years.

The Rise for Architecture initiative has been led by a volunteer committee 
consisting of representatives from the Regulatory Organizations of Architecture 
in Canada (ROAC -formerly CALA), the Canadian Council of University Schools 
of Architecture (CCUSA) and the Royal Architectural Institute of Canada 
(RAIC). From 2015 to 2018 the group consisted for members representing 
ROAC and CCUSA. Representatives from the RAIC joined in 2018. The primarily 
volunteer nature of the initiative has been a significant limiting factor in moving 
the initiative forward and it is our view that a new governance and funding 
model is needed for the next phase.

Based on the work during the first two phases of the RISE Work Plan and the 
findings and recommendations contained in this summary report the Rise For 
Architecture Steering Committee recommends that ROAC, in partnership with 
RAIC and CCUSA, proceed with the work of the next Phase of the RISE Work 
Plan as originally outlined. 

To move forward with the recommendations in the summary report we recommend that the 
following actions be undertaken:

1. Establish a formal collaboration agreement between ROAC, RAIC, and CCUSA that 
sets out the structure, objectives, timelines, and funding obligations for the Rise For 
Architecture Project.

2. Agree that the work to be undertaken will be funded with contributions from the 
participating governance organizations as follows:

• ROAC – per capita funding from licensed architects in all jurisdictions in the 
country except those that opt out as per the ROAC operating practices

• RAIC – financial and in-kind contributions to be determined
• CCUSA – financial and in-kind contributions to be determined
• Federal Government – grants to be determined
• Private Fundraising – from foundations and corporate sponsorships as 

available
3. Seek out and formalize additional national collaborations with the governance 

organizations of allied built environment design professions in urban planning, urban 
design, landscape architecture, interior design, and engineering. 

4. Establish an Implementation Working Group with balanced representation from the 
three partner organizations with a 6-12 month mandate to develop the necessary 
core partnership agreements, a work plan, a detailed multi-year budget and funding 
plan

5. Refine and confirm an organizational and governance structure with a 3-5 year 
mandate for the Rise For Architecture Project with clear responsibilities, authorities, 
and accountability for achieving the desired outcomes as follows:

• Implementing change for the profession through collaboration with each other 
and with external partners

• An Architecture Policy for Canada developed through collaboration with the 
Government of Canada

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3

Development of Consultation 
Materials and Process

• Develop outline of issues
• Develop consultation process
• Establish funding structure

Professional and Public 
Consultation

• Seek input on thematic areas
• Collage and summarize 

feedback
• Produce recommendations 

for implemntation

Implementation of 
Reccomendations

• Seek input on thematic areas
• Collage and summarize 

feedback
• Produce recommendations for 

implemntation
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The committee’s work was enhanced by the valuable contributions of advisory 
group members. Our work would not have been possible without the support 
and collaboration provided by key organizations and consultants.  These 
included Alain Rabeau, Amanda Leier, Marga Lopez, Kevin Fukawa, Gina Page, 
João Bento, Laura Lee, and the Angus Reid Foundation. 

Our efforts were shaped by a deep optimism in the role that architecture plays 
in supporting healthy, vibrant, and inclusive communities. While this report 
represents the end of this phase of work, we are confident that it will be a 
catalyst helping to achieve:

The committee would like to thank the many people who 
have supported and participated in this initiative over the 
past years. We are grateful for the overwhelming interest 
and support from within the profession and for passion and 
concerns raised by the public across Canada.

An inspiring future where all Canadians are 
supported by and are empowered to guide the 
design of their communities, where social 
and environmental justice shape every design 
decision, and where architecture is leveraged 
to celebrate diverse cultures, to lift the human 
spirit and contribute to a prosperous future.

11. CONCLUSION

Unbridled Path
Acre Architects Inc. 
Photo by Acre Architects Inc.
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The Rise for Architecture initiative was led by a volunteer committee consisting of represen-
tatives from the Regulatory Organizations of Architecture in Canada (ROAC -formerly CALA), 
the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA) and the Royal Architec-
tural Institute of Canada (RAIC). The following were the primary committee members, and 
this report has been prepared on their behalf.

Appendix 1.

Steering Committee  
and Advisory Group members

CALA/ROAC
Karen Chantler
Darryl Condon 
Toon Dreessen 
David Edwards
Scott Kemp
Therese LeBlanc
Gordon Richards
John Stephenson
Mark Vernon

CALA/ROAC
Nathalie Dion 
Celeste Mackay
Don Sterritt

CCUSA
John Bass
David Fortin
Ron Kellett
Lola Sheppard
Martin Bressani

CCUSA
Lisa Landrum

RAIC
Jason Robbins
Drew Hauser

RAIC
Mike Brennan
Giovanna Boniface
John Brown
Michael Cox

Rise for Architecture Committee Members

Previous Rise for Architecture Committee Participants
At various times over the past several years, others have contributed to the committee’s work.



Diana Anderson 
Kelly Bapty
Carol Belanger
Jeremy Bryant  
Diogo Burnay 
Sarah Colven
Jennifer Cutbill
Renée Daoust 
Danica Djurkovic 

Heather  Dubbeldam
Bernie Flaman
David Fortin
Lyette Fortin
Ray Gosselin
Jon Hobbs
Patrick Lefebvre
Beth MacLeod
Shawn Micallef

Bob Webster
Glen Murray
Alana Quock
Jeanna South
Don Sterritt
Brent Toderian

Advisory Group Members – March 2022

Furthermore, an advisory group of diverse members of the Canadian architecture, design and planning 
community were consulted periodically to seek feedback as the work progressed.

The committee is grateful for all that supported this initiative.
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Appendix 2.

Consultation Documents

Rise for Architecture Committee Members Previous Rise for Architecture Committee Participants

To galvanize meaningful conversation about the future of architecture in Canada, we 
developed a framework for hosting conversations and seeking feedback on a renewed vision 
for architecture in Canada. As part of this framework we developed consultation documents 
organizing the wide range of factors that architecture influences into four thematic areas:

This became the organizing structure by which we hosted conversations and encouraged 
feedback. It helped to articulate the wide range of value that architecture has in our 
communities, and the resultant documents became our articulation of a Vision of Values.

Following are the consultation documents utilized during both the public consultation and 
professional consultation phases.

Place. People. Prosperity. Potential.

Link

https://riseforarchitecture.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/RFA_Document_ENG2022.pdf


Building Thriving
Communities 
For All Canadians

Vision of Value

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

Building Thriving
Communities 
For All CanadiansFor All Canadians

Vision of Value

Toward an Architecture Policy for CanadaToward an Architecture Policy for Canada
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Building Thriving
Communities 
For All Canadians

Vision of Value

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

Summer  2021: Version 2

Architects’ Association of New Brunswick
Association des architectes du Nouveau-Brunswick

Architects Association of Prince Edward Island

Architectural Institute of British Columbia

Newfoundland and Labrador Association of Architects

Nova Scotia Association of Architects

Northwest Territories Association of Architects

Ontario Association of Architects

Saskatchewan Association of Architects

The Alberta Association of Architects

Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture Royal Architectural Institute of Canada
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture Institut royal d’architecture du Canada

Any architecture policy for Canada must respect the United Nations Declaration 
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples; advance the Calls to Action of the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission of Canada; and acknowledge renewed commitments 
to nation-to-nation relations between Canada and First Nations, Inuit and Métis 
peoples, based on recognition of rights, respect, co-operation and partnership.

Rise For Architecture forums and consultation processes aim to include meaningful 
dialogue with Indigenous peoples to gain knowledge of their cultural values; to help 
sustain their self-determined practices and design principles; and to develop better 
informed and more effective policies and programs for Canadians.

This initiative values the presence, livelihood and well-being of Canada’s diverse 
Indigenous peoples. Indigenous rights, values and design principles are foundational 
priorities, underpinning and traversing the four themes: Place, People, Prosperity 
and Potential.

This project is a partnership of 
the following organizations:
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Knowing the impact of architecture, and understanding how and why it matters, is crucial to achieving 
positive social outcomes shaped by the built environment. This document provides a framework to 
orient public conversations around four themes: Place, People, Prosperity, and Potential.

Underlying these four themes and their key aspects is the need to address the critical challenge of the 
climate change emergency and to support the presence, livelihood, and well-being of diverse Indigenous 
peoples across this land.   

Architecture + PLACE 
Examines the impact on identity and cultural 
vitality from the perspective of:

• Context and Scale.
• Land and Resources. 
• Cultural Heritage and Vitality. 
• Forging Community. 

Architecture + PEOPLE
Explores the impact on the well-being of individuals 
and groups by considering: 

• Health and Happiness.
• Memory and Meaning. 
• Dignity, Inclusion, and Social Justice. 
• Engagement, Empowerment, and Reconciliation.

Architecture + PROSPERITY 
Looks at the impact on communities 
of all kinds, including:

• Environmental Stewardship. 
• Sustainable Urbanism.
• Equitable Economic Development. 
• Adaptation and Resilience.

Architecture + POTENTIAL
Considers the impact on the future and Canada’s 
place in the world in terms of:

• Architecture as a Creative Industry. 
• Creative Collaboration.
• Research and Innovation. 
• Education and the Future of Architecture.

Vision
of Value
All Canadians deserve healthy, thriving, and 
vibrant communities that support their lives and 
ambitions. The built environment plays a key role 
in supporting communities of all sizes.

Architecture that shapes the built environment 
affects all of us all the time, yet people rarely consider 
the important impact it has on their everyday life. 
Architecture matters on many levels. It expresses 
who we are as a society and where we have come 
from, shaping diverse cultures and values. Architecture 
reflects not only the past and present, but also 
ambitions for the future. Its beauty inspires us, while 
its utility supports and enriches daily life. 

At the same time, Canadian communities are 
facing many serious challenges implicating the built 
environment, including housing affordability, public 
health and safety, rapid urbanization, economic 
and social resilience, as well as the need to adapt 
to the climate change crisis. The need for long-
term policies to create meaningful and resilient 
environments has never been more important. 
Now is the time for urban and architectural design 
to support sustainable development, social justice 
and the goals of truth and reconciliation. What we 
build, and how we build it, can be a powerful agent for 
positive, long-term social change. 

This document sets out a framework for all Canadians 
to become involved in a public conversation about 
the key role design plays in improving the quality of 
the built environment and lives of Canadians. It details 
describes the issues through four overarching themes 
(People, Place, Prosperity and Potential) and poses 
several important questions to stimulate discussion. 

All Canadians deserve healthy, thriving, and All Canadians deserve healthy, thriving, and 
vibrant communities that support their lives and vibrant communities that support their lives and 
ambitions. The built environment plays a key role ambitions. The built environment plays a key role 
in supporting communities of all sizes.in supporting communities of all sizes.

Architecture that shapes the built environment 
affects all of us all the time, yet people rarely consider 
the important impact it has on their everyday life. 
Architecture matters on many levels. It expresses 
who we are as a society and where we have come 
from, shaping diverse cultures and values. Architecture 
reflects not only the past and present, but also 
ambitions for the future. Its beauty inspires us, while 
its utility supports and enriches daily life. 

At the same time, Canadian communities are 
facing many serious challenges implicating the built 
environment, including housing affordability, public 
health and safety, rapid urbanization, economic 
and social resilience, as well as the need to adapt 
to the climate change crisis. The need for long-
term policies to create meaningful and resilient 
environments has never been more important. 
Now is the time for urban and architectural design 
to support sustainable development, social justice 
and the goals of truth and reconciliation. What we 
build, and how we build it, can be a powerful agent for 
positive, long-term social change. 

This document sets out a framework for all Canadians 
to become involved in a public conversation about 
the key role design plays in improving the quality of 
the built environment and lives of Canadians. It details 
describes the issues through four overarching themes 
(People, Place, Prosperity and Potential) and poses 
several important questions to stimulate discussion. 

These vital public consultations aim to gather diverse 
perspectives and establish a broad consensus 
on initiatives that will inevitably support healthy 
communities across the country. 

Public conversations will give Canadians a voice in 
shaping built environment policies and empower the 
public to participate in the design process. The process 
will explore how a well-designed built environment can 
cultivate community well-being, build identity, express 
culture, stimulate the economy, respect the planet, 
respond to climate change, foster resiliency, lift the 
human spirit and fuel the imagination.

The results of these conversations 
will support an aspirational vision 
for building thriving communities 
for all Canadians.

This vision will provide guidance to politicians, 
professionals, and the public on how to achieve 
more sustainable, just, and inspiring communities 
that are more culturally vibrant and environmentally 
responsible, while contributing to economic prosperity 
and civic pride. This vision will also inspire present 
and future generations of citizens and city-builders 
to improve the built environment, strengthening the 
ecological, social, cultural, and economic well-being of 
communities. 



4 VISION OF VALUE TOWARD AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 54 VISION OF VALUE

Canada covers a vast and varied landscape 
with both common characteristics and unique 
regional di�erences. “Place” is defined by 
interdependent conditions such as topography, 
climate, habitats, Indigenous tradition, infra-
structure, regional history, laws and customs, 
and cultural heritage. This requires sympathetic 
and creative design practices.

This theme considers architecture’s impact on 
individual and collective identity. It focuses 
on the importance of the land on which a project 
is built and investigates the importance of 
respecting its unique geographic and cultural 
characteristics.  

Architecture + Place

CONTEXT AND SCALE
Good architecture enhances people’s connection with place. Regardless of a 
community’s size and location, developing appropriate architecture requires 
listening to locals, learning from regional circumstances, and collaborating with 
other professionals in the creation of a quality-built environment. This is as 
equally true for dense urban metropolises and their diverse neighbourhoods 
as it is for sparsely populated towns and remote settlements. 

LAND AND RESOURCES
Canada covers an awe-inspiringly vast, varied, and vulnerable terrain, rich with 
natural resources crucial for wildlife, biodiversity, sustainable ways of life, and 
industry. The Canadian landscape is also saturated with spiritual significance 
and long history of use by Indigenous Peoples. Designing in relation to place 
involves creative responses to inspiring geography and local materials, with 
a deep respect for natural and human ecosystems.

CULTURAL HERITAGE
Architecture reflects Canadian culture and is a medium of artistic expression. 
Cultural landmarks, like the villages of Haida Gwaii the grain elevators of the 
Prairies, and the ‘jelly-bean’ row houses of Eastern Canada form key unique 
elements of the collective memory and shared experience of Place—they 
have come to symbolize ways of life for local communities. Cultural values are 
deeply embodied via local materials, unique building techniques, ornamental 
details, and craft. Architectural heritage conserves a record of a community’s 
values over time. Canada’s multicultural populations are sources of social 
strength, vibrancy and creativity and the diverse First Nations, Inuit, and Metis 
Peoples are vital and definitive agents of this cultural richness.

FORGING COMMUNITY
Architecture shapes the physical environment, which, in turn, helps shape 
social experience. Cityscapes and landscapes provide a framework for social 
engagement, influencing daily routines as well as civic celebrations and 
community events. These shared social experiences contribute to a diverse and 
inclusive collective identity and a culture of acceptance held dearly by Canadians.

TOWARD AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 5TOWARD AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 5
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Architecture + People

HEALTH AND HAPPINESS
The quality of architecture is linked to the quality of life. Well-designed 
environments foster physical and psychological health. Spaces with access 
to daylight, fresh air, and pleasant views not only improve productivity and 
reduce illness, but also enhance emotional and spiritual well-being.

MEMORY AND MEANING
What we build says something about how we live, what we value, and who we 
are, both individually and as a society. Cultural institutions—such as theatres, 
libraries, museums, schools, sports facilities, government buildings, and 
places of worship—become symbols of shared values. Everyday places—like 
favourite markets, cafés, streets, and parks—form meaningful settings for 
cherished experiences and preserve our cultural memory.

DIGNITY AND SOCIAL JUSTICE
Architecture affects our sense of dignity and intersects with issues of human 
rights. Our personal and cultural identities intertwine with where we live, 
learn, work, and play. The built environment can help people feel fulfilled and 
hopeful or, conversely, depressed and demoralized. Good design accommo-
dates everyone with dignity, enabling equal access and a sense of belonging. 
Issues like poverty and prejudice will never be solved by architecture alone, 
but good design can enhance social equity and foster pride and community.

ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT, AND RECONCILIATION
People possess the power to influence the quality and direction of design in 
their communities. Informed participation by affected citizens can compel 
appropriate action and accountability, and lead to better built environments. 
By fostering genuine inclusion and mutual understanding, participatory 
design processes can become transformative vehicles of social agency and 
reconciliation. Listening, honesty, and openness are essential Indigenous 
principles that are crucial to any ethical planning and design process.
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Architecture can enhance our lives on many 
levels, potentially helping Canadians have 
enjoyable, engaging, and meaningful lives. 
  the built environment; they are living, breathing, 
striving, and thinking individuals whose diverse 
backgrounds and capabilities, occupations and 
aspirations, actively make Canada what it is and 
show what it can be. Architecture provides safe 
and suitable settings in which people live, work, 
and play; it shapes daily life in ways that foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspires 
personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulates wonder and respect for the 
complex world we share and must sustain.
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A well-designed, resilient, and sustainable built 
environment enhances society’s ability to face the 
challenges of the 21st century. Human-induced 
climate change is causing extreme weather 
events with more frequency, threatening natural 
ecosystems and communities. Irresponsible 
resource extraction is causing environmental 
damage and social upheaval. 

Innovative and green technologies are not enough. 
A prosperous and resilient Canada also needs 
political will and public care for the collective 
well-being of our society and the planet.

Architecture + Prosperity
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ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Architecture affects the planet’s health. Energy and water use in buildings and 
the waste generated in construction have significant impacts. Responsible 
architectural design offers long-lasting benefits for human health.

Canada has the potential to lead the world in achieving sustainability targets 
and to advance research on environmentally responsible building materials, 
techniques, and systems.

SUSTAINABLE URBANISM
Irresponsible urban sprawl is not sustainable. Cities must not simply become 
larger, but rather develop through planning and design strategies that 
consider appropriate density, diversity, and ways to enhance the quality of 
life. Sustainable communities require optimized infrastructure, movement 
systems, and water supply. Walkable developments and affordable housing 
with access to public space, civic institutions, schools, and social services 
forge healthy communities. A holistic approach to urban development, with 
environmental and social goals, is both necessary and urgent.

EQUITABLE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Architecture can act as a catalyst for economic prosperity. Investing in 
building design and city planning generates jobs in diverse sectors with long-
term benefits. Well-designed built environments can have reverberating 
economic benefits for energy production, healthcare, housing, and public 
safety. Strategic investments can stimulate private enterprise, job growth, and 
community prosperity. Demonstration projects can prove the positive effects 
of sustainable technologies, revitalize neighbourhoods, promote tourism, and 
inspire further research and innovation.

ADAPTATION
Architecture creates the physical framework that becomes part of our social 
and economic culture for generations. Designers must consider the resiliency 
of new buildings over time to create environments that add to our social well-
being. Creatively adapting existing infrastructure to new uses preserves the 
cultural memory of our communities. Encouraging adaptive reuse requires 
changing building practices and cultural attitudes toward older buildings. 
It challenges designers and the public to recognize the history of our built 
environment. 
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This theme considers the implications of the future for Canadian 
architecture and its place in the world. A public conversation 
about this will inform a better understanding of current, 
emerging, and future needs and create a renewed vision of the 
role architecture can play in Canadian society.

Canadian architectural design and research is internationally 
respected. Innovation and empathy for people and the land 
can be strengthened by strong support for applied and 
academic research.

Canada is already becoming a leader in the areas of wood 
building technologies, environmental stewardship, sustainable 
urbanism, and architecture in support of human rights, place-
making, and community-building. Building up this for the future 
will help ensure that Canada continues to contribute to global 
architectural excellence, attract world-leading researchers, 
instilling local pride while inspiring future generations 
of Canadians. 

ARCHITECTURE AS A CREATIVE INDUSTRY
A creative Canada needs invigorating architecture. Architecture is the 
enduring infrastructure that supports other modes of cultural production, 
enabling diverse arts to thrive. Buildings and cities can be designed as creative 
hubs, encouraging innovation and collaboration. The built environment is itself 
a repository of creativity, with capacity to teach the history of creative building 
solutions and inspire new design approaches. Investment in digital industries 
and other creative media must be matched with support for innovation in the 
design of physical settings where creativity is fostered.

CREATIVE COLLABORATION
Architectural design requires creative collaboration. Architecture routinely 
confronts complex circumstances and multi-faceted problems for which there 
is no single answer or obvious method of proceeding. Designing communities 
requires unique skills in various means of visual and verbal communication, and 
always working with and for others. Responding to the challenges of our time 
in an era of increased specialization requires the capability to comprehensively 
grasp and compellingly represent overarching intentions and long-term 
impacts in view of the common good.

RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
Architectural design is inherently a multi-disciplinary research enterprise. 
Each new building is a unique invention, created for a specific place and users. 
At the same time, design entails learning from past successes and mistakes, 
often adapting conventions to new circumstances with new approaches or 
innovative technologies. 

Architecture depends on understanding natural laws and human customs 
that have changed remarkably little over time. Architectural research 
spans many fields—engineering, natural sciences, social sciences, and the 
arts among them—and incorporates methods and findings from diverse 
disciplines, yielding benefits like direct research funding in the humanities, 
sciences, and engineering.

EDUCATION AND THE FUTURE OF ARCHITECTURE
Architecture schools are uniquely positioned to support visionary, 
experimental, and controversial design research that benefits society by 
fostering creative innovation. Mixing enthusiastic experts with open-minded 
youth, academic environments balance real-world challenges with creative 
license, and offer the freedom to challenge conventional thinking and 
historical perspective.

Architecture schools have the potential to not only educate the next generation 
of capable design professionals, but also to discover new possibilities for the 
discipline. These schools can become the testing grounds for holistically 
rethinking how to implement sustainable, just, and inspiring environments.

Architecture + Potential 

10 VISION OF VALUE
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WHAT IS THE WAY FORWARD?
These four themes raise a series of challenges for all those who participate in the creation of 
the built environment—government, public and private building owners, developers, designers, 
constructors, and individuals in society alike. 

THE PUBLIC
The desired outcomes for Place, People, Prosperity, and Potential will be more likely if the 
public is able to contribute effectively through conversations about the importance of the built 
environment.

POLICY MAKERS
Relevant and informed policies establish the public interest objectives for the built environment.

BUILDING OWNERS & OCCUPANTS
Whether in the public or private sector, owners and occupants establish the constraints and 
objectives for every project. They all benefit from a balanced consideration of the long-term 
economic, social, and environmental value of any investment in the built environment.

THE PROFESSIONS
The design and delivery of the built environment requires strong leadership and collaboration 
between a variety of uniquely skilled professionals and industry partners operating in a rapidly 
changing context.

To help respond to these challenges, we are asking you to 
consider and discuss several key questions relating to Place, 
People, Prosperity, and Potential.

How does architecture a�ect your daily life?

• What do you like about the buildings and public spaces around you?
• What would you change?
• What development projects are you worried about and why?
• What development projects excite you and why?

If you were “Minister of Architecture”, what would you do to...

• improve the quality of buildings’ aesthetics, functionality, and durability?
• reduce the ecological footprint of buildings?
• better guide project and building owners?
• preserve and enhance the heritage of the built environment and landscapes?
• improve land-use planning?
• consider the opinion of users and inhabitants?

The Key 
Questions



The design and quality of the built environment makes a di�erence.
The answers to the questions asked here will help create a new partnership between 

Canadians and those who design and build the places in which they live, work, and play.

Bring your lived experience to this conversation.
Use your voice to help shape more sustainable, just, 

and inspiring communities across Canada.

Your lived experiences and resulting conversation, will help define how the design and 
construction of the environment you live in contributes to the environmental, social, cultural 

and the well-being of all Canadians. Through dialogue with each other, collectively we can 
create an Architecture Policy for Canada that will inspire and guide all who contribute to this 

aspect of the built environment.

DO YOUR PART: RISE FOR ARCHITECTURE!

www.RiseForArchitecture.com
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Appendix 3.

Professional Consultation report

Following is a summary report from our professional consultations with over 1,500 Canadian 
architects, or 15% of the profession.



APPENDIX 3

RISE FOR ARCHITECTURE

PROFESSIONAL CONSULTATION REPORT

CONSULTATION OVERVIEW
From 2018-2020, members of the Rise for Architecture steering committee traveled across Canada
conducting workshops with members of the architecture profession and associated organizations. In the 25
workshops, over 1,500 individuals (roughly 15% of the profession) provided their feedback and guidance
regarding the Vision of Values framework. The conversations touched on why architecture matters, its
potential for achieving better outcomes and what’s currently limiting that potential. Participants were drawn
together by a shared sense of frustration that Canada’s architecture is being limited in its capacity to
respond to the rapidly evolving needs of Canadian communities.

Enthusiastic Support for Place, People, Prosperity, and Potential Framework

Virtually all participants agreed that when looked at through the lenses of Place, People, Prosperity, and
Potential, architecture has significant untapped potential to drive positive and necessary social and
environmental change. We asked participants to consider what we could do differently. We heard that
change is urgently needed in response to what was described as an alarming trend towards the
commodification of architecture to the detriment of human and planetary health. We heard that the full
potential of design needs to be empowered through public-interest focused procurement and project
commissioning.

We asked participants to think about whether this value framework was complete enough and to consider
what individual architects, the profession and public policy and decision-makers do differently to achieve the
full potential of architecture for the betterment of the Canadian communities. As well, all levels of decision
makers have a role to play so that the full potential of architecture as an agent of positive social and
environmental change can be realized.

Reconsider the Structure of the Profession’s Practices

We also heard that the very structure of professional practice needs to be reconsidered so that it could be
nimbler and more responsive to the constantly evolving challenges of our time, achieving social and
climate justice, reflecting more diverse, equitable and inclusive communities and the health and
well-being of people and the planet. The way that architects are educated, trained, licensed, and regulated
needs to be rethought so that it can respond to a greatly expanded definition of what is in the public
interest.

Key Observations and Changes Needing Critical Support

There is strong belief that an Architecture Policy for Canada is needed and that it would have far reaching
benefits for all Canadians. Key observations from the consultation feedback within the profession identified
the strong support for critical needed changes including, the implementation of an Architecture Policy for
Canada that would need to be integrated into related policies at other levels of government. We identified
an underlying need that our recommendations, as well as any potential architecture policies, recognize the
value of Canada-wide approaches while respecting the strength of regional distinctiveness.



WORKSHOP LOCATION AND PRESENTATION SCHEDULE
2018

August - RAIC Chapter - Vancouver
December - RAIC Chapter - Edmonton

2019
April - CALA Regulators

May - SAA Conference - Regina
May - AIBC Confab - Vancouver

May - OAA Conference - Quebec City
May - NSAA Spring Forum - Halifax

June - Local Host - Winnipeg
June - AIBC Series (4)- Vancouver

September - UBC - Vancouver
October - AAA - Calgary

October - AANB - Moncton
October - AAPEI - Charlottetown

October - NLAA - St John’s
October - RAIC Festival - Toronto

November - WSOA - Windsor
November - NWTAA - Yellowknife

2020
February - AIBC - Victoria

February - NOSA - Sudbury
April - OAA- Thunder Bay

May - CSC Conference - Montreal
June - RAIC Conference - Online

DATA ANALYSIS + REPORT STRUCTURE
In undertaking their workshop engagements, the Rise for Architecture steering committee created a
collection of note taker booklets and handouts for participants to fill out (see Appendix 2). The materials
outlined each of the four themes and their subcategories:

PLACE context and scale; land and resources;
cultural heritage and vitality; forging community

PEOPLE
health and happiness; memory and meaning;
dignity, inclusion and social justice; engagement,
empowerment, and reconciliation

PROSPERITY environmental stewardship; sustainable urbanism;
equitable economic development; adaptation and resilience

POTENTIAL architecture as a creative industry; creative collaboration;
research and innovation; education and the future of architect

For the creation of this report, the feedback from the Vision of Value note taker booklets, and additional
workshop handouts was synthesized by the Rise for Architecture steering committee. Further analysis was
then later undertaken to review the physical and digital feedback from these booklets and handouts. The
feedback was then aligned with the subcategories of the larger frameworks key themes.

Each piece of feedback shared below is representative of tens, if not hundreds, of similar statements
made by others across the country. Thus, each Vision of Value theme is accompanied by general theme
statements that represent significant concepts that emerged from the workshop feedback.



PLACE
This theme focuses on the interdependent conditions such as

topography, climate, habitats, Indigenous tradition, infrastructure,
regional history, laws and customs, and cultural heritage.

Place focuses on the importance of the land on which a project is built and investigates
the importance of respecting its unique geographic and cultural characteristics.

GENERAL THEMES
FROM THE

WORKSHOPS
Canada-Wide

Approach
with Regional

Distinctions
We identified an

underlying
need that our

recommendations, as
well as any potential
architecture policies,

recognize the value of
Canada-wide

approaches while
respecting the

strength of regional
distinctiveness.

Rural Focus
There is often a

perception that the
issues being

discussed are more
relevant or biased

towards more
urbanized areas. The

importance of
‘building’ community
in remote, rural, and

suburban
environments is also

critical.

Technology
Digital technologies

are connecting

VISION OF VALUE FRAMEWORK CATEGORIES
CONTEXT AND SCALE
Workshop Feedback:
○ Build understanding of how technology connects and creates a

place (SAA)
○ Document the national patchwork of regional identities and

styles (AANB)
○ To craft better regionality, create guidelines to educate decision

makers (RAIC)
○ PLACE = materiality, sustainability, security & safety (NSAA)
○ 50% of built environment not by architects – how do we

change, push, and make better houses for people – even if it’s
at the planning level; setting vision (CALA)

○ Consider transportation and its relationship with people and
buildings (RAIC)

○ Architects must redouble efforts to respect place, context,
scale, complexity and fit (AIBC-Victoria)

LAND AND RESOURCES
Workshop Feedback:
○ How will the Architecture of the future respond to a slow or no

growth paradigm that conflicts with a growth-based capitalism?
(NSAA)

○ Change procurement / low bid culture (WSOA)
○ Emphasize integrated design for city planning, that establishes

policies for disaster preparedness, stormwater management,
and complete streets (RAIC)

○ Overcoming unreasonable regulation to have more creative
standards as per our existing situation (AIBC)

○ Influence the quality of planning, city building; show quality;
design review to include broader aspects such as subdivisions,
infrastructure (CALA)

CULTURAL HERITAGE AND VITALITY
Workshop Feedback:
○ Diversity of context across Canada (WSOA)
○ Multicultural society is a new reality, how does the built

environment respond? (NSAA)
○ Understanding the spirit of place (RAIC)



people across time
and space like never

before. Understanding
the implication and

opportunities
provided by

technologies can help
in the shaping of
place, linking the

future with the past.

Procurement
Public professional

services
procurement needs

to shift to more
value(s) based

and public-interest
focused

procurement
systems.

○ Celebrating the history of existing buildings and telling the
stories of why they are the way that they ware (AAPEI)

○ Cultural identity developed within the community, not thrust
upon it (SAA)

○ Spotlighting architecture as a record of history (NLAA)
○ Seeing modern architecture as part of our history and working

towards preserving more of it (AIBC-Victoria)

FORGING COMMUNITY
Workshop Feedback:
○ Address east-west, rural-urban, wealth-poverty, and many

other inherent diversities of our large country (AIBC)
○ The importance of ‘building’ community in rural and suburban

landscapes (NSAA)
○ Inclusive communities where people feel a sense of ownership

(WSOA)
○ Frame built environment as ‘social infrastructure’ as something

that one can’t live without. Holistic value methodology (SAA)
○ Connect today’s technology that young people are more

dependent on, with the face to face experiences of buildings
and people (AANB)

○ Need to be united as a profession and build up our colleagues
within the profession (NLAA)

WORKSHOP SUGGESTIONS + NEXT STEPS

★ We are losing vernacular traditions and their deep cultural connections, focus needs to be
given to finding ways to connect these traditions with the future (AIBC-Victoria)

★ Create a structure/set of principles that bring together regional adaptation and
consultation, that coordinates local zoning and planning, and methods of public
consultation (RAIC)

★ Connect with local groups who have similar interests and develop a grassroots network
from a variety of professions (OAA)

★ Use of virtual reality to connect people to diversity of place (AANB)

★ Develop a better understanding of your local surroundings to understand global
perspectives better (AIBC)

★ Start attaching our names to good buildings…literally and in multimedia (AIBC)

★ Architects must begin to respect each other and their designs, especially when ‘renovating’
a building, and protecting our collective built heritage (AIBC-Victoria)

★ Work to broaden the definition of public safety and examine the Architects Acts (OAA)

★ Encourage the profession to diversify within other industries and work environments to
influence other decision-making outside of “architecture” (CALA)



PEOPLE
This theme focuses on the way architecture provides safe and

suitable settings in which people live, work, and play;
it shapes daily life in ways that foster social cohesion and cultural vitality,

inspires personal and collective imagination, and stimulates wonder
and respect for the complex world we share and must sustain.

GENERAL THEMES
FROM THE

WORKSHOPS
Responsibility to

Indigenous
Peoples

That architects play
a unique role in
continuing the

impacts of
colonialism on

indigenous people
and thus all actions

need a foundational
acknowledgement

of issues of
reconciliation

including a
deepening of our
understanding of

our responsibilities
related to building

on unceded and all
traditional

indigenous lands.

Commitment
to the Public

Architects need
to strengthen

their commitment
to putting the

needs of people
(building users as

well as the
broader

community) first.

VISION OF VALUE FRAMEWORK CATEGORIES
HEALTH AND HAPPINESS
Workshop Feedback:
○ Look into other disciplines policies who are leading discussions

with people (Health Regions, Social Services, Ministry of
Education) (SAA)

○ Focus on community health (WSOA)
○ Become more visible in the health and wellness industry

educate people on the importance of that built environment
has on individual wellbeing (AIBC)

○ Work with educators at an early stage to instill an
understanding of the built environment and how it can
positively affect their lives (SAA)

○ Set minimum acceptable standards for sustainability, safety and
quality of materials (AIBC)

MEMORY AND MEANING
Workshop Feedback:
○ Provoking people’s early memories of places can have an

impact on their appreciation of architecture (AANB)
○ Actually, speak to topics that affect people’s lives! (AIBC)
○ Connection to place, spirit of place, to the land can bridge a

range of concerns esp. reconciliation, environmental concerns,
climate, cultural landscapes etc. (NSAA)

○ Build based on broad range of cultures and peoples (NLAA)
○ Celebrate successful projects and processes within distinct

communities (SAA)
○ Tours that allow people to physically see and explain the

space/built environment - do this with elementary schools and
continue it up with higher grades (SAA)

DIGNITY, INCLUSION, SOCIAL JUSTICE
Workshop Feedback:
○ Everyone is an ‘architect’ but does anyone really comprehend

the extent of what we do and the process? How do we
empower people? (AANB)

○ Strengthen the use of Universal Design methods (RAIC)
○ Diversity of context across Canada (WSOA)



Community
Engagement
The profession

needs a stronger
commitment to

consistently
encouraging

and facilitating
the involvement

of the community
in design

processes and
decision-making.

Equality and
Inclusivity

Issues of equity,
need to be

foregrounded,
including
a need to

strengthen
commitments

around inclusivity
both for the

processes and
products of design.

○ Multicultural society is a new reality, how does the built
environment respond? (NSAA)

○ Historic context and heritage highlighted, to provide
understanding of the planning of places over time (SAA)

○ Cultural identity developed within the community, not thrust
upon it (SAA)

○ Finding more ways for those architecturally trained to be
acknowledged to increase public awareness (NOSA)

ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT, AND RECONCILIATION
Workshop Feedback:
○ Design thinking as a universal value (AIBC)
○ A broader cross-section of people needs to have input on the

program development, and seeing that it is carried through to
the project (AANB)

○ Pride - important to make members of the public feel engaged
and become champions of their communities (SAA)

○ Make time to engage the public more effectively through
working with municipalities and influencing public policies
(AIBC)

○ Importance of engaging local populations and indigenious
communities (RAIC)

○ Lower barriers that may prevent people from actively engaging
the profession (AIBC)

○ Engagement is more than asking questions and listening, it is
involving people in the design of places (RAIC)

○ Reconciliation through making present traces of the past
indigenous communities which can be a reminder of where we
all have come from (AIBC-Victoria)

WORKSHOP SUGGESTIONS + NEXT STEPS

★ Use general language that is accessible - move away from “archispeak” (RAIC)
★ As architects, we need to be more approachable to the community. Let people present

their ideas, as people like to be heard and want their opinions to matter (OAA)
★ Document needs a foundational acknowledgement of indigenous lands (NWTAA)
★ Architects of the future need to rebrand as ‘of the people’ as opposed to ‘above the people’

(NSAA)
★ The architect is skilled in coordinating multiple players and can act as the facilitator in

demonstrating the complexity of problems, and can help break down problems. However,
these skills need to be focused on in education, so that architects become better
communicators and negotiators. Need to develop ‘soft skills’ for facilitating engagement
(AIBC-Victoria)

★ All levels of the profession (students, interns, and architects) need to be implementing
Universal Design, so that all people can access the built environment (RAIC)

★ Consult all players - not just the design/construction teams but also the users (SAA)
★ Architects need to act more politically… run for office… interrogate politician running for

office…(OAA)



PROSPERITY
This theme focuses on how a well-designed, resilient, and sustainable built environment

enhances society’s ability to face the challenges of the 21st century.
Innovative and green technologies are not enough.

A prosperous and resilient Canada also needs political will and public care
for the collective well-being of our society and the planet.

GENERAL THEMES
FROM THE

WORKSHOPS
Climate

Commitment
The profession
needs to make

stronger
commitments in
response to the

climate crisis.

Government
Integration

The implementation
of an Architecture
Policy for Canada

would need
to be integrated

into related policies
at other levels of

government.

Life-Cycle
Costs

The recognition
that long-term

life-cycle costs
and impacts need

to be given
far greater

importance in the
decisions leading
to new buildings

being built.

VISION OF VALUE FRAMEWORK CATEGORIES
ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Workshop Feedback:
○ Governments can lead by example (WSOA)
○ Getting involved with politics and committees (AIBC)
○ Engage politicians, especially at election time about key issues

regarding the built environment (OAA)
○ Provide a baseline of understanding and appreciation in the

general public to ensure they are demanding great work (SAA)
○ Build and strengthen relationships with other industries and

municipalities (CALA)
○ Consider what architecture can be in the next 200 years (7

generations) (RAIC)
○ Develop trackable outcomes and share data (AAPEI)

SUSTAINABLE URBANISM
Workshop Feedback:
○ Architects need to engage in policy development to influence

the value of architecture and architects (SAA)
○ Influence policy development such as restricture, outdated city

bylaws (SAA)
○ The importance of the built environment for supporting

adaptation especially in hot climates and coastal areas (NSAA)
○ Sustainability = durability + adaptability (NSAA)
○ Sustainable design and economic prosperity should not be

perceive in conflict, but rather architecture bridges the gap
(SAA)

EQUITABLE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Workshop Feedback:
○ Need to strengthen language around inclusivity both process

for design and use of end result (NSAA)
○ Long term thinking, rather than four year or next election cycle

(AANB)
○ Involve the federal/provincial/municipal governments in

developing policy & giving them a stake in the policy & its
implementation (AIBC)



Post-Occupancy
Evaluation

All involved in
commissioning
and delivering

buildings need
to commit to

meaningful post
occupancy
evaluation.

Professional
Alliances

Working with
other

professional
groups to create

meaningful
change in the

construction and
delivery of
buildings.

○ Good architecture does not cost more, we need to stop seeing
design as an additive process, because beauty can be made
out of simple things (SAA)

○ Focus on the lifecycle, evidence-based, and true cost/benefits
of construction (RAIC)

○ Capital projects need to be removed from the political agenda,
so they are not handled on a election cycle (AAPEI)

ADAPTATION AND RESILIENCE
Workshop Feedback:
○ Responsiveness to technology and the changing times (WSOA)
○ Adaptation should include the longer service life of buildings,

and the durability of new buildings (AANB)
○ Develop a life cycle analysis system (AIBC-Victoria)
○ Focus on Social Return on Investment (SROI) (WSOA)
○ Define aesthetic and functional quality (SAA)
○ Commitment to post occupancy evaluation (NWTAA)
○ Develop triple bottom line analysis that focuses on

environmental, economic and social criteria (AIBC-Victoria)
○ Creating designs that allow for adaptation and retrofitting for

future changes in the building code (NOSA)

WORKSHOP SUGGESTIONS + NEXT STEPS

★ Creating more conversations about interconnection of architecture, sustainability, and
building durability (such as on radio and podcasts) (AANB)

★ Finding ways to integrate knowledge from schools of architecture with local governments
and organizations (NOSA)

★ Need a framework for measuring outcomes, e.g., post occupancy, technical (energy) and
social (NSAA)

★ Develop metrics and method of measuring the value/success of architecture (AIBC)

★ We always seem to reference Europe as a model to emulate, but we need a
Canada-generic policy that works for Canada and its unique culture, climate, etc (AIBC)

★ More architects need to be involved in volunteer boards with the cities (NOSA)

★ Celebrate energy efficient and socially responsible projects of different scales, both small
and large (AIBC-Victoria)

★ PROSPERITY needs to be better understood, not just economic or growth based (NSAA)



POTENTIAL
This theme considers the implications of the future for Canadian

architecture and its place in the world. A public conversation
about this will inform a better understanding of current,

emerging, and future needs and create a renewed vision of the
roles architecture can play in Canadian society.

GENERAL THEMES
FROM THE

WORKSHOPS
Governance

Collaboration
Strengthened national
voices are needed for

architecture, including
those for advocacy,

regulation, and
education.

Cultural Change
The culture within

the profession of
architecture,

and the schools of
architecture,

needs to evolve to
eliminate unhealthy

practices and be fully
grounded on

principles of equity
and respect.

Evidence-Based
Design

There is a need for
evidence-based

design aligned with
innovative ongoing
research including

greater collaboration
between industry and

academia.

VISION OF VALUE FRAMEWORK CATEGORIES
ARCHITECTURE AS A CREATIVE INDUSTRY
Workshop Feedback:
○ Students and young architects will bring new ideas, but won’t

really be decision makers for 20 years, this needs to change
(RAIC)

○ Promote STEAM not STEM, which brings in the arts and
architecture (AANB)

○ We have fallen behind as a profession, any document should
try and solve this problem by making sure we become and
maintain a level of flexibility and adaptation. Our profession
needs to be more agile and dynamic to keep up and continue
providing value, so that the public can see that value (SAA)

○ Encourage critical and negative opinions about the state of
architecture in Canada (OAA)

○ ‘Respect’ needs to be shown to previous architects, when
designing and renovating existing buildings (AIBC-Victoria)

CREATIVE COLLABORATION
Workshop Feedback:
○ Multi-disciplinary and trade collaboration is the way of the

future, and needs a more integrative approach (NSAA)
○ More national collaboration among provincial associations

(international/global, government/public) (AIBC)
○ We should engage in politics more with our informed positions.

This will require support from our peers, communities, and
official organization (AIBC, RAIC) (AIBC)

○ Acknowledge the huge efforts from a diverse cast of characters
that contribute to a project, like the “end of movie credits” (SAA)

○ Need to educate clients, the public, and elected officials about
the value of architecture (AAPEI)

○ Importance of extending conversations about the future
beyond the professional architecture community (Winnipeg)

RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
Workshop Feedback:
○ Need to support evidence-based design with good research

(NSAA)



Public
Architectural

Literacy
There was consensus

on the need to help
raise public literacy

around issues of
quality and

performance of
architecture.

Importance of
educating clients, the

general public, and
those in positions of

power.

Early Education
Broad recognition

of the benefit
of need for early

childhood education
about architecture, and

the need to advocate
for STEAM,

not just STEM.

○ Become a profession of progressive ideas and a source of
innovation (AIBC)

○ Invest in research and create a research network for sharing
findings (OAA)

○ An association to support each other that has a different
mandate than the “protection of the public” (AIBC)

○ Become visionaries – look to solve the problems of the future –
possibly develop a research development division of AIBC or
architecture foundation or RAIC (AIBC)

○ Connect qualitative research/data with the quantitative data, to
demonstrate the value of architecture (AAPEI)

EDUCATION AND THE FUTURE OF ARCHITECTURE
Workshop Feedback:
○ Electronic and digital formats in architectural education to

reduce “studio” waste (AANB)
○ Improve unhealthy culture within the profession and schools

(long hours, etc.) (NWTAA)
○ Raising public literacy about the ‘design’ of the built

environment (NSAA)
○ Promotion of “design based thinking” in education (AAPEI)
○ Remove the inner stigma of an architect moving outside of an

architecture office (CALA)
○ Create and  sustain a way for the public to learn what

“architecture” is, what is involved in creating it and what
architects do (AIBC)

○ Architects can’t come off as elitist (NOSA)

WORKSHOP SUGGESTIONS + NEXT STEPS

★ Speak up! Architects tend to be too reluctant to voice opinions, but our professional won’t
evolve unless we do (AIBC)

★ Be our own advocates by better defining our “brand” and values (OAA)
★ Teach business/ finance skills in architecture school (SAA)
★ Architects need continuing education on being more collaborative, seeing themselves as

equals in the team, and developing their ‘soft/people’ skills for communication,
collaboration, and facilitation (AIBC-VIctoria)

★ Education + public engagement go together- educated public is more engaged (NSAA)
★ Educate the public on the role of an architect and start early with youth, high schools,

future generations (CALA)
★ Create a grade school education module that every teacher can access to show their

students - 30 minute slideshow or video promoting the design process (SAA)
★ The RAIC/AIBC should develop campaigns to engage & educate Canadians through media

(TV, magazines, etc), policy, educational programs (elementary & high school programs),
presentations, etc (AIBC)

★ Teach ‘design thinking’ as a framework for iteration and exploration of options (SAA)
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ABOUT CAFÉ: The Canadian Architecture Forums 
on Education were part of a year-long outreach 
project to discuss and debate the role of architectural 
education and research in shaping Canada’s future. 
Modes of exchange included five in-person forums at 
five schools of architecture between October 2019 and 
March 2020, an online survey and call for manifestos 
(open until June 2020), a website and social media.

The knowledge and ideas mobilized through 
these forums is informing the development of an 
architecture policy for Canada. The forums enabled 
students, educators and academic researchers to 
play meaningful roles in shaping a policy framework, 
its priorities, ambition and depth of vision.

This CAFÉ initiative was led by the Canadian Council 
of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
representing all CACB-accredited programs in 
Canada, with the support of a Connection Grant 
from the Social Sciences and Humanities Research 
Council of Canada (SSHRC). Further support was 
provided by participating architecture schools and the 
Canadian Architecture Students Association (CASA).

The national policy initiative, to which these CAFÉs 
contribute, is jointly led by the Canadian Architectural 
Licensing Authorities (CALA), the Royal Architectural 
Institute of Canada (RAIC), and CCUSA. Information 
is available at the website Rise for Architecture.

WHAT IS AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY?
A national architecture policy is an aspirational 
document. Whereas a building code sets minimum 
standards, an architecture policy sets forth ambitious 
goals and calls to action with compelling arguments, 
images, quotes and case studies. It shows how well-
designed settings can enhance social, cultural and 
environmental well-being, and provides guidance to 
politicians, professionals and the public on how to 
achieve more sustainable, equitable and engaging 
communities. An architecture policy empowers 
people to pursue positive change and sustainable 
growth. These policies inform public debate, influence 
legislation and inspire Canadians to create more 
meaningful and resilient cities and rural development 
in view of climate change, social inequities, rapid 
urbanization, vulnerable lands, threatened heritage 
and other twenty-first century challenges.

More than 30 countries have already adopted or are 
in the process of developing a national architecture 
policy. To learn more about architecture policies, see 
the RESOURCES     section of the CAFÉ website.  

Introduction

“The opportunity to engage with 
students across the country was both 

transformative and inspirational.

the RESOURCES     section of the CAFÉ website.  

 – Jessica Piper, M.Arch student
University of Manitoba

https://architecturecanada.ca

AUSTRALIA                DENMARK                       SWEDEN SLOVENIA

https://architecturecanada.ca
http://riseforarchitecture.com/
https://architecturecanada.ca/resources/
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CAFÉ CAUSE – WHY THESE FORUMS MATTER
The Canadian Architecture Forums on Education 
have brought vigour, rigour and long-term relevance 
to the process of creating an architecture policy for 
Canada. Meaningful involvement of the academic 
sector is crucial to ensuring that any future policy is 
informed by current research, robust with fresh ideas 
and relevant for future generations of architects.

Educators and students are key stakeholders in 
the future of architecture. University schools of 
architecture are where the next generations of 
designers are trained to envision, evaluate and 
tackle new and persistent challenges. Schools do 
more than prepare capable graduates; they are 
where future professionals become inspired to think 
in new and interconnected ways about the built, 
natural and social world. Through experimentation, 
collaboration and open-ended questioning, schools 
approach design more optimistically, imaginatively 
and interrogatively than many practitioners and 
policy makers can afford to do. Pedagogical projects 
balance real-world challenges with creative license, 
critical distance and historical perspective, and can 
have significant regional impact through community 
engagement. Architecture schools are uniquely 
positioned to support visionary, experimental and 
even controversial design research, and to discover 
new possibilities for the discipline by holistically 
rethinking how sustainable, just and inspiring 
environments might be conceived and collaboratively 
manifested.

By facilitating exchange between all Canadian 
architecture schools and regional partners, this CAFÉ 
initiative has mobilized knowledge, while building 
mutual understanding of how diverse pedagogies and 
research impact communities, reimagine the role of 
architects and architecture, and enable students to 
thrive in a changing world.

This report summarizes feedback from all five forums 
and related outreach initiatives. It provides the 
basis for ongoing conversations, research, future 
vision statements and calls to action. Plans are in 
development for a culminating event, CAFÉ Capital, 
to share findings with policy experts in Ottawa.

Canada Needs an Architecture Policy (Aug. 2020)

This 2-minute narrated animation explains the 
overall CAFÉ project and the larger policy initiative. 
It was created by Andria Langi, with support from 
Alixa Lacerna and Shannon Furness, University of 
Manitoba students and CAFÉ research assistants.

https://architecturecanada.ca
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eeOz4izXZlw&feature=youtu.be
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https://architecturecanada.ca/SCHEDULE/

1 YEAR   –   12 SCHOOLS   –   5 FORUMS 
The Canadian Architecture Forums on Education 
involved nearly 1000 participants – including 
architecture students, recent alumni, professionals 
and guests. Each forum hosted delegates from 
at least four other institutions. Overall, the forums 
involved 50 student delegates and 20 faculty 
delegates in leadership roles from all 12 schools 
of architecture across Canada. The events 
featured 81 presenters, including 36 students, 
16 professors in architecture and city planning, 
22 architects and 7 other professionals in related 
fields of landscape architecture, art, sociology, 
journalism, politics and property development. 

Each half-day CAFÉ followed a similar agenda, 
with short ‘pecha-kucha’ style presentations by 
students and guests, followed by round-table 
consultations led by student table captains and 
oriented by common questions and themes. 

The next section features summary reports for 
each CAFÉ, as published online after the event, 
followed by an overview of key take-aways and 
more detailed analysis of consultation feedback. 
Appendix B includes detailed programs for each 
CAFÉ forum and outlines of the presentations. 

Material is also available on the GALLERY 
and SCHEDULE     pages of the CAFÉ website.

       Forumscafé

and SCHEDULE     pages of the CAFÉ website.

5

1 YEAR
SCHOOLS
FORUMS

12

Oct. 7, 2019   Dalhousie University 
Nov. 11, 2019 Université de Montréal 
Feb. 6, 2020 Ryerson University 
Feb. 28, 2020 University of Manitoba
Mar. 12, 2020 University of Calgary  
Ottawa 2021 to be confirmed

Café Atlantic

Café Québec

Café Ontario

Café Prairie

Café West

Café Capital 

-
-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-

Postcard distributed by CCUSA in September 2019 and by the RAIC in October 2019.

http://www.ArchitectureCanada.ca
https://architecturecanada.ca/SCHEDULE/
https://architecturecanada.ca/schedule/
https://architecturecanada.ca/gallery/
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You put together 
two things that 
have not been put 
together before. 
And the world is 
changed.

“learning how to learn,” which includes 
learning to appreciate architecture as a verb; 
to embrace collaboration as key to creativity; 
and to discover links between personal 
interests (like grilled cheese sandwiches and 
drumming) and the synaesthetic pleasures 
of making and experiencing architecture. 
Jessica Piper, thesis student and president 
of the University of Manitoba Association of 
Architecture Students (UMAAS), presented 
the architectural situation in Winnipeg as a 
complex nexus of creativity and struggle: 
a laboratory for hands-on making and 
successful emerging practitioners, yet also 
a place continuing to grapple with issues 
of urban sprawl and social injustice. Peter 
Braithwaite, a Halifax-based architect, shared 
his trajectory from carpenter to Dalhousie 
architecture graduate, to design apprentice, 
to principal of Peter Braithwaite Studio Ltd., 
with its strong commitment to collaborative 
processes, design-build and craftsmanship. 
Catherine Hamel, Associate Professor at the 
University of Calgary, presented a series of 
probing questions and poetic observations, 
drawing inspiration from the ancient deity of 
doorways (Janus), who looks both forward 
and backward – simultaneously to the future 
and the past; and the words of Julian Barnes, 
who reminds us: “You put together two things 
that have not been put together before. And 
the world is changed.” 

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

NEWS
café

For more information – including a detailed schedule; call for manifestos; other ways to participate; and further resources – visit: 
www.architecturecanada.ca

CAFÉ Atlantic: Launching a 
National Conversation on the 
Built Environment in Canada
What is the future of architecture? 

On October 7th – world architecture day – 
over 100 architecture students, educators 
and professionals gathered in the magical 
Medjuck Building at Dalhousie University to 
attempt a response to this difficult question. 
The occasion was the first in a series of 
Canadian Architecture Forums on Education, 
also known as CAFÉs, intended to foster 
a trans-national conversation on the role 
of architectural education and research in 
shaping Canada’s future. The aim is to take 
the pulse of questions and desires currently 
on the minds of the next generation of 
design professionals in order to shape the 
agenda and priorities of a forward-looking 
architecture policy for Canada. 

In addition to regional students, educators 
and professionals, this first CAFÉ – CAFÉ 
Atlantic – hosted 10 representatives from 
four other Canadian schools of architecture, 
including the University of Calgary, Université 
Laval, the University of Manitoba, and the 
University of Toronto.

Aspirations, Concerns and Contexts

The afternoon began with a series of short 
pecha-kucha-style presentations framing 
current aspirations, concerns and contexts.

Student co-presidents of the Dalhousie 
Architecture Students Association (DASA), 
Kaley Doleman and Stavros Kondeas, began 
the session with a welcome and celebration 
of student diversity and achievements. 
Diogo Burnay, Director of the School 

of Architecture at Dalhousie University, 
emphasized the school’s approach to 
design as simultaneously experimental 
and grounded in daily life and physicality. 
Quoting favorite maxims, he emphasized: 
“The only rule is work.” Lisa Landrum, CAFÉ 
Project Lead and Associate Dean Research 
at the University of Manitoba, provided 
an overview of the CAFÉ project and its 
contribution to a broader national initiative 
to mobilize an architecture policy for Canada 
through broad public consultation. Nova 
Scotia architect and RAIC Atlantic Regional 
Director, Gregory MacNeil, summarized RAIC 
programs aimed at advancing architectural 
excellence and enhancing public and 
political appreciation of architecture’s 
value and impact. Prof. François Dufaux
and graduate-diploma student Maxime 
Nadon-Roger from Université Laval 
discussed Québec’s progress toward a 
provincial architectural strategy and the 
unique role the school of architecture plays 
in reconciling forward-looking ambitions 
with respect for tradition. Professor Ted 
Cavanagh of Dalhousie University spoke 
to the importance of elevating research 
(not just practice) in any conversation 
about the future of architecture, and to 
integrating multi-disciplinary research into an 
architecture policy process, including studies 
in the social sciences. Yasmin Al-Samarrai,
the 2018-2019 President of GALDSU, the 
Graduate Architecture Landscape and 
Design Student Union at the University of 
Toronto, commended the multidisciplinary 
richness of the U. of T. Daniels community 
and presented some exciting student 
initiatives in advancing work-life balance, 
including yoga for architects, film nights, 
TGIF parties, and a rigorous health and 
well-being report. Matthew Gillingham,
a current Master of Architecture thesis 
student at Dalhousie University, shared a 
philosophy of architectural education as 

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

café
October 17, 2019 “ ” - Julian Barnes  / 

Prof. Catherine Hamel

http://www.architecturecanada.ca
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Brian MacKay-Lyons, of MacKay-Lyons 
Sweetapple Architects, brought the 
presentations to a close with inspiring built 
examples and reminders of architecture’s 
social agency. Echoing the poet William 
Carlos Williams, he asserted “ideas only in 
things.” 

Dialogue and Debate 

Following the presentations, the assembly 
divided into smaller groups to begin the 
interactive core of the CAFÉ: round-table 
consultations on a set of themes and 
questions concerning architecture’s relation 
to Place, People, Prosperity and Potential. 

Concurrently – across the Bay of Fundy in 
Moncton – dozens of architects and interns 
assembled in a meeting of the Architects’ 
Association of New Brunswick (AANB) to 
discuss these same four themes. Reporting 
on the consultations began with a virtual 
exchange between Dalhousie students in 
Halifax and AANB professionals in Moncton, 
sharing insights on their respective 
conversations. AANB past-president Don
Sterritt reminded everyone that an architect’s 
design attention must extend far beyond the 
footprint of any building, to enrich the public 
realm, streetscapes and life of a community. 
He also emphasized the importance of 
architects lending their skillsets to the 
broader social good by participating in 
activities like Planning Advisory Boards and 
Community Groups, which precede design 
work but often establish design agendas and 
collective aspirations. 

Meanwhile, around the tables in Halifax, 
students articulated a range of issues: 
the pressing need for present and future 
architects to tackle the climate crisis and to 
embrace sustainable design as integral to 
design excellence; the importance of trans-
disciplinary collaboration, such as the crucial 

role of humanities in design education to help 
foster ethical practitioners; and concerns 
that new developments disregard the history 
of a place and lack strategies for listening 
to people, especially Indigenous Peoples. At 
the same time, students were optimistic that 
architectural leadership – coupled with public 
and political support – could renew relations 
with communities, restore connectivity and 
local economies, and harness architecture as 
a powerful tool of reconciliation.

In the closing comments, University of 
Calgary graduate students John Baziuk
and Modjeh Kamal – who were visiting the 
east coast of Canada for the first time – 
expressed gratitude for the opportunity and 
“unforgettable experience” to discuss these 
large questions among their new-found 
Canadian peers. There was a profound sense 
of common ground being established and 
expanded, and an inspiring curiosity about 
the diversity of perspectives, enthusiasms 
and concerns. 

As AANB architect Don Sterritt offered 
in a follow-up remark, “The conversation 
with Dalhousie students brought home the 
concept that this is a much broader initiative 

than a professional workshop in a conference 
room. The notion that we were participating 
in an initiative that others are also addressing, 
from different perspectives, makes people 
aware that they are contributing to something 
significant.” 

The next challenge for both the academic 
and professional sectors is to expand the 
circle of conversation to even more public 
arenas.

Continuing the Conversation

The Canadian Architecture Forums on 
Education will continue its inclusive arc from 
East to West with CAFÉ Québec, hosted by 
the Université de Montréal, on November 
11th. Subsequent CAFÉs include CAFÉ 
Ontario at Ryerson University on February 
6, 2020; CAFÉ Prairie at the University of 
Manitoba on February 28; and CAFÉ West at 
the University of Calgary on March 12.

If you would like to participate in the CAFÉ 
initiative, but cannot attend in person, you 
may join the conversation by completing the 
CAFÉ Questionnaire and/or by responding to 
the Call for Manifestos, which invites you to 
creatively describe your vision, question or 
concern about the future of architecture.

Full details are available on the website: 
https://architecturecanada.ca/ For the 
Survey and Call for Manifestos click ENGAGE.

For information on the national policy initiative, 
visit http://riseforarchitecture.com/

CAFÉ is supported by a SSHRC Connection 
grant and contributions from twelve 
architecture programs represented by the 
Canadian Council of University Schools of 
Architecture (CCUSA).

/ Lisa Landrum (October 17, 2019)

... sharing and 
community
give us an 
opportunity to 
develop new 
forms of policy 
making.

“
” - Sarah Yoes

Dalhousie graduate student
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architects; and the need to support climate 
action, Indigenous communities, social 
justice, and research. Maggie Cabana, an 
architect with the Montreal-based practice 
Architecture Microclimat and 2015 graduate 
of Université de Montréal, presented 
examples of small interventions having 
broad community impact, while emphasizing 
pressing questions and concerns, including 
the need to advocate for more accessible 
and just cities. Maude Tousignant-Bilodeau,
president of the Université de Montréal 
student association, Regroupement 
d’Étudiants en Architecture (RÉA), described 
the status of mental health in architecture 
schools and the involvement of the RÉA 
in addressing an ethos of care for student 
well-being. Finally, Jonathan Kabumbe
and Noémie Lavigne, student-delegates 
from the McEwen School of Architecture at 
Laurentian University, presented some of the 
special focuses of their school’s pedagogy, 
including the valuation of sustainable building 
materials, especially wood; the integration 
of regional and international research trips; 
and community-oriented design projects 
involving children and Indigenous groups. 

Conversations and Complex Consensus

Following the presentations, attendees joined 
roundtable discussions, each moderated by 
a student who oriented conversations and 
ensured all voices were heard. 

As a visiting delegate from Carleton 
University, I joined a table including 
representatives from McGill University, 
Université Laval and Université de Montréal 
to address the topic of People. We asked 
questions such as what is the most pressing 
issue regarding the influence of architecture 
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CAFÉ Québec: 
Continuing the Conversation 
on Architectural Education, 
Research and Advocacy
On a cold Remembrance Day (Jour du 
Souvenir), architecture students, educators, 
practitioners, activists, and researchers 
gathered at the Université de Montréal at the 
foot of Mount-Royal for the second forum in 
the series of Canadian Architecture Forums 
on Education, or CAFÉs. The event was 
hosted in the north-east wing of a former 
convent built in 1936, occupied by the Faculty 
of Architecture since the seventies and 
renovated by the Montreal firms Saucier + 
Perrotte and Menkès Shooner Dagenais in 
the nineties. About 120 people assembled 
to consider topics related to Place, People, 
Prosperity and Potential, while considering 
how a national architecture policy might 
inspire positive change.

The event began with brief presentations. 
Director Jacques Lachapelle welcomed 
visitors, while Professors Jean-Pierre Chupin
(Université de Montréal) and Lisa Landrum
(University of Manitoba) introduced the 
CAFÉs and the aim to involve academic 
communities in describing architectural 

quality and imagining the future of 
architecture in Canada. Dr. Landrum stressed 
the importance of involving students and 
educators in the process, and alluded to 
etymological links between policy and polis,
which is Greek for “city” – comprised of 
citizens speaking and acting together. 

Why a national architectural policy?

A variety of regional speakers and student 
delegates addressed the CAFÉ questions 
and themes. Architect and professor 
Anne Cormier made a presentation about 
her career leading to the motto of her 
architectural firm (Atelier Big City): “Make 
Architecture a Public Policy.” The firm’s 
slogan emphasizes that architects have 
the power to question conventions and 
redefine the contours of the status quo 
built environment. Architect Anne Carrier,
president of the Association of Architects 
in Private Practice in Québec (AAPPQ), 
addressed the question of “why a national 
architectural policy?” – arguing that a 
policy would help define and promote 
architecture quality in order to improve our 
living environment. Former president of 
the Order of Architects of Québec (OAQ), 
Nathalie Dion, presented the work conducted 
since 2014 to actively support and shape 
the adoption of a Québec Architecture 
Policy, summarized in a document titled 
Livre Blanc pour une politique québécoise 
de l’architecture published in March 2018. 
Bruno Demers, sociologist and director 
of Architects Without Borders Québec, 
advocated for a more humanitarian approach 
to architecture and outlined a variety of 
concerns, notably architectural illiteracy in 
Canada; the scarcity of critical architectural 
journalism; the lack of politicization of 

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada
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Make architecture 
a public policy.“ ” - Anne Cormier

/ Atelier Big City
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upon individuals and different communities? 
How can an architecture policy contribute to 
improving those preoccupations? What are 
the best examples to illustrate the positive 
impact of architecture on people? And, what 
strategies could be employed to help the 
public better understand the value of well-
designed environments?

While it was not difficult to reach consensus 
about pressing issues, it was more 
challenging to identify precise strategies to 
address them. Highlights of the discussion 
included the suggestion that more education 
and communication was necessary to 
generate a better understanding of 
architecture amongst the general public. 
It was proposed to give more media 
attention to the built environment by raising 
the quality and quantity of architectural 
criticism in mainstream publications and 
newspapers. Our group debated if those 
critics should be architects, academics or 
unspecialized cultural critics. While there 
was no consensus on the right background 
or expertise for critics, there was broad 
agreement that cross/trans/multi-disciplinary 
research and collaboration was necessary 
in architecture. Cross-disciplinarity has the 
potential to not only deepen appreciation of 
the built environments in all its complexity, 
but also to highlight the importance of 
architecture across diverse domains. Better 
understanding would mobilize different 
agents of the built environment, such 
as entrepreneurs, builders, politicians, 
institutional boards, and community groups.

Regarding ways that built environments are 
appreciated, we suggested that the notion 
of “comfort” might be an accessible way 
to communicate architecture’s qualitative 
components, thus avoiding a shallow and 

ocular-centric interpretation of the built 
environment. “Comfort” can encompass 
questions of atmosphere, thermal control, 
sound quality, natural light, ventilation, safety, 
aesthetic and synesthetic experience, as well 
as a sense of community and belonging. Re-
considering the place and experience of the 
human as the center of our concern, leads us 
to think about the more-than-human issues, 
like relationships to broader ecosystems. 
Around the table, the climate crisis was 
the focus of concern, with sustainability 
conceptualized in terms of resilience, 
building regulations and architectural 
strategies, but also the preservation of 
historic buildings. 

Finally, our group pondered the temporalities 
of architecture – how we account for the 
integration of the past, as well as the future 
and responsibility for heritage. Our table 
suggested that architects might be involved 
in projects from their very inception, working 
with clients early to establish parameters and 
develop holistic approaches. If time scales 
might help us to consider differently the 
processes of the built environment, it also 
conceptualizes progress, value, growth and 
prosperity under alternative criteria.  

Timely Initiative and Vast Potential

The event addressed the importance of 
policies and the numerous challenges that 
built environments confront now and will 
continue to face in the years to come. More 
work needs to be done to show specific ways 
that policies might advocate for reciprocal 
relationships with Indigenous communities, 
for spatial justice in cities, as well as how 
research and education might tackle 
questions of environmental sustainability 
early on in the education. 

We are indebted to the dedicated and 
generous organizers of CAFÉ Quebec. Too 
rare are the occasions to gather people 
from different Canadian universities as well 
as practicing architects and professional 
institutions. The CAFÉ was an important 
way to catalyze serious conversation 
and intensify thinking about a possible 
architecture policy for Canada. That timely 
initiative – following the recent election – has 
the potential to bring forward changes at the 
national level in the years to come. 

Now that we have returned to our respective 
schools, the reflection is not over. In 
our capacity as educators, students and 
researchers, it is important to assess the 
ways that those discussions might influence 
how we teach and conduct research, and 
attune us to various forms of activism to 
enhance our built environments.

Future CAFÉs

The next CAFÉ will be hosted by Ryerson 
University on February 6, 2020; followed by 
CAFÉ Prairie at the University of Manitoba 
on February 28, 2020; and CAFÉ West at the 
University of Calgary on March 12, 2020.

Canadian Architecture Forums on Education 
are supported by a SSHRC Connection 
grant and the Canadian Council of 
University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
representing twelve architecture programs 
in Canada.

/ Émélie Desrochers-Turgeon 
Émélie is a Ph.D. student and Vanier scholar

at Carleton University’s Azrieli School of
Architecture & Urbanism. She is also 

coordinator of the research collaborative 
CRIPTIC (www.criptic.org).
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and just city.
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exposed glulam beams and columns, 
supporting a nail-laminated timber floor. 
The result is not only a beautiful and bright 
open work space, but a building that acts 
as an agent of environmental change by 
sequestering carbon and offsetting more 
greenhouse gas intensive construction 
practices.

Next up, University of Toronto 
graduate students and GALDSU 
representatives shared initiatives and option 
studios at the Daniels Faculty of Architecture 
Landscape and Design. Adam Krajewski,
Valerie Marshall and Jana Nitschke each 
reflected on how the Daniels pedagogy and 
new facility balances radical technology-
enhanced design exploration with community 
engagement and experiential learning via 
global field trips.

Devin Arndt and Nicole Rak, M.Arch 
students and Sustainability Collective 
Directors at University of Waterloo, shared 
a variety of bottom-up student initiatives 
that are motivating institutional change. 
Their advocacy and activism include waste 
management systems for design studios, 
and principle-based climate actions that 
acknowledge inextricable links between 
architectural decisions, environmental rights 
and human rights.

Jesse Martyn and Vincent Perron,
UBC graduate students and members of the 
Architecture Union of Students (ARCHUS), 
provided an overview of work and wellness 
strategies at the School of Architecture + 
Landscape Architecture (SALA). Studying in 
the context of Vancouver’s housing crisis 
and investment-driven development, SALA 
students are grounded by environmental, 
ethical and speculative design approaches 
fostering resilience, social well-being, 
material knowledge, and fun.
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CAFÉ Ontario 
On Thursday, February 6th 2020, over 
one hundred students, academics and 
professionals gathered in a former fish 
processing plant – now 307 Sidewalk Labs – 
to grapple with the slippery question of the 
future of architecture. 

CAFÉ Ontario, the third in a series of 
Canadian Architecture Forums on Education, 
was organized by the Ryerson University 
M.Arch class of 2021 in conjunction with 
their annual student-led symposium. Student 
and faculty delegates joined the event from 
schools across Canada: from the University 
of British Columbia, Dalhousie University, 
University of Manitoba, University of Toronto 
and Waterloo University. The Sidewalk Labs 
innovation hub and community-outreach 
centre on Toronto’s St. Lawrence Blvd East 
provided the perfect provocative setting for 
this transformational dialogue on how politics 
and architecture shape our communities.  

Calls to Action and Awareness
CAFÉ Ontario started with a series of short 
presentations to set an aspirational tone for 
subsequent consultations. 

Stephanie Steriotis, Ryerson M.Arch 
student and lead organizer of the symposium, 
launched the event by thanking the team 
and describing the tradition of Ryerson 
student leadership in engaging timely topics 
via public debate. The annual off-campus 
symposium mixes emergent and established 
voices on critical issues facing society, and 
challenges present and future professionals 
to rethink their role and modes of practice.

Lisa Landrum, CAFÉ Project Lead and 
Associate Dean Research at the University 
of Manitoba’s Faculty of Architecture, 
shared an overview of the CAFÉ initiative 
and summarized past and upcoming events. 
The series of forums is involving all twelve 
University architecture programs in five 
forums over the course of one year, enabling 
the next generation of designers to envision 
a future architecture policy for Canada and to 
inform its priorities and ambition.

Craig Race, architect and co-founder 
of Lanescape, provided a compelling example 
of how policy-making and design-thinking 
can creatively coalesce. He described a 
vision for responsibly densifying Toronto’s 
urban core with quality laneway housing and 
accessbile greenspace via innovative zoning 
policy. Such micro-interventions are already 
having macro-effects for a more sustainable 
and pedestrian-friendly urban fabric.  

Richard Witt, architect and principal 
at Quadrangle, shared lessons learned 
from the process of creating Ontario’s first 
mid-rise mass timber building, 80 Atlantic. 
Taking advantage of a 2014 amendment to 
the Ontario Building Code, the award-winning 
five-story commercial complex features 

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada
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The existential 
threat of a 
changing climate 
must inform 
our personal, 
educational and 
professional 
practices.

“
” - Sustainability Collective

University of Waterloo 
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Finally, Karen Mills and Sarah Yoes,
M.Arch students at Dalhousie University, 
shared the goals and accomplishments 
of the student-led organization Equality 
in Architecture (EiA). Aimed at supporting 
diversity in areas of gender, ethnicity, 
socioeconomic status and accessibility, 
EiA is raising awareness within and beyond 
academia via knowledge-building workshops, 
research and special events. 

Consultation & Conversation
Fueled by these examples of design and 
advocacy, CAFÉ Ontario participants turned 
their attention to a set of specific themes 
for discussion and debate. Thirteen groups 
joined the round table consultations on 
questions concerning architecture’s impact 
on Place, People, Prosperity and Potential. 

Key take-aways from these animated 
conversations included the following 
insight: that any architecture policy must set 
ambitious yet open-ended goals, so as to be 
adaptable to different regions and attuned 
to change over time. For a country as large 
and diverse as Canada, policy adaptability to 
local conditions is a crucial challenge. One 
consultation group, which had focused on 
Prosperity, emphasized architecture’s role 
in shaping not simply buildings but society 
and identified the need to redefine the role 
of the architect in terms of listening to and 
interpreting the desires of communities. 
Another group discussing Prosperity asked 
whose prosperity? – suggesting equity and 
inclusion ought to be guiding principles in 
setting goals and assessing success. While 
there was some concern that status-quo 
development, suburban sprawl and revenue-
driven design would be difficult to combat, 
it was highlighted that existing policies 
enabling such practices are devised by 
people, so people can change and improve 

them. There was also an overwhelming sense 
that public education about the impact of 
design on daily life should be enhanced. 
As one group stressed: understanding 
architecture’s impact on environmental and 
social justice is not only broadly important, 
but urgent.

Architecture cannot be 
divorced from politics!
After a stimulating social break and delicious 
catered feast, participants reassembled for 
an engaging panel discussion. Moderated 
by former Canadian Architect editor Ian
Chodikoff, the four panelists included: Anne
Cormier, Professor and LEAP Researcher at 
the Université de Montréal, and co-founder 
of Atelier Big City, whose motto is “make 
architecture a public policy”; Toon Dreessen,
President of DCA Architects in Ottawa, OAA 
past-President, and member of the working 
group mobilizing a national architecture 
policy and Rise for Architecture platform; 
Peter Milczyn, former Ontario Minister of 
Housing and architecturally-trained city-
building strategist with PM Strategies; and 
Alex Josephson, lecturer at University of 
Toronto’s Daniels Faculty and co-founder of 
PARTISANS, an entrepreneurial architectural 
practice striving “to make the improbable 
possible.” Together, these politically-savvy 
maker-thinkers delved deeper into the role of 
architects in elevating public understanding 
of the value of design, and underscoring the 
links between architecture and politics and 
the need for more architecturally-trained 
individuals to serve in government. 

Ongoing Discussion
The next morning, student leaders from three 
Universities met at Page One - a favorite 
café among Ryerson journalist students - to 
reflect and plan further initiatives. 

Future Forums
The next forum – CAFÉ Prairie – will be 
hosted by the University of Manitoba on 
February 28, 2020, and will include a Nation-
to-Nation conversation on Indigenous 
Principles, Perspectives and Practices. The 
fifth and final CAFÉ West will be hosted at 
the University of Calgary on March 12, 2020.

More Ways to Participate
Aside from attending a CAFÉ in person, 
anyone can participate in the initiative by 
completing the online survey and/or by 
responding to the Call for Manifestos, which 
invites students to describe a vision, question 
or concern about the future of architecture. 
All feedback will help shape the priorities and 
ambition of any future architecture policy 
for Canada. Full details are available on the 
website: https://architecturecanada.ca 

Canadian Architecture Forums on Education 
are supported by a SSHRC Connection grant 
and the Canadian Council of University Schools 
of Architecture (CCUSA), representing twelve 
architecture programs in Canada.

     /Lisa Landrum
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land shapes us and we must give back to it – 
ten times what we take. 

Amina Lalor, a Métis-Irish-Vietnamese 
graduate student at the University of 
Waterloo’s School of Architecture and 
co-founder of Treaty Lands Global 
Stories, challenged architects to critically 
acknowledge the colonial nature of their 
practice, and to attempt a deep site analysis 
of where they work through decolonizing 
place narratives. Her collaborative project 
with University of Guelph Indigenous 
scholars called Nokum’s House provides one 
possibility for a land-based research lab.

Nicole Luke, an urban Inuk born in 
Yellowknife, now pursuing a M.Arch at 
the University of Manitoba, described an 
apparent disconnect between architectural 
education and northern communities, as 
well as opportunities for work and research. 
She also speculated on how an architecture 
policy might help bridge gaps, while ensuring 
sustainability and Inuit autonomy.

Cheyenne Thomas, designer and RAIC 
Indigenous Task Force member, addressed 
the challenges experienced by many 
Indigenous students attending university 
while acknowledging recent positive 
changes, evidenced by the increasing 
number of Indigenous architecture students, 
mutual support networks, and open 
discussions like the one underway.

The panel conversation elaborated on 
many of these topics. All participants were 
inspired to seriously consider what grounds 
them as designers; to make space for true 
agency and expression; to hold governments 
and institutions accountable for promises; 
and to rally around concerns that unite non-
Indigenous and Indigenous peoples, such as 
care for the planet, land, water and future 
generations.

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
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CAFÉ Prairie 
CAFÉ Prairie was hosted on February 
28th 2020 at the University of Manitoba, 
on original lands of Anishinaabeg, Cree, 
Oji-Cree, Dakota, and Dene peoples, and 
on the homeland of the Métis Nation. As 
the site for the National Centre for Truth 
and Reconciliation, and with its strong 
commitment to Indigenous achievement, the 
University of Manitoba was a fitting venue 
to support a special CAFÉ conversation on 
Indigenous principles, perspectives and 
practices in shaping Canada’s architecture. 

Nation-to-Nation
The morning started with a smudge and 
song ceremony led by the Kind Hart Women 
Singers. Scented smoke, rhythmic drums and 
multiple Indigenous languages filled Centre 
Space of the John A. Russell Building, the 
first purpose-built architecture school in 
Canada. University of Manitoba architecture 
students and members of the newly-founded 
Indigenous Design and Planning Student 
Association (IDPSA), Danielle Desjarlais and 
Reanna Merasty, introduced and moderated 
the conversation. Entitled Nation-to-Nation,
the panel discussion aimed to deepen 
understanding of multiple First Nations 
communities; to acknowledge Canada’s 
commitment to nation-to-nation relations 
with First Nations, Inuit and Métis peoples 

based on recognition of rights, respect and 
co-operation; and to ask how architects can 
help advance the Calls to Action of the Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission of Canada. 
The panel was generously sponsored by the 
Manitoba Association of Architects.   

David Fortin, member of the Métis Nation 
of Ontario and director of the McEwen School 
of Architecture at Laurentian University, 
began by presenting architecture’s role 
in fostering relationships, reciprocity and 
respect. The McEwen school aims to instill 
these values by incorporating Indigenous 
content throughout the curriculum in 
studies of ecology, cultural sustainability, 
precedents and history, and through land-
based teachings, ceremony, language and 
engagement with elders.

Anishinaabe architect and senior 
associate at Brook McIlroy, Ryan Gorrie,
shared a vision of “looking back to move 
forward,” embracing a multi-generational 
approach to learning and design. Through 
examples of award-winning built projects, he 
showed the potential to meaningfully recover 
rich stories and histories of Indigenous 
cultures in vital and contemporary ways.

Roxanne Greene, Anishinaabe councillor 
for Shoal Lake 40, emphasized the role of 
dialogue and respect in all partnerships. Most 
important, she stressed, is an open heart. 
Roxanne’s recent design-build collaboration 
with University of Manitoba students, 
Indigenous scholar Shawn Bailey, and Shoal 
Lake residents and Elders exemplifies 
possibilities for community partnerships.

Gitxsan Nation artist, author, storyteller 
and Prairie Climate Centre technician, 
Brett Huson, called on architects to truly
“acknowledge the land” as that which we 
inherit and become responsible for; and as 
that which we come from and return to. The 
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CAFÉ Conversations
After sharing a meal of bison stew, provided 
by Indigenous-owned Feast Café Bistro, 
participants reconvened for an afternoon of 
presentations and consultations. 

CAFÉ Project Lead, Lisa Landrum, relayed
the impetus for these SSHRC-supported trans-
national conversations, intended to involve 
students in defining the scope and aims of 
an architecture policy for Canada. University 
of Manitoba M.Arch students and graduate 
representatives, Jessica Piper and Tia
Watson, described the experiential learning 
aspects of the Faculty of Architecture, 
including community-outreach and design-
build opportunities. Johanna Hurme, co-
founder of the award-winning Winnipeg firm 
5468796 Architecture, stressed that any 
architecture policy must address the “missing 
middle” – through sustainable development, 
affordable housing, specific measurable 
targets, incentives, quality-based selection 
processes, and education. Julia Nakanishi,
M.Arch student at the University of Waterloo, 
shared initiatives she has led as co-director 
of the BRIDGE Centre for Architecture and 
Design. These include a recent interactive 
exhibition called Common Waters, examining 
the future of communities in relation to a 
transforming environment. Sarah Cooper,
professor of City Planning at the University 
of Manitoba, addressed the specific 
challenge of de-commodifying and de-
colonizing “home” and the general imperative 
that policy reform be an agent of social 
justice. Nik Luka, professor of Architecture 
and Urban Planning at McGill University, 
described strategies of “unforgetting” the 
wrongs of the past through curriculum 
reform and community engagement. 
M.Arch students from UBC’s School of 
Architecture + Landscape Architecture 
(SALA), Emilia Brasdefer, Thomas Foster and 

Halley Sveinson, outlined various streams 
of student-led social and environmental 
activism, and posed specific questions 
as to how any architecture policy would 
advance positive potential in areas of human 
and animal rights, inclusive urbanism and 
sustainability. Monica Giesbrecht, landscape 
architect and principal at HTFC Planning 
& Design, shared an ethos of humility and 
open-mindedness in approaching design. 
She also highlighted the potential for 
collaborative research and outreach projects 
to instill a love of landscape among youth and 
to create more sustainable communities. Max 
Vos Coupal, M.Arch student at Laurentian 
University, presented an overview of the 
people, place and material sensibilities 
defining the McEwen School of Architecture 
community. UBC architecture professor John
Bass stressed the importance of simple 
yet powerful communication skills for any 
architect, and described four overlapping 
modes of practice crucial to the evolving 
profession: artisan, ecologist, industrialist 
and activist. Wins Bridgman, co-director 
of BridgmanCollaborative Architecture 
demonstrated the firm’s motto of making
public work by sharing activist-designs 
engaging humor, metaphor and direct calls 
for social equity. Finally, McGill University 
architecture students Odile Lamy, Michael
Kurt Mayer and Olivier Therrien presented 
a series of pedagogical strategies aimed 
at learning how to engage unpredictability, 
to work with communities, to model 
environmental systems, and to value 
processes of formation over form. 

Fueled by the examples and advocacy 
of the presenters, CAFÉ participants turned 
to focus on more intimate round-table 
conversations addressing specific themes 
of architecture’s impact on Place, People, 
Prosperity and Potential.

Provocations and Questions 
While difficult to synthesize the full day of 
discourse, two guest respondents provided 
key concluding remarks at the end of CAFÉ 
Prairie. Rafico Ruiz, Associate Director 
of Research at the Canadian Centre for 
Architecture, highlighted the inspirational 
atmosphere in the room and the invention of 
new relationships and possibilities formed 
through dialogue. He encouraged participants 
to engage cultural institutions, like the CCA, 
and to help ensure they are reflecting goals 
and aspirations of the communities they 
serve. He also provocatively asked how an 
architecture policy might be manifested as an 
exhibition, and what would be its interactive 
medium and rousing title. 

Andrea Rounce, University of Manitoba 
Political Studies professor, posed a series of 
questions grounded in her expertise in public 
administration: What would a successful 
policy look like? How would we know it’s 
successful? What assumptions are design 
professionals and students making about 
social change? Who drives this change? And, 
who prevents it? Is public policy sufficient 
to make change, or does it also require that 
change be undertaken by the people and 
professions represented in this event? 

CAFÉ Prairie culminated with a tour of 
design studios and the CAFÉ CAFÉ exhibition 
in the Arch2 Gallery, and a social mixer.

As a personal observation, at the end of 
this CAFÉ (as with all of them), and especially 
upon hearing the student presenters and 
insights of student table captains, I have felt 
convinced that positive change is already 
underway and the future of architecture is in 
good hands.

The fifth and final CAFÉ will be held at the University of 
Calgary’s City Building Design Lab on March 12, 2020. 

/Lisa Landrum
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Following the introductions, a series of 
short presentations by students, professors, 
and regional professionals set the tone 
and topics for open discussion. Zach Ward,
a Master of Architecture student at the 
University of Calgary, shared perspectives 
of SAPL students. Focusing on the formative 
internship process, he suggested how the 
profession can better support graduates in 
realizing career goals through diversified 
experience, enhanced mentorship, 
interdisciplinary opportunities and research 
development. Augmented by student 
drawings and designs, Zach presented 
varied voices and visions for an architecture 
policy, including priorities of environmental 
stewardship and public engagement, and 
the need for any policy to evolve over time. 
Kate Allen, principal and founding partner of 
FRANK Architecture & Interiors, described 
a series of ways in which architecture 
positively impacts people by fostering social 
connections; humanizing neglected ‘in 
between’ spaces; encouraging curiosity; and 
inspiring communities. As Kate emphasized 
– with exquisite examples of FRANK’s built 
works – good food, comfort and storytelling 
are key agents in creating social bonds, a 
common sense of dignity and architectural 
meaning. David Down, senior architect and 
chief urban designer with the City of Calgary, 
tackled the difficulty of defining good design. 
With a presentation entitled, “Quantifying 
Quality,” David shared the recent Calgary 
Municipal Development Plan and Quality 
Design Project, relaying specific strategies to 
understand design expectations, perceptions 
and performance. Jean-Pierre Chupin,
Professor of Architecture at the Université 
de Montréal and Canada Research Chair in 
Architecture, Competitions and Mediations 
of Excellence, expanded on the challenge 

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

NEWS
café

For more information on the      initiative – including other ways to participate and further resources – visit: 
www.architecturecanada.ca

CAFÉ West
Place and Circumstance
On Thursday, March 12, 2020 – a day before 
social distancing and cancelled events 
became the norm due to the coronavirus 
– keen participants from four provinces 
gathered at the University of Calgary’s 
downtown research hub to join the last in 
a series of Canadian Architecture Forums 
on Education. The unusual circumstances 
served only to strengthen collective concern 
for public health, community well-being, and 
the quality of Canada’s social infrastructure.

Participants met on land adjacent to 
where the Bow River meets the Elbow River, 
on traditional territories of the people of the 
Treaty 7 region in Southern Alberta, home to: 
the Blackfoot Confederacy, comprising the 
Siksika, Piikani and Kainai First Nations; the 
Tsuut’ina First Nation; the Stoney Nakoda, 
including the Chiniki, Bearspaw and Wesley 
First Nations; and the Métis Nation of Alberta, 
Region 3. 

CAFÉ West took place across from City 
Hall in Calgary’s former public library, a site 
for seeking and sharing knowledge for over a 
half-century. Recast as City Building Design 
Lab (CBDLab), the building now serves as a 
satellite event centre for the University of 
Calgary’s School of Architecture, Planning 
and Landscape (SAPL). Alongside CAFÉ 
West, the CBDLab hosted an array of parallel 
activities: a press conference with the Mayor 

café

of Calgary, Neheed Nenshi, to launch the “9 
Block initiative,” a collaboration between the 
city and SAPL to address vibrancy, safety 
and social inclusion in the downtown core; 
two Design Matters public lectures; an 
exhibition; and multiple “block week” courses 
with guest instructors, including an Arch 
Agency course taught by CAFÉ project lead 
Lisa Landrum and Kris Kelly-Frère, social 
innovation designer and manager of the Vivo 
Play Project. Arch Agency students engaged 
a week of experimental play, ethnographic 
adventure, videography and performative 
storytelling, while exploring their own sense 
of agency in fostering human thriving. As 
part of the Arch Agency course, students 
produced multimedia masks and manifestos, 
and acted as creative protagonists and table 
captains at CAFÉ West, leading discussions 
on Canada’s architectural future.

Words and Works
CAFÉ West began with a welcome and rally 
from John Brown, Dean of the University of 
Calgary’s School of Architecture, Planning 
and Landscape, and President of the Royal 
Architectural Institute of Canada. Reminding 
participants of a variety of pressing 
societal concerns intersecting design 
professions, Dean Brown emphasized the 
timeliness of the CAFÉ conversation and 
the collaborative nature of its endeavor, 
involving schools, provincial associations, 
and a national advocacy body. Lisa Landrum,
CAFÉ Project Lead and Associate Dean 
Research at the University of Manitoba’s 
Faculty of Architecture, provided context 
and background to the initiative, while also 
acknowledging SAPL support from Associate 
Dean (Architecture) Jason Johnson,
Professor Catherine Hamel and a team of 
event organizers. 

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

March 20, 2020

We are all in this 
together.“ ” - Madyson McKay

Architect with the City of Calgary
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of quantifying quality by sharing steps 
taken toward creating an Atlas of Research 
on Excellence in Architecture (AREA). 
Building on his recent work in establishing a 
Canadian Competitions Catalogue – and now 
in partnership with dozens of universities, 
cultural institutions and professional 
associations – Dr. Chupin described a new 
research initiative to aggregate collective 
wisdom and support architecture policies 
with reliable data and analyses of criteria for 
architectural excellence. Next up, Carleton 
University students Kim Langat and Vedad 
Haghighi described life and learning at the 
Azrieli School of Architecture and Urbanism. 
Highlights included student publications, 
awards programs, directed study abroad 
adventures, diverse research labs and robust 
public forums. Significantly, these students 
emphasized that the socially-supportive and 
structurally-expressive architecture building 
is itself an influential agent in their education. 
Alkarim Devani, President at RNDSQR 
(Round Square), began his presentation 
with a bold question: Is great architecture 
alone enough? As a business graduate, now 
leading an award-winning place-making 
practice, Alkarim argued that creating 
thriving communities requires a holistic 
vision not just for buildings but for their 
management, socialization, neighborhood 
development and long-term adaptability. 
He advocated for a design policy that views 
the well-being of people, place and urban 
settings as intertwined, and engages tenants, 
owners, managers, and local merchants as 
entities in a mutually-supportive ecosystem. 
Logan Armstrong, an intern at Works of 
Architecture, outlined architecture’s effect on 
cognitive experience. Bridging neuroscience, 
psychology and architecture, he described 
how aesthetic experience impacts health 
and well-being. Such research could help 

designers understand the personal effects 
of challenges like mass urbanization and 
social isolation. Shawna Cochrane and 
Madyson McKay, architects with the City of 
Calgary, shared their collective wisdom from 
extensive outreach and project management 
experience on numerous municipal projects. 
Shawna highlighted the role of the city as 
a building owner, and thus a key shaper of 
public infrastructure. Calgary owns over 
800 buildings: from recreation facilities and 
emergency service centres, to parks and 
pump stations. She also emphasized the 
role policy plays in establishing a common 
language for the desired outcomes and 
impacts of civic projects. Madyson described 
recent affordable housing initiatives and 
stressed the links between quality housing 
and healthy citizens. Finally, Michael
Plummer and Stephanie Steriotis, M.Arch 
students at Ryerson University, who recently 
led CAFÉ Ontario, shared examples of work 
and insights from studying on a dense urban 
campus. Drawing lessons from Ryerson’s 
masterplan – which prioritizes intensification, 
pedestrianization and design excellence 
– they suggested municipal and national 
policies might be modeled on such forward-
looking campus plans, which also mix 
everyday urbanism with academic research 
and edifying play. 

Dialogue and Debate
Inspired by presentations and provocations, 
participants turned to focus on conversations 
in small groups led by Arch Agency students 
and delegates from visiting schools. As 
with each CAFÉ, these fluid exchanges 
– aided by doodling devices and word 
cards – generated memorable experiences 
and meaningful take-aways. For instance, 
reporting on a discussion of architecture’s 
Potential, SAPL student Inioluwa Adedapo

emphasized the need to design the right
thing, before designing the thing right – that 
is, to ensure from the start that projects 
are oriented in the best direction via broad 
community input. M.Arch student James 
Luca Pinel, from Université de Montréal, 
summarized his group’s reflections on Place 
with a diagram of interconnection between 
creativity and complexity, listening and trust. 
And SAPL student Daniel Howard distilled 
broad conversations about design’s impact 
on People, as an “architecture of empathy” 
– involving continual dialogue between 
designers and citizens.

Decolonization
After a refreshing interlude, CAFÉ West 
culminated with a special presentation by 
the Design Matters Somerville Lecturer 
Chris Cornelius, member of the Oneida 
Nation of Wisconsin, founding principal of 
studio:indigenous, and architecture professor 
at the University of Wisconsin. With imagistic 
words, animistic works and palimpsestic 
drawings, Chris demonstrated the power of 
engaging design as ceremony via storytelling 
and participation in a world of tricky 
reciprocities. His talk ended with a message 
that resonated with CAFÉ Prairie’s opening 
premise: to make architecture indigenous 
again – not through applied styles but with 
open-minded and open-hearted involvement 
with others, the land and histories of place.

Café Culmination
Thank you to the nearly 1000 students, 
faculty and professionals who participated 
directly in these five CAFÉ events over the 
last six months. The Call for Manifestos and 
online survey remain open until May 15th. A 
final report will be prepared and posted in 
summer 2020.  Follow announcements on 
Instagram @archcanadacafe.

/Lisa Landrum

Ph
ot

os
: L

is
a 

La
nd

ru
m

 &
 A

le
x 

M
ay

he
w I anticipate a career in 

which environmental 
stewardship inhabits 
a primary role in every 
design decision. “ ”- Caleb Hildenbrandt & Zach Ward

M.Arch Students, University of Calgary
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3Take-aways 

The following take-aways provide a synopsis of the 
most conspicuous results and compelling ideas to 
arise from the far-ranging CAFÉ conversations, 
which transpired from fall 2019 to summer 2020.

These primary outcomes and concerns are based on 
all five CAFÉ forums, with particular attention to 
student voices. These main points are supported by 
student presentations at the events, manifesto 
submissions, consultation responses, survey 
feedback, social media and communications with 
student delegates and research assistants from 
different schools. Subsequent sections of this report 
provide more detailed analysis and excerpts of the 
voluminous and varied feedback received. 

Generally, students enthusiastically participated in 
the CAFÉs and were keen to share perspectives on 
the national policy initiative. Students were also 
eager to know the next steps in the architecture 
policy process. They hoped that conversations 
would extend beyond architecture schools to other 
design and city-building disciplines, and to the 
broader community and governmental sectors. 

The Rise for Architecture group     is currently 
developing strategies for public consultations; and it 
is hoped that a culminating ‘CAFÉ Capital’ event will 
take place in Ottawa in 2021 to publicly share 
outcomes and continue the dialogue.

CAFÉ OUTCOMES:

1. Renewed commitment and urgency to foster
more sustainable and equitable built environments.
Students, academics and professionals were united in 
their resolve to work toward this common complex goal.

2. Meaningful dialogue between academic and
professional sectors. Schools of architecture have 
robust programs involving professionals in career 
fairs, coursework, extracurricular activities and 
research partnerships. The CAFÉ initiative raised 
awareness of existing reciprocities and sparked 
ideas for new collaborations to address shared goals
and challenges. As City of Calgary architect Mayson 
McKay remarked after CAFÉ West, “The creativity 
the students demonstrated was inspiring… Students, 
developers, professors, architects and interns were 
all collaborating equally… with mutual benefit for all.”

3. Community-building and networking among
students from different parts of Canada. Students
rarely have the opportunity to discuss shared 
ambitions and concerns with students from other 
architecture schools. Several delegates had never 
visited another school aside from their own. CAFÉ 
events cultivated cross-fertilization of ideas and led to
new awareness, friendships and initiatives.

4. Leadership development and empowerment 
of the next generation of architects. Students 
played leading roles as CAFÉ delegates, presenters, 
table captains, reporters and research assistants. 
Forums gave student groups a national voice, and 
mobilized knowledge about local student initiatives.
Since the launch of CAFÉ, existing student groups 
have gained renewed purpose and agency, and new 
advocacy groups have formed.

(See student groups list on page 125).

5. Enhanced awareness of the interdependence 
of design excellence and enlightened policy. Few 
participants had previously given serious thought to the
role of policy for design and social value. By the end 
of a CAFÉ, many were convinced of the importance 
of progressive policies and eager to learn more.

    

https://architecturecanada.ca/
http://riseforarchitecture.com/


https://architecturecanada.ca/

19

TOP CONCERNS and ENTHUSIASMS of the next 
generation of architects – revealed by CAFÉ forums:

1. Climate change & environmental stewardship.
Engaging architecture as a tool for climate action!
Students deemed this the top concern, as it impacts
professions, schools and society. Some students 
shared detailed initiatives for comprehensive 
corrective action, notably Dalhousie’s Supernatural 
group (manifesto #1); Laval’s l’ASSÉTAR (manifesto 
#20); and Waterloo’s Sustainability Collective, 
representatives of which presented at CAFÉ Ontario. 

2. Equity and inclusion. Possibilities for radical
diversity! Architecture schools are more gender-
balanced and culturally-mixed today than ever before. 
Student expectations for diversity and inclusion are 
propelling institutional change. Outstanding initiatives 
include Dalhousie’s Equality in Architecture (EiA) 
platform, presented at CAFÉ Ontario; UBC’s NOMAS 
(National Organization of Minority Architecture Students) 
and For a Feminist architecture (FaFa), presented at 
CAFÉ Prairie; and Manitoba’s Indigenous Design and
Planning Student Association (IDPSA), members of 
which led the Nation-to-Nation Indigenous 
conversation at CAFÉ Prairie. Student support for 
BIPOC communities grew in response to the global 
Black Lives Matter movement in Spring and Summer 
2020, as did institutional statements of solidarity and 
commitments to policy review and change. New 
student-led groups now include Calgary’s Advocates 
for Equitable Design Education    (AEDE) and The 
Architecture Lobby, Toronto and Ottawa chapters.  

3. Mental health and well-being. Possibilities for
architectures of healing! Student initiatives include
GALDSU’s Health and Well-Being Report 2018-19
presented at CAFÉ Atlantic, and RÉA’s work and
analysis called lâcher prise (letting go), shared at 
CAFÉ Québec. Student presenters at all CAFÉs
highlighted the role of student groups in advocating 
for work-life balance and planning social events to 
relieve stress and enrich community. Healthy life-
styles in schools and offices was viewed as critical to 
fostering equity in the design fields and society.

4. Meaningful community engagement.
Engaging architecture as a tool for social action!
Throughout the CAFÉs, consultation itself became a 
frequent topic of conversation. Participants were 
convinced that in-person community dialogue was 
crucial for good design processes and for creating 
public understanding of the value of design. Several 
students expressed the importance of community 
involvement in school projects. Some presenters 
provided examples of student-led community 
initiatives, including Waterloo’s Common Waters and 
other projects hosted by the BRIDGE Centre for 
Architecture    ; and research collaborations and 
conversations led by Treaty Lands Global Stories    . 
Notable community-oriented school initiatives
include the University of Calgary’s off-campus 
downtown City Building Design Lab; lands-based 
learning at the University of Manitoba and 
Laurentian’s McEwen School of Architecture; and 
related off-campus fieldwork, design-build projects
and outreach happening at all schools. Of the many
roles and responsibilities of the architect that were 
discussed, participants deemed active listening to be 
the most important yet undervalued architectural 
skill.

5. Culturally-relevant and regionally-meaningful
design amid dominant forces of capitalism.
Possibilities for advancing public understanding! 
This concern underlay every CAFÉ forum. Participant 
enthusiasm for creating more sustainable and just 
environments was tempered with uncertainty for how 
effective designers could be in bringing about positive 
change in view of financial restraints, market 
pressures and societal ambivalence. Presenters at 
CAFÉ Ontario especially emphasized concerns for 
urban sprawl and profit-driven development. Several 
manifestos aimed to reattune attention to nuanced 
phenomena, ecological well-being and social values.
Despite challenges, most CAFÉ participants were
convinced that architects have key roles to play in 
collaborative multi-generational and trans-sectorial 
endeavors to create thriving societies. 

   
   

https://architecturecanada.ca/
https://aede.ca/home
https://issuu.com/galdsu/docs/galdsu_health_and_well-being_report
http://waterlooarchitecture.com/bridge/
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https://www.instagram.com/treatylands.globalstories/
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Why and how does architecture matter?

This is a large question, difficult to answer in a 
simple or definitive way. Yet, appreciating why and 
how architecture matters is essential for clients, 
communities and governments to make good 
decisions about the built environment. This question 
is also key for architects, as they communicate the 
social value and potential of good design to multiple 
stakeholders. A basic purpose of any architecture 
policy is to respond to this question in ways that 
resonate with the public, motivates decision makers 
at all levels of society, and helps design professionals 
demonstrate the impact and value of their work.

To orient CAFÉ conversations about the far-reaching 
role of architecture – and to invite students and 
academics to rethink these questions – four themes 
were identified: Place, People, Prosperity and 
Potential. These precise yet porous themes outline 
architecture’s multi-faceted impact on collective 
identity and cultural vitality; on individual and collective 
well-being; on cities, communities and the planet; and 
on the aspirational role of architecture for society. 

CAFÉ participants were encouraged to provide 
feedback on these four interconnected and mutually-
reinforcing themes, and on questions addressing the 
purpose and priorities of a future architecture policy.

CONSULTATION STRATEGY 
Roundtable consultations were attuned to regional 
issues and informed by the ‘pecha-kucha’ presentations 
preceding them. Distributed handouts and idea cards 
at the tables provided common orientation and shared 
points of departure for each event. These consultation 
documents are available in Appendix C and on the 
website, under QUESTIONS & THEMES    .

Each handout elaborates on one of the four themes 
with short descriptions, provocative quotes and 
questions: • What do you find most concerning and 
exciting about the future of architecture? • How
might an architecture policy help address these 
concerns and opportunities? • What examples best 
demonstrate architecture’s impact on the given theme 
(Place, People, Prosperity or Potential)?
• What strategies would help invigorate public 
understanding of this matter? • Are any key issues 
missing from the thematic summary? • Anything else?

Designated student table captains helped ensure 
group understanding of the theme and encouraged 
inclusive participation, while note-takers keep a 
record of the multi-layered hyper-active discussion. 
Participants left hand-written notes on the table at the 
end of the forum, and individuals could complete the 
online survey if they wished to provide further input. 

Consultations

website, under QUESTIONS & THEMES    .

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
SUSTAINABLE URBANISM
EQUITABLE DEVELOPMENT
ADAPTATION

CONTEXT & SCALE
LAND beyond  RESOURCES
CULTURAL HERITAGE 

& VITALITY
FORGING COMMUNITY

CREATIVE INDUSTRY
COLLABORATION & LEADERSHIP

RESEARCH & INNOVATION
THE FUTURE OF ARCHITECTURE & EDUCATION  

HEALTH & HAPPINESS
MEMORY & MEANING

DIGNITY & SOCIAL JUSTICE
ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT & RECONCILIATION

INHERITANCE
RESPONSIBILITY

climate

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION

RELATIONSHIP
looking back to move forward

CAFÉ themes and sub-themes >
with refinements arising__

from consultations__

https://architecturecanada.ca/QUESTIONS-THEMES/
https://architecturecanada.ca/questions-themes/
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Atlantic 

As the first forum, CAFÉ Atlantic had a special vibe. 
It was well-timed to coincide with an influx of 
Dalhousie students returning from experiential 
learning adventures. The consultations provided 
everyone opportunities to share examples from their 
recent experiences and consider how unique 
fieldtrips and sitework might offer broader lessons 
for policy development. 

With its tradition of critical regionalism and renewed 
appreciation for Mi’kmaq heritage, Halifax was a 
stimulating location to discuss the challenge of 
developing place-based design criteria for a country 
as vast and varied as Canada. Dalhousie’s School of 
Architecture also offered lessons in adaptation and 
urban renewal, for it is housed in the renovated 1909 
Medjuck building, located directly next door to the 
new and highly-successful Central Library designed 
by Schmidt Hammer Lassen.

During CAFÉ Atlantic, visiting student delegates had 
occasions to exchange ideas beyond the formal 
forum events. Some students met the evening 
before to become acquainted, and all delegates 
gathered prior to the CAFÉ to tour the school with a 
Dalhousie thesis student. As with all CAFÉs, visiting 
delegates and local students met for coffee the next 
morning to reflect on the prior day’s conversations, 
provide critical suggestions for subsequent events, 
and strategize ways to keep the dialogue going.

d–

60 active participants at   8 tables + more attendees
PLACE PEOPLE PROSPERITY POTENTIAL

Students – Dalhousie (37)   
(Primarily M.Arch Graduate)

Students – other Schools (6)   
(Calgary, Laval, Manitoba, Toronto)

Professors – Dalhousie (4)

Professors – other Schools (3)   
(Calgary, Laval, Toronto)

Professionals/Guests (9) 
(from the NSAA, RAIC, MacKay-Lyons Sweetapple, 
SPRBLK, and Solterre)

Dalhousie University, October 7, 2019

I am excited to see where 
these discussions take us!

– Celina Abba, M.Arch student
Dalhousie University“

U. Dalhousie
Students
62%

Other
Students

10%

U.Dalhousie Profs 7%

Other Profs 5%

Professionals
15%

écaf



Select quotes and summaries of feedback from the roundtable CONSULTATIONS

25

PLACE

We need to become leaders in change.

Policy is about aspiration.

How can we use architecture as a tool of reconciliation?

Conversations about place raised concerns for the 
history of sites and the land’s original inhabitants. 
Lack of consultation and representation perpetuates 
colonialism. Groups discussed possibilities for putting 
people and Indigenous rights at the center of design 
processes. Many felt architects have a key leadership 
role to play in ensuring projects serve society and 
reconciliation. Positive examples include Indigenous 
curriculum initiatives at several Universities; the new 
Halifax Central Library    , designed as a multi-faceted 
social hub to revitalize the downtown community; and 
Calgary’s Green Ally Project    , a three-year research 
partnership between the architecture school and the 
City to transform alleyways into green people-friendly 
ecosystems. Embracing the material wisdom of craft 
was also discussed as key to understanding local 
resources, regional skills and one’s surroundings.

PEOPLE

Building for people should be our first goal.

There can be a sense of powerlessness in our 
ability to enact change. What is the power of policy? 

How might it help bring about positive change?

Discussions considered the public in general and the 
architect specifically. Participants noted concern for 
popular misperceptions about architecture and for a 
lack of unity within the profession. Some felt that all
buildings ought to have an architect; others
emphasized empowering communities to lead 
change. Most agreed that having informed public 
involvement in design processes is critical to success, 
and that quality criticism and news media improve 
public appreciation of architecture’s cultural value.
For architects, ethical understanding is imperative for 
making decisions about what is “good” for people.

PROSPERITY

Design excellence and sustainable design are not 
exclusive – we must see them as one.

Sustainability extends beyond technical 
performance of building design… it ties to larger 

ecosystems, as well as social and political issues.

This dialogue led to a series of recommendations for
advancing environmental stewardship: to better 
integrate sustainability into architectural education 
and encourage ‘big-picture’ thinking; to create more 
trans-disciplinary learning on emerging green 
technologies, low-tech ecological systems, and city 
planning; and to understand sustainability through 
the humanities, history and varying worldviews.
Many felt that an architecture policy could be 
effective in advancing these goals, as it would 
encourage adaptive reuse, discourage suburban 
sprawl, create systems of accountability, and dispel 
assumptions that great design and socially-beneficial 
outcomes are mutually exclusive. 
    

POTENTIAL

Design has the potential to manifest community.

Architects have agency – it is a question of where 
and how this agency is directed.

These groups concluded that pursuing potential 
involves addressing the climate crisis, limiting urban 
sprawl and increasing community involvement in 
placemaking. In spite of the large challenges, most 
believed that significant advancements can be made 
at a local grassroots level, and by introducing 
sustainable design thinking early. One example
provided was Nova Scotia’s Deanery Project    , a 
non-profit environmental organization focused on 
arts, youth, natural building, permaculture and
community projects related to active transportation 
and rural living. Others discussed the innovative 
potential of combining old and new technologies 
(such as traditional crafts and digital fabrication), as 
well as open source sharing of ecological research.  

caf AtlanticAtlanticcaf AtlanticAtlanticé
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Québec 

Conducted in French, CAFÉ Québec involved 
Francophone students and academics from five 
schools of architecture, and featured presentations 
by student leaders, emergent designers and the 
OAQ past-President who had led the process to 
develop an architecture strategy for Québec. 

In 2018, the Ordre des architectes du Québec 
(OAQ) published a White Paper entitled Support, 
Vision, Milestones (Livre Blanc pour une Politique 
Québécoise de l’Architecture: Appuis Vision Jalons). 
Based on four years of research and public 
consultations, the paper called on the province to 
develop unified strategies to incentivize design 
excellence and raise awareness of best practices. In 
April 2019, the Québec Minister of Culture and 
Communications, together with the Minister of 
Municipal Affairs and Housing, announced that they 
would work with the OAQ and Québec citizens to 
develop a Québec Architecture Strategy. Some 
Québec architecture professors have been involved 
in the strategy initiative, yet students had not 
previously played a role. CAFÉ Québec provided an 
opportunity to broaden the conversation, while 
drawing on lessons from the province that might be 
elevated to a national level.

On November 7, 2020, McGill University students 
held a related CAFÉ mini-forum    in English.

d–

88 active participants at   8   tables + more attendees
PLACE PEOPLE PROSPERITY POTENTIAL

Students – U.deM (54)   
(M.Arch)

Students – other Schools (16)   
(Carleton, Laurentian, Laval, McGill)

Professors – U.deM. (4)

Professors – other Schools (4)   
(Carleton, Laurentian, McGill)

Professionals/Guests (10) 
(from the AAPPQ, ASFQ, Microclimat, and OAQ)

Université de Montréal, November 11, 2019

We need to promote the 
common good with more audacity.

– Table notes on Prosperity.“

UdeM
Students
61%

Other
Students

18%

UdeM Profs 5%

Other Profs 5%

Professionals
11%

écaf
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PLACE

Accounting for variations in landscapes is key to 
an open and flexible architectural culture.

Public education has a large role to play in the 
valuation of place.

Participants discussed the importance of sensitivity to 
context and the difficulties in applying placemaking 
approaches universally, since each context is unique. 
In Montreal, the Comité consultatif d’urbanisme
(CCU), a working group of city councilors and 
citizens, handles environmental and urban impact 
studies with the goal of involving communities in 
planning issues. How might an architecture policy 
support and enhance such processes? Is something 
similar required on a national scale? A good example
illustrating the opportunities and challenges with
public consultation in reinventing neighborhoods is 
the current discussions around the proposed Bassin 
Peel baseball stadium in Montreal.

PEOPLE

Quality architecture does not need to be expensive.
We need to change people’s perception of this.

  
What is architecture? What is quality?

We need to build public confidence in our 
profession and skills.

Architects have agency and can raise awareness.

These discussions highlighted architecture’s role in 
supporting social justice and humanist development, 
while resisting gentrification and narrowly iconic and
financially-driven solutions. Many believed that
architects should encourage clients and the public to 
consider qualitative design aspects, such as small-
scale value, emotional and atmospheric attributes,
and processes that build community. It is also key to 
foster big-picture thinking about long-term durability 
and urban connections. Some noted that heritage 
examples and post-occupancy evaluations can be 
useful tools in changing popular perceptions.

PROSPERITY
Whose prosperity?

Let’s redefine prosperity in terms less economic 
and more temporal, sustainable and social.

A new philosophy of sharing, cooperation and 
distributed resources can propel prosperity for all.

Architecture is not just a consumption product; it is a 
long-term experience. We must help citizens 

understand the value of architecture in their daily lives.

These discussions distinguished collective prosperity 
from individual wealth, and social value from financial 
profit. While it was agreed that architects promote
design and the common good, the discussants 
emphasized that they must also understand complex 
economic processes and forces. Architects must 
navigate economics to propose viable solutions to 
challenges like affordable housing and growing
societal inequalities. Design communities can learn
from economist Thomas Piketty    ; author-activist 
Naomi Klein    ; and initiatives like Lab-École    ,
which involves architects, politicians and the public 
in designing future schools through competitions. 

POTENTIAL

Be an ambassador of progressive architecture.

Let’s open the school to the city. 

Conversations covered issues of innovation in wood 
construction, sustainability, identity, and obstacles 
faced by architects striving to create a better world.
Many agreed that realizing potential required a more 
informed and involved public. Québec has a strong 
competition culture for public buildings, which helps 
grow general understanding for how design 
decisions are made and impact communities. Some 
participants emphasized that universities can play an
active role in outreach with their cities. Others 
highlighted the great potential for creative 
collaboration between disciplines, not just with arts 
and engineering, but with sociology, business, 
education and political science.

caf QuébecQuébeccaf QuébecQuébecé
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Ontario 

CAFÉ Ontario was especially engaging because of 
the volume of attendees: 100 in the consultations, 
and double that for the presentations and panel. 
Participants included a bus-load of students from the 
University of Waterloo, plus non-academic and non-
architect attendees who learned of the event from 
social media or the Toronto Society of Architects. A 
stimulating vibe was also fostered by the off-campus 
venue, Sidewalk Labs (which housed its own 
consultation materials and city model), and a special 
evening panel discussion, dinner and cash bar.

Ryerson M.Arch students (class of 2021) led the 
organization of CAFÉ Ontario as part of their annual 
graduate symposium and Seminar in Critical 
Practice, taught by Prof. Marco Polo. All students 
collaborated in planning the event, making
arrangements for the venue, confirming guest
speakers and logistics. They also served as table 
captains for the consultations. Ryerson students 
used CAFÉ resources as a guide, prepared a 20-
page event plan and designed promotional graphics 
and an Instagram account @cafe_ontario_2020. 
Prof. Jurij Leshchyshyn also used CAFÉ resources 
in a Ryerson elective, Architecture and Public Policy. 
Students studied national policies, prepared 
manifestos and explored public policy making as a 
design process. This preparation led to very strong 
and informed engagement by Ryerson students.

d–

97 active participants at   13  tables + more attendees
PLACE PEOPLE PROSPERITY POTENTIAL

Students – Ryerson (30)   
(M.Arch)

Students – other Schools (41)   
(Dalhousie, Guelph, Manitoba, Toronto, UBC, Waterloo)

Professors – Ryerson (6)

Professors – other Schools (3)   
(Dalhousie, UBC, Waterloo)

Professionals/Guests (17) 
(from the CCA, MAA, NSAA, OAA, Brook McIlroy, and the
Prairie Climate Centre)

Ryerson University, February 6, 2020

Architecture has a powerful effect on 
everyday life. How do we help the 

public and politicians appreciate this?
– Table notes on Potential.

“

Ryerson
Students
31%

Other
Students
42%

Ryerson Profs 6%

Other Profs 3%

Professionals 
18%

écaf
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caf

PLACE

Placelessness is a problem.

How can policy and curriculums encourage 
community discussion, which is key to 

placemaking?

Discussions noted concerns about zoning, especially 
urban sprawl and the dominant single-family “yellow 
zone” around Toronto, and, on the other hand, noted 
appreciation for responsible density and unique 
contextual characteristics, like the historic downtown 
of Cambridge. Participants agreed that good 
placemaking and informed decisions require 
collaboration with other professionals, especially 
planners and landscape architects, as well as 
effective communication with clients and multiple 
stakeholders. While issues of character, craft, 
materials and pedestrian-focused attributes are 
important, so, too, is urban infrastructure, like transit, 
and affordability, which influence where people live.

PEOPLE

Who is included (and excluded) when we refer to 
the “general public”? 

What assumptions are we making about 
cohesiveness when we refer to “the people” and 

their needs?
  

Designers can use their voice for positive change.

These discussions covered topics of social justice, 
community engagement, and the importance of 
developing policy that is adaptable to evolving needs 
and desires over time. Architecture balances 
obligations to particular clients and local conditions 
while also having responsibilities to society as a 
whole. One group emphasized that architects are 
natural synthesizers of complex issues and that 
architecture serves as a vehicle of social connection. 
How could an architecture policy enhance inter-
connectivity of issues and people? 

PROSPERITY

Prosperity for whom?

Architecture is not simply about buildings;
it is about supporting and shaping society. 

We need proactive policy.

Defining prosperity with one set of criteria 
for an entire country is not easy, and 

perhaps not advisable.

Conversations considered the difficulty of describing 
what prosperity might mean for different people in 
different contexts. Participants discussed issues of
local economies, including building materials and
where they come from. A significant focus was the 
role and agency of architects in fostering prosperity. 
Working with multi-disciplinary teams, the architect’s
imagination and representational skills are important 
to envisioning what is possible and desirable.

POTENTIAL

Social media can be an effective tool of public 
engagement.

Imagining potential begins with education 
and starts at an early age.

Cost-driven projects leads to lost potential.

Groups saw positive potential for new architectural 
collaborations with politicians and other disciplines, 
and for stimulating public imagination through public 
debate and publication of radical utopian projects in 
pursuit of sustainability. Others cautioned that 
overly-zealous engagement of new technologies can 
overshadow issues of equity and inclusion. The 
challenge is how to harness the full potential of 
emerging technologies in a sustainable and ethical 
manner. Many felt that a policy could help create 
systems of accountability and achieve healthier, less 
environmentally-damaging developments.

OntarioOntariocaf OntarioOntarioé
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Prairie

Discussions at CAFÉ Prairie were wide ranging and
distinctly shaped by a morning conversation on 
Indigenous principles, perspectives and practices, as 
several participants in the afternoon consultations 
had joined the earlier “Nation-to-Nation” event. 

Feedback shows that there was an overarching call 
to think critically about certain existing concepts and 
approaches to design. Any national architecture 
policy would need to consider not only the diversity 
of this vast country, geographically and culturally, 
but also ensure representation of those who are too 
often overlooked or excluded from the conversation. 
Participants posed important questions concerning
the impact of design decisions on people and places
beyond the limits of a particular construction site, 
and on future generations. There was also emphasis 
on the need to regard the built environment through 
more than an anthropocentric lens, to recognize the
intrinsic value of the land and its participation in a 
complex living ecology. This worldview is centered 
on Indigenous knowledge. Openness to Indigenous 
teachings means revising typical design language
and deepening senses of responsibility. Participants 
also debated economic constraints of design, but 
emphasized the need to push beyond narrow 
financial limitations, to articulate and advocate for
long-term social value, and more powerfully
historical and ecologically-focused design criteria.

d–

60 active participants at   7   tables + more attendees
PLACE PEOPLE PROSPERITY POTENTIAL

Students – U.Manitoba (33)   
(Undergraduate & Graduate, Architecture & Env. Design)

Students – other Schools (9)   
(Laurentian, McGill, UBC, Waterloo)

Professors – U.Manitoba (4)
(including 1 from Political Studies)

Professors – other Schools (3)   
(McGill, UBC, Waterloo)

Professionals/Guests (11) 
(from the CCA, MAA, NSAA, OAA, Brook McIlroy, and the
Prairie Climate Centre)

University of Manitoba, February 28, 2020

Education is a major force 
in driving architectural reform.

-Table notes on People.“

U.Manitoba 
Students
55%

Other
Students

15%

U.Manitoba Profs 7%

Other Profs 5%

Professionals 
18%

écaf
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PLACE

Any national architecture policy should 
acknowledge that Canada has many distinct 

regions – expressed through vernacular building 
traditions, responsive to local geographies.

Diversity of perspectives is essential.

Top priorities: addressing the climate emergency 
and incorporating traditional Indigenous knowledge.

These conversations contemplated the meaning of 
place and the role of architects and communities in 
creating and protecting meaningful sites. Some 
participants cautioned that the very idea of place is a 
colonial/settler concept and we must remember that 
the land was here long before humans. Designers 
and developers must think of place as more than a 
mere building site or resource, and become 
protectors of land and the ways of life it sustains. 
Further, understanding the interplay between 
ecology, sociology and economy of any place is
critical for making appropriate design decisions. 

PEOPLE

Creating places that respect people and enhance
social life is paramount.

  
Well-designed spaces stand the test of time.  

Use them as teaching tools.
  

It’s important to also recognize the value of natural 
settings in the absence of people.

Discussions around people raised some critical 
ideas about who/what is included and excluded 
when we speak of “people” and the “public.”
Designers must consider past and future inhabitants
– designing for seven generations – as well as the 
environment, in the absence of people. Moreover, 
one must bear in mind that people living beyond a 
specific site are affected by design. This is the case
with widespread environmental degradation and
resource extraction, or when wastewater moves to 
negatively impact communities downstream.   

PROSPERITY

A city is enjoyed most when you know its secrets. Metrics 
of prosperity must value the hidden and latent qualities 

that make neighborhoods happy thriving places.

Prosperity implies excitement and dynamic action.

Participants agreed that prosperity must be 
measured by social and ecological wellness, not
monetary wealth and economic power. Heritage 
value and preservation are also key, as all contexts
and communities are unique. Prosperity is often 
measured by the financial return and end product, 
but it was suggested that processes are equally
important. Value-added processes may include
incorporating local materials; creating educational 
opportunities through consultations; or implementing 
the Living Building Challenge    . Talk of prosperity 
should be coupled with restraint and awareness of 
slippery nuances between greening and 
greenwashing, regeneration and gentrification.    

POTENTIAL

Improve communication: don’t tell, exchange.

Create alternatives to fee-based selection 
processes.  Québec’s competition-based 

approach is one alternative.

These conversations should push for more 
political-activist language – and take a stance!

Seizing potential requires invigorating broad
understanding of the value of architecture. CAFÉ 
Prairie participants felt politicians and the public 
often undervalue or misunderstand the positive role
that architecture and design research can play in 
society. Events like Nuit Blanche     and Winnipeg’s 
international design competition for Warming Huts
stimulate public imagination about design potential. 
Participants suggested infusing public school 
curricula with design activities, pursuing 
interdisciplinary collaborations, broadening design 
processes to involve non-designers, and working 
harder to make design relate across cultures.

caf PrairiePrairiecaf PrairiePrairieé
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Nation-to-Nation: 

If Canada initiates a national architecture
strategy, how would it and its processes 
reflect the many nations of Turtle Island? 

How would an architecture policy strengthen
government commitments to nation-to-
nation relations between Canada and First 
Nations, Inuit and Métis peoples? 

How can design strategies advance the
Calls to Action of the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission of Canada?

As part of CAFÉ Prairie, a panel discussion focused
on these questions concerning Indigenous principles,
perspectives and practices in shaping Canada’s 
architecture. Indigenous presenters included 
architects, students, storytellers and community 
advocates, representing Anishinaabe, Cree and
Gitxsan Nations, as well as Inuk and Métis Peoples. 
(Presenter details are provided in Appendix B),

Cree students from the University of Manitoba’s
newly-founded Indigenous Design and Planning
Student Association (IDPSA) moderated the session:
Danielle Desjarlais, from Peguis First Nation; and
Reanna Merasty, from Barren Lands First Nation.

Read a summary of 
the Nation-to-Nation event 
by student moderators 
Danielle Desjarlais and 
Reanna Merasty. 
UMToday, March 24, 2020.

Watch a 3.5-minute 
montage of excepts from 
Nation-to-Nation and 
CAFÉ Prairie presenters, 
created by UManitoba 
M.Arch students Andria
Langi and Alixa Lacerna.
YouTube, May 22, 2020.

Reflections on Nation-to-Nation
By University of Manitoba, Faculty of Architecture students: 
Faith Campos, Anishinaabe/Dakota; Nicole Luke, Inuk; and 
Mackenzie Skoczylas, Ojibwa, Shoal Lake 40 First Nation. 

The Nation-to-Nation conversation was important for 
growing understanding of the many cultures within 
Indigenous communities. It created a safe space for 
communication which may lead to more inclusive 
and respectful design. Creating these connections is 
vital. For too long, Eurocentric design disregarded 
Indigenous perceptions of sustainability and 
culturally-relevant living. Indigenous voices can help 
address environmental crises, like climate change 
and globalization. Events like Nation-to-Nation not 
only allow Indigenous voices to be heard but also 
compel more people to listen. Listening plays a key 
role in supporting BIPOC communities and 
encouraging prosperous synergetic relationships. 

The Nation-to-Nation event underscored the 
urgency of prioritizing Indigenous perspectives. The 
design community must realize their role as vital to 
advancing the work of truth and reconciliation. 
Indigenous presenters highlighted the importance of 
working with communities to ensure respect for base 
values, cultural traditions and the land. Respecting 
the land is crucial and should be perceived as an 
opportunity to enhance environmental stewardship. 
Sustainable building practices are intrinsic to 
Indigenous values, so it is vital to create cohesive 
relationships between design policies and practices.

To move this discussion forward, designers 
must explore new topics, such as Inuit autonomy. 
Empowering Indigenous viewpoints not only allows 
relevant voices to be heard, but involves more 
creative minds searching for solutions. This enables
mutual understanding, which provides the ground for 
reconciliation. It is important to recognize past 
colonial violence and prevent its perpetuation, 
particularly through education. We must ask difficult 
questions: How can curriculums be modified to 
engage Indigeneity and non-western points of view? 
How can non-Indigenous designers learn to 
successfully design for the original caretakers of the 
land? How can designers play a meaningful role in 
Canada’s Truth and Reconciliation? 

Prairie é

https://news.umanitoba.ca/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DMWISB0_qZ4&feature=youtu.be
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DMWISB0_qZ4&feature=youtu.be
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10:00
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1:00-
5:00pm

ARRIVAL / MEET & MINGLE / coffee 

OPENING WORDS AND CEREMONY
Welcome, Danielle Desjarlais & Reanna Merasty
Smudging Ceremony
Prayer Ceremony and Song, Kind Hart Women Singers
Traditional Territories Acknowledgement, Lisa Landrum
        
PANEL INTRODUCTION
Danielle Desjarlais & Reanna Merasty, Cree, IDPSA student representatives, 
Faculty of Architecture, University of Manitoba

PRESENTATIONS
David Fortin, Metis, Associate Professor & Director at the 
McEwen School of Architecture, Laurentian University

Ryan Gorrie, Anishinaabe, Senior Associate & Architect at Brook McIlroy

Roxanne Greene, Anishinaabe, Shoal Lake 40 Councillor

Brett Huson, Gitxsan Nation, Artist/Author, & Technician at the 
Prairie Climate Centre

Amina Lalor, Métis, M.Arch Student & Co-Founder of 
Treaty Lands Global Stories, University of Waterloo

Nicole Luke, Inuk, M.Arch Student, University of Manitoba

Cheyenne Thomas, Anishinaabe, Peguis First Nation, 
architectural designer, RAIC Indigenous Task Force member

MODERATED PANEL DISCUSSION

OPEN QUESTIONS & DIALOGUE

CLOSING COMMENTS  

écafécafé

www.architecturecanada.ca 
@archcanadacafe

Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

INDIGENOUS DESIGN + PLANNING
STUDENTS ASSOCIATION

Translations provided by 
Ryan Gorrie, Nicole Luke, 

Brett Huson & Kristen Fleury

kinanâskomitin
miigwetch

marsi
nakurmiik
thank you

OPEN QUESTIONS & DIALOGUEOPEN QUESTIONS & DIALOGUE

http://www.architecturecanada.ca
https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/
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West

CAFÉ West consultations were uniquely influenced
by student table captains who had participated in a 
related week-long block course on social innovation 
and the future of architecture called Arch Agency    .
Paper-covered table tops, colored markers and 
Post-it note pads encouraged interactive doodling 
and diagramming as part of each table discussion. 
Several City of Calgary architects – all active in 
urban design, community outreach, and quality-
based planning – also joined the tables. 

The location of the event in the former downtown 
Public Library – now the City Building Design Lab of 
the University of Calgary’s School of Architecture, 
Planning and Landscape – further influenced the 
civic-oriented discussions. Ironically, participants 
were not overly concerned with the COVID-19 
pandemic, which compelled the City Building Design 
Lab to close to the public the very next day.

Generally, table discussions grappled with questions 
about how people interact with the built environment. 
Key issues concerned representation, community 
response and engagement. Recurring remarks 
centered on the need for architects to perform as
social researchers, engaging in consultation early in 
design processes and creating opportunities to 
increase public awareness of the broad value of 
well-designed environments. 

d–

53 active participants at   8   tables + more attendees
PLACE PEOPLE PROSPERITY POTENTIAL

Students – U.Calgary/SAPL (33)   
(Graduate, Architecture & Landscape Architecture)

Students – other Schools (6)   
(Carleton, Ryerson, Université de Montreal)

Professors – U.Calgary/SAPL (3)
(including 1 from Political Studies)

Professors – other Schools (2)   
(Ryerson, Université de Montreal)

Professionals/Guests (6) 
(from the City of Calgary, FRANK, RNDSQR, and Works of 
Architecture)

University of Calgary, March 12, 2020

écaf

There is a tension between creativity and 
trust that can be resolved with listening.

– Table notes on Place“

SAPL
Students
66%

Other
Students
12%

SAPL Profs 6%

Other Profs 4%

Professionals 
12%

https://www.instagram.com/arch_agency/
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PLACE

Architecture starts with listening.

We need to become social detectives:
attentive to community habits and usage.

Conversations on place considered issues of human 
scale, “in-between” places, and the potential of 
settings to facilitate social interaction, personal 
transformation and cultural exchange. People have 
differing senses of place based on personal 
experience. Accommodating cultural diversity is key 
to any public place’s success. Participants gave two 
examples of Calgary architecture positively 
impacting people: the new Central Library     and 
Peace Bridge    . A key theme arising from one 
table’s discussion of place was the notion of trust
and the importance of earning and sustaining public 
trust while still pushing creative boundaries. For 
architects, this requires listening, but also guiding 
dialogue to the most important issues and questions. 

PEOPLE
Architecture is an act of empathy.

How to foster public understanding of
architectural value? 

What language are we using? And what are the modes 
of communication (visual, verbal, digital, passive…)

The groups discussing people examined questions of
representation: Who is architecture for? Who does it 
belong to? Whose views are privileged in decision-
making processes, and whose are under-represented? 
How can architecture better represent people and their 
stories? And to what degree should architecture 
represent the owner, the users, the community, or the 
architect? Groups concluded that there is an interplay 
among many people with differing priorities and 
interests in the built environment. Research via 
different methodologies (dialogue, neuroscience,
analysis of post-occupancy evaluations, etc.) builds 
understanding of varying impacts and helps create 
more equitable built environments. 

PROSPERITY

Codes and policies are both restrictive and enabling.
Fostering prosperity involves the right balance.

Worry less about the image of design and more about
those who will be living and trying to thrive there.

Examples help people imagine a thriving environment –
once there is an idea of what a place might be, then we 

can demand it.

By happenstance, no table was dedicated to the 
theme of prosperity; but insights emerged from
several others. For instance, talk on place led to
discussions of adapting urban infrastructure to 
support civic needs and cultural vitality, such as 
reimagining Calgary’s ‘plus 15’ skyway pedestrian 
network for social and artistic purposes. Participants 
highlighted transit infrastructure as a major factor in 
shaping cities; and public art murals and light 
installations as key to improving city culture. 

POTENTIAL

Would an architect make a good Prime Minister?

There’s nothing that architecture isn’t interested in. 

Innovation comes from the intersection of 
multiple industries.

Everyone (not just architects) should have the tools to 
make and influence better decisions for their environment.

Talk of potential revolved around engaging
communities early in planning initiatives. Participants 
discussed the importance of having extensive 
preliminary public consultations with diverse groups.
One table focused on ways community engagement 
enhances academic learning. They offered the 
example of design-build and Auburn University’s 
Rural Studio   , with its mission of educating “citizen-
architects.” Questions also arose around how 
emerging architects could discover their potential 
through opportunities embedded in professional 
internship processes and trans-disciplinary 
collaborations.

caf Westcaf Westcaf WestWesté
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what
concerns you

&
excites you

about
the future of architecture

?

Quand vous envisagez le futur 
de l’architecture au sens large :

Qu’est-ce
qui est le plus excitant?

Qu’est-ce qui est 
le plus inquiétant?

?

how 
does architecture impact

place
people

prosperity
potential

?
give an example

tell a story

Quel est 
l’impact de l’architecture sur 

le lieu
les personnes
la prospérité
le potentiel

?
donnez un exemple

racontez une histoire

if
Canada creates an 

architecture policy, 
what should be its 

priorities

?

si
le Canada met en place 
une Politique nationale 

de l’architecture, quelles 
devraient être 
ses priorités 

?

what

actions
should be taken

to create 
more sustainable, equitable and engaging built environments?

?
-BY 

schools of architecture
students

architects & design/planning professionals
the public 

government

Afin de créer un environnement bâti plus 
durable, équitable et engageant, 

que doivent 
faire :

?
les écoles d’architecture?

les architectes, urbanistes et professionnels du design?
les étudiants?

le public? 
le gouvernement? (tout pallier)

the  

the

your

for

define

convey

share

call

DÉFINISSEZ LES ENJEUX

FAITES VALOIR L’IMPORTANCE

PARTAGEZ VOTRE VISION

APPELEZ À L’ACTION

now

surveycafé

open

CANADIAN ARCHITECTURE FORUMS ON EDUCATION

?

MAINTENANT OUVERT

P a r t a g e z 

e t  c o n t r i b u e z  à  i m a g i n e r 
u n  m e i l l e u r 

e n v i r o n n e m e n t  b â t i 
p o u r  l e  C a n a d a

w i l l  i n f o r m 
a  n a t i o n a l  c o n v e r s a t i o n

a b o u t  a n
a r c h i t e c t u r e  p o l i c y  f o r  C a n a d a
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5
In addition to the five forums, an online questionnaire 
was created to facilitate feedback from individuals 
who were unable to attend an in-person event or who 
left a CAFÉ realizing they had more to offer. 

The survey was launched via Survey Monkey in 
September 2019 and was available in both English 
and French. It consisted of a combination of multiple 
choice and short-answer questions. 

The CAFÉ project team promoted the survey verbally 
at each CAFÉ event; CCUSA schools, the RAIC and 
CASA encouraged participation via emails and social 
media. It closed on June 15, 2020, having gathered 
60 responses. 

The survey questions are available in Appendix D. 

The following pages provide a qualitative summary 
of the feedback received and excerpts of narrative 
responses (edited for clarity). 

While fewer people participated in the online survey 
than the in-person consultations, the survey format 
enabled clear, thoughtful and valuable contributions.

The survey included five sections: 
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1. Describe Yourself 
Respondents self-identified as student, academic, 
professional or other, and indicated affiliations with 
institutions, businesses or other organizations.  

2. Define the Issues
Respondents selected and prioritized a list of 32 
societal concerns intersecting architectural design.

3. Convey the Value
This section solicited feedback on the four CAFÉ 
themes: Place, People, Prosperity and Potential.

4. Share your Vision
This section invited participants to share visions, 
concerns and enthusiasms for the future of 
architecture. 

5. Call for Action
Participants proposed actions to be taken to create 
more sustainable, equitable, and engaging built 
environments by schools of architecture, by design 
and planning professionals, by students, by the 
public, and by governments.

Online Survey

“Help envision a better built 
environment for Canada.

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/CAFE2019-2020

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/CAFE2019-2020


1. Describe Yourself

Of the 60 respondents, most identified as current 
students at one of the 12 participating architecture 
programs. A majority of the students were from 
Ryerson University and the University of Manitoba. 
Undergraduate and graduate students participated in 
nearly equal numbers. Most students indicated that 
they intend to become professional architects after 
graduation. 

Participating architects and interns indicated they 
were working in Nova Scotia, Québec, Ontario 
and Manitoba. Architecture academics completing 
the survey were from Dalhousie University, the 
University of Waterloo, the University of Manitoba 
and Athabasca University. Other participants included 
retired architects and individuals working in related 
fields, including construction, government and non-
profit/community organizations.

Overall, there was fairly broad involvement from 
different parts of Canada, with least representation 
from Alberta, British Columbia and the North.
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2. Define the Issues

If Canada creates a national architecture policy, what 
should be its top priorities?

Respondents selected and prioritized a list of 32 
societal concerns that intersect architectural design.

* * * Top Priorites 

CLIMATE ACTION

AFFORDABLE HOUSING

CLEAN ENERGY

Quality of Life

Sustainable Design & Resiliency

Equity, Diversity and Inclusivity

Environmental Stewardship

Accessibility

Public Space

Transit-Oriented Development

Human Rights

Green Space / Parks

Pedestrian-friendly Neighbourhoods

Health

Fair Pay

Infrastructure (Urban)

Community Building

Indigenous Rights and Reconciliation

Cultural Heritage

Affordable Tuition

Safety

Innovation & Research

Mental Health

Cultural Diversity

Technology (Building Science)

Beauty

Aging in Place

National Identity

Economic Development

Infrastructure (Rural)

Technology (Digital)

Craft and Tradition

*
*
*

ACADEMICS
7%

Other
10%

STUDENTS
70%

Professionals / 
recent graduates

13%

Top Priority

High Priority

Medium Priority

Low Priority

LEGEND:

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE


3. Convey the Value

3.1 Are the four themes effective? YES

3.2 Are there key issues missing?  
– If so, what should be added?

SAMPLE RESPONSES
by theme:
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of respondents found the themes 
effective or very EFFECTIVE

RCHITECTURE RCHITECTURE fORUMSORUMSORUMS ON eDUCATION
aaRCHITECTURE RCHITECTURE SUR L’SUR L’ééDUCATIONDUCATION

Quality of architecture is linked to quality 

worship – become symbols of shared 
values and aspirations; just as everyday 

fulfilled and hopeful; or, conversely, 
neglected and demoralized. Good 
design accommodates everyone with 
dignity, enabling equal access and a 
sense of belonging. Serious problems, 
like poverty and prejudice, will never be 
solved by architecture alone, but design 
can ameliorate social inequities and 
foster pride and community. 

ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT 
AND RECONCILIATION
People possess the power to 
influence the quality and direction 
of design in their communities. 
Informed participation by affected 
citizens can compel appropriate 
action, accountability, and better built 
environments. By fostering genuine 

architecture and its participatory design 
processes can become transformative 

PEOPLEPEOPLEPEOPLEPEOPLE
éé

Architecture can enhance human life on many levels, potentially helping everyone Architecture can enhance human life on many levels, potentially helping everyone Architecture can enhance human life on many levels, potentially helping everyone 
to have enjoyable, engaging and meaningful lives. People are not passive users and to have enjoyable, engaging and meaningful lives. People are not passive users and to have enjoyable, engaging and meaningful lives. People are not passive users and 
consumers of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving and thinking consumers of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving and thinking 
individuals whose diverse backgrounds individuals whose diverse backgrounds and capabilities, occupations 
actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 
for people to live, work and play, while shaping daily life in ways that can foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspire personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulate wonder and respect for the complex world we must share and sustain.
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fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

HEALTH AND HAPPINESS
Quality of architecture is linked to quality 
of life. Well-designed environments 
foster physical and psychological health. 
Spaces with ample daylight, fresh air 
and pleasant views - and attuned to 
lived experience - not only improve 
productivity and reduce illnesses, but 
enhance emotional well-being. 

MEMORY AND MEANING
What we build says something about 
how we live, what we value and who we 
are as individuals and as a society. Public 
institutions – like museums, libraries, 
theatres, schools, sports facilities, 
government buildings and places of 
worship – become symbols of shared 
values and aspirations; just as everyday 
places – like favourite markets, cafés, 
streets and parks – form meaningful 
settings for cherished experiences. 

DIGNITY AND SOCIAL JUSTICE
Architecture affects our sense of 
dignity and intersects issues of human 
rights. Where one lives, learns, works 
and plays becomes intertwined with 
personal and cultural identity. The 
built environment can help people feel 

fulfilled and hopeful; or, conversely, 
neglected and demoralized. Good 
design accommodates everyone with 
dignity, enabling equal access and a 
sense of belonging. Serious problems, 
like poverty and prejudice, will never be 
solved by architecture alone, but design 
can ameliorate social inequities and 
foster pride and community. 

ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT 
AND RECONCILIATION
People possess the power to 
influence the quality and direction 
of design in their communities. 
Informed participation by affected 
citizens can compel appropriate 
action, accountability, and better built 
environments. By fostering genuine 
inclusion and mutual understanding, 
architecture and its participatory design 
processes can become transformative 
vehicles of reconciliation. Empowering 
social agency and self-determination 
also means disempowering systems 
that obstruct necessary and desirable 
change. These goals transcend issues of 
design to implicate the political contexts, 
procurement processes and legislation 
affecting architectural services. 

PEOPLE
café
Architecture can enhance human life on many levels, potentially helping everyone 
to have enjoyable, engaging and meaningful lives. People are not passive users and 
consumers of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving and thinking 
individuals whose diverse backgrounds and capabilities, occupations and aspirations, 
actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 
for people to live, work and play, while shaping daily life in ways that can foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspire personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulate wonder and respect for the complex world we must share and sustain.
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ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Architecture impacts the planet’s 
health. The energy to build, heat, cool health. The energy to build, heat, cool 
and power buildings accounts for a 
significant percentage of greenhouse significant percentage of greenhouse 

development, inclusive of environmental 
and social goals, is necessary and urgent.  

EQUITABLE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Architecture can be a catalyst for 

can yield massive energy savings, 
and investing in design can revitalize 
neighbourhoods, strengthen community, 
enable self-sufficiency, inspire the next 
generation of city-builders, promote 
tourism and generate long-term socio-

Architecture persists for generations. 
Good design considers resiliency of 

PROSPERITYPROSPERITY
Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The 
human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 
Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating 
infrastructure needs urgent renewal. Architects must rise to these challenges by infrastructure needs urgent renewal. Architects must rise to these challenges by 
acknowledging the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies acknowledging the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies 
and social consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada and social consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada 
needs political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.needs political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.
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ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Architecture impacts the planet’s 
health. The energy to build, heat, cool 
and power buildings accounts for a 
significant percentage of greenhouse 
gas emissions; potable water circulating 
through every inhabitable space is a 
limited resource; construction waste and 
hazardous materials are accumulating in 
landfill sites and damaging ecosystems. 
Through informed design decisions, 
consultation with Indigenous Peoples, 
responsible leadership, legislation 
and investment, Canada could be an 
exemplar in environmental stewardship.

SUSTAINABLE URBANISM
Arbitrary urban sprawl and profit-
driven development is not sustainable. 
With municipal, provincial and federal 
support, planning and design strategies 
can foster appropriate density and 
diversity while enhancing quality of 
life for all. Sustainable cities require 
optimized infrastructure, mass transit 
systems and water supply, as well as 
pedestrian-oriented developments and 
affordable housing with access to public 
space, parks, civic institutions and social 
services. A holistic approach to regional 

development, inclusive of environmental 
and social goals, is necessary and urgent.  

EQUITABLE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Architecture can be a catalyst for 
equitable economic prosperity. The 
design and construction industries 
generate jobs in diverse sectors and 
stimulate private enterprise. Sustainable 
development and lifecycle costing 
can yield massive energy savings, 
and investing in design can revitalize 
neighbourhoods, strengthen community, 
enable self-sufficiency, inspire the next 
generation of city-builders, promote 
tourism and generate long-term socio-
economic stability.

ADAPTATION
Architecture persists for generations. 
Good design considers resiliency of 
new buildings over time and creative 
adaptation of old structures to new 
uses. Demolition and rebuilding is costly 
and can be damaging to environments 
and social fabrics. Promoting adaptive 
reuse requires changing not only 
building practices but attitudes, 
embracing innovative renewal and the 
complementarity of new and old.

PROSPERITY
café
Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The 
human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 
Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating 
infrastructure needs urgent renewal. Architects must rise to these challenges by 
acknowledging the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies 
and social consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada 
needs political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

RCHITECTURE RCHITECTURE ffORUMSORUMSORUMS ON eDUCATION
RCHITECTURE RCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

ecosystems, and Indigenous rights.

CULTURAL HERITAGE AND VITALITY
Architecture is integral to culture. Like 
art, music, drama and poetry, it is a 
creative medium of expression, yet it 
is grounded in particular places and 
purposeful for multiple communities. 
Architecture and building practices 
embody and preserve cultural values 
over time, while enabling change and 
renewal. Diverse multicultural and multi-
lingual populations support Canada’s 
unique pluralistic identity. First Nations, 

PLACEPLACE
é

In its broadest sense, architecture includes not just buildings, but all inhabitable In its broadest sense, architecture includes not just buildings, but all inhabitable 
spaces between them and virtually every aspect of our interactions with the built, spaces between them and virtually every aspect of our interactions with the built, 
natural and social environment. Architecture is also interconnected with value natural and social environment. Architecture is also interconnected with value 
systems, world views, language and history. As such, architecture has a profound 
role to play in the construction, preservation and experience of place. Architecture 
always exists in a particular location with unique characteristics, some of which are 
not visible or immediately apparent. Meaningful place-making requires genuine 
understanding and sympathetic dialogue with a site’s tangible and latent conditions. 

Toward an Architecture Policy for CanadaToward an Architecture Policy for CanadaToward an Architecture Policy for CanadaToward an Architecture Policy for CanadacANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

20
19

-2
02

0

CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

CONTEXT AND SCALE
Architecture participates in natural 
and human ecosystems that precede 
construction and extend far beyond the 
footprint of any building. Regardless of a 
project’s size or location, design always 
involves seeking balance and harmony 
with complex interdependent conditions, 
including topography and microclimates; 
plant and animal habitats; soil and 
water conditions; local resources and 
infrastructure; cultural practices and 
heritage; regional history and customs; 
ambient atmosphere, and more.

LAND AND RESOURCES
Canada covers a vast, awe-inspiring 
and heterogeneous terrain, rich 
with resources crucial for wildlife, 
biodiversity, sustainable ways of life and 
vital industry. The Canadian landscape is 
also saturated with cultural and spiritual 
significance, place-based knowledge 
and long histories of use by Indigenous 
Peoples, whose rights to land, territories 
and resources must be recognized 
and renewed. Good design involves 
careful and creative responses to local 
geography and materials, but also deep 
respect for vulnerable natural and human 

ecosystems, and Indigenous rights.

CULTURAL HERITAGE AND VITALITY
Architecture is integral to culture. Like 
art, music, drama and poetry, it is a 
creative medium of expression, yet it 
is grounded in particular places and 
purposeful for multiple communities. 
Architecture and building practices 
embody and preserve cultural values 
over time, while enabling change and 
renewal. Diverse multicultural and multi-
lingual populations support Canada’s 
unique pluralistic identity. First Nations, 
Inuit and Métis are original and vital 
agents of this cultural richness.

FORGING COMMUNITY
Architecture shapes the physical 
environment, which in turn shapes social 
experience and potential. Buildings and 
public spaces influence daily routines 
and provide frameworks for social 
gatherings and public life. Architecture 
can enhance a community’s connection 
with place, but this requires meaningful 
dialogue and inclusive collaboration, 
mutual recognition and respect, listening 
and openness, honesty, accountability 
and trust.

PLACE
café
In its broadest sense, architecture includes not just buildings, but all inhabitable 
spaces between them and virtually every aspect of our interactions with the built, 
natural and social environment. Architecture is also interconnected with value 
systems, world views, language and history. As such, architecture has a profound 
role to play in the construction, preservation and experience of place. Architecture 
always exists in a particular location with unique characteristics, some of which are 
not visible or immediately apparent. Meaningful place-making requires genuine 
understanding and sympathetic dialogue with a site’s tangible and latent conditions. 
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enduring infrastructure that showcases 

other distinguished works by Canadian 
architects at home and abroad.

COLLABORATION AND LEADERSHIP
Architecture is a collaborative art, 
involving many trades, consultants 
and community stakeholders. With 
increased specialization and complexity, 
and renewed dialogue with Indigenous 
Peoples, inclusive collaboration is more 
important than ever. Listening to and 
learning from others is paramount. 
So, too, is responsible and visionary 
leadership. Where groups with diverse 
needs consider complex circumstances 
and desires, the architect’s mediating 
role and interpretive and synthesizing 

Architecture schools are uniquely 
positioned to support experimental, 
visionary and provocative work. Mixing 
enthusiastic experts with optimistic and 
open-minded youths, academia balances 
real-world challenges with creative 
license, critical distance and historical 
perspective. Schools not only educate 
future architects, they are transformative 
crucibles where architecture’s potential 

POTENTIALPOTENTIAL
cafécafécaf Toward an Architecture Policy for CanadaToward an Architecture Policy for Canada

What is the future of architecture? And how does architectural design, construction What is the future of architecture? And how does architectural design, construction What is the future of architecture? And how does architectural design, construction 
and understanding impact Canada’s future? These questions raise myriad concerns, and understanding impact Canada’s future? These questions raise myriad concerns, and understanding impact Canada’s future? These questions raise myriad concerns, 
enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.
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CREATIVE INDUSTRY
A creative Canada needs creative 
architecture. Architecture provides the 
enduring infrastructure that showcases 
other arts, enabling diverse modes of 
cultural production to thrive. Buildings 
and neighbourhoods can serve as 
creative hubs, fostering innovation 
and collaboration. Architecture 
itself teaches creativity, displaying 
innovation and histories of human 
ingenuity. Architecture plays a key 
role in projecting Canada’s creativity 
on the world stage: consider Expo ’67, 
Canada’s UNESCO World Heritage 
sites, the Manitoba Hydro Building, and 
other distinguished works by Canadian 
architects at home and abroad.

COLLABORATION AND LEADERSHIP
Architecture is a collaborative art, 
involving many trades, consultants 
and community stakeholders. With 
increased specialization and complexity, 
and renewed dialogue with Indigenous 
Peoples, inclusive collaboration is more 
important than ever. Listening to and 
learning from others is paramount. 
So, too, is responsible and visionary 
leadership. Where groups with diverse 
needs consider complex circumstances 
and desires, the architect’s mediating 
role and interpretive and synthesizing 
skills are essential to discovering and 
representing the common good.

RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
Architectural knowledge is hybrid: 
equally technical, ethical and aesthetic. 
It intersects the natural, social and 
health sciences, engineering, arts 
and humanities. Its research methods, 
metrics and topics vary radically: from 
micro to macro; material to social; local 
to global; quantitative to cosmopoetic. 
These factors make architectural 
research rewarding, but also challenging 
and undervalued, since innovation often 
resides between and beyond typical 
mandates. With strategic research 
agendas, alliances and support, Canada 
can thrive as a knowing global leader in 
environmental stewardship, sustainable 
technologies and design excellence in 
support of human rights, reconciliation, 
and culturally enabling place-making.

EDUCATION AND 
THE FUTURE OF ARCHITECTURE
Architecture schools are uniquely 
positioned to support experimental, 
visionary and provocative work. Mixing 
enthusiastic experts with optimistic and 
open-minded youths, academia balances 
real-world challenges with creative 
license, critical distance and historical 
perspective. Schools not only educate 
future architects, they are transformative 
crucibles where architecture’s potential 
is holistically rethought and imaginatively 
renewed.

POTENTIAL
café
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What is the future of architecture? And how does architectural design, construction 
and understanding impact Canada’s future? These questions raise myriad concerns, 
enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.
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CONTEXT AND SCALE
Architecture participates in natural 
and human ecosystems that precede 
construction and extend far beyond the 
footprint of any building. Regardless of a 
project’s size or location, design always 
involves seeking balance and harmony 
with complex interdependent conditions, 
including topography and microclimates; 
plant and animal habitats; soil and 
water conditions; local resources and 
infrastructure; cultural practices and 
heritage; regional history and customs; 
ambient atmosphere, and more.

LAND AND RESOURCES
Canada covers a vast, awe-inspiring 
and heterogeneous terrain, rich 
with resources crucial for wildlife, 
biodiversity, sustainable ways of life and 

ecosystems, and Indigenous rights.

CULTURAL HERITAGE AND VITALITY
Architecture is integral to culture. Like 
art, music, drama and poetry, it is a 
creative medium of expression, yet it 
is grounded in particular places and 
purposeful for multiple communities. 
Architecture and building practices 
embody and preserve cultural values 
over time, while enabling change and 
renewal. Diverse multicultural and multi-
lingual populations support Canada’s 
unique pluralistic identity. First Nations, 
Inuit and Métis are original and vital 
agents of this cultural richness.

FORGING COMMUNITY
Architecture shapes the physical 
environment, which in turn shapes social 

natural and social environment. Architecture is also interconnected with value 
systems, world views, language and history. As such, architecture has a profound 
role to play in the construction, preservation and experience of place. Architecture 
always exists in a particular location with unique characteristics, some of which are 
not visible or immediately apparent. Meaningful place-making requires genuine 
understanding and sympathetic dialogue with a site’s tangible and latent conditions. 

natural and social environment. Architecture is also interconnected with value 
systems, world views, language and history. As such, architecture has a profound 
role to play in the construction, preservation and experience of place. Architecture 
always exists in a particular location with unique characteristics, some of which are 
not visible or immediately apparent. Meaningful place-making requires genuine 
understanding and sympathetic dialogue with a site’s tangible and latent conditions. 

unique pluralistic identity. First Nations, 
Inuit and Métis are original and vital 
agents of this cultural richness.

FORGING COMMUNITY
Architecture shapes the physical 
environment, which in turn shapes social 
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unique pluralistic identity. First Nations, 
Inuit and Métis are original and vital 
agents of this cultural richness.

FORGING COMMUNITY
Architecture shapes the physical 
environment, which in turn shapes social 

RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
Architectural knowledge is hybrid: 
equally technical, ethical and aesthetic. 
It intersects the natural, social and 
health sciences, engineering, arts 
and humanities. Its research methods, 
metrics and topics vary radically: from 
micro to macro; material to social; local 
to global; quantitative to cosmopoetic. 
These factors make architectural 
research rewarding, but also challenging 
and undervalued, since innovation often 
resides between and beyond typical 
mandates. With strategic research 
agendas, alliances and support, Canada 
can thrive as a knowing global leader in 
environmental stewardship, sustainable 
technologies and design excellence in 
support of human rights, reconciliation, 
and culturally enabling place-making.

EDUCATION AND 
THE FUTURE OF ARCHITECTURE
Architecture schools are uniquely 

enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.

RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
Architectural knowledge is hybrid: 
equally technical, ethical and aesthetic. 

enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.

CREATIVE INDUSTRY
A creative Canada needs creative 
architecture. Architecture provides the 
enduring infrastructure that showcases 
other arts, enabling diverse modes of 
cultural production to thrive. Buildings 
and neighbourhoods can serve as 
creative hubs, fostering innovation 
and collaboration. Architecture 
itself teaches creativity, displaying 
innovation and histories of human 
ingenuity. Architecture plays a key 
role in projecting Canada’s creativity 
on the world stage: consider Expo ’67, 
Canada’s UNESCO World Heritage 
sites, the Manitoba Hydro Building, and 
other distinguished works by Canadian 

enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.

CREATIVE INDUSTRY

enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.

design and construction industries 
generate jobs in diverse sectors and 
stimulate private enterprise. Sustainable 
development and lifecycle costing 
can yield massive energy savings, 

PROSPERITY
Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The 
human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 

development, inclusive of environmental 
and social goals, is necessary and urgent.  

EQUITABLE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Architecture can be a catalyst for 

human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 
Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating 
infrastructure needs urgent renewal. Architects must rise to these challenges by 
acknowledging the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies 
and social consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada 
needs political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.

human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 
Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating 

values and aspirations; just as everyday 
places – like favourite markets, cafés, 
streets and parks – form meaningful 
settings for cherished experiences. 

environments. By fostering genuine 
inclusion and mutual understanding, 
architecture and its participatory design 
processes can become transformative 
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PROSPERITY
Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The 
human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Architecture impacts the planet’s 
health. The energy to build, heat, cool 
and power buildings accounts for a 
significant percentage of greenhouse 

human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 
Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating 
infrastructure needs urgent renewal. Architects must rise to these challenges by 
acknowledging the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies 
and social consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada 
needs political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.

human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 

significant percentage of greenhouse 
gas emissions; potable water circulating 
through every inhabitable space is a 
limited resource; construction waste and 
hazardous materials are accumulating in 
landfill sites and damaging ecosystems. 
Through informed design decisions, 
consultation with Indigenous Peoples, 
responsible leadership, legislation 
and investment, Canada could be an 
exemplar in environmental stewardship.

SUSTAINABLE URBANISM
Arbitrary urban sprawl and profit-
driven development is not sustainable. 
With municipal, provincial and federal 
support, planning and design strategies 

Architecture can be a catalyst for 
equitable economic prosperity. The 
design and construction industries 
generate jobs in diverse sectors and 
stimulate private enterprise. Sustainable 
development and lifecycle costing 
can yield massive energy savings, 
and investing in design can revitalize 
neighbourhoods, strengthen community, 
enable self-sufficiency, inspire the next 
generation of city-builders, promote 
tourism and generate long-term socio-
economic stability.

ADAPTATION
Architecture persists for generations. 
Good design considers resiliency of 

significant percentage of greenhouse 
gas emissions; potable water circulating 

Architecture can be a catalyst for 
equitable economic prosperity. The 
design and construction industries 
generate jobs in diverse sectors and 
stimulate private enterprise. Sustainable 
development and lifecycle costing 
can yield massive energy savings, 

significant percentage of greenhouse 
gas emissions; potable water circulating 
through every inhabitable space is a 
limited resource; construction waste and 
hazardous materials are accumulating in 
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HEALTH AND HAPPINESS
Quality of architecture is linked to quality 
of life. Well-designed environments 
foster physical and psychological health. 
Spaces with ample daylight, fresh air 
and pleasant views - and attuned to 
lived experience - not only improve 
productivity and reduce illnesses, but 
enhance emotional well-being. 

MEMORY AND MEANING
What we build says something about 
how we live, what we value and who we 
are as individuals and as a society. Public 
institutions – like museums, libraries, 
theatres, schools, sports facilities, 
government buildings and places of 

actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 
for people to live, work and play, while shaping daily life in ways that can foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspire personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulate wonder and respect for the complex world we must share and sustain.

actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 
for people to live, work and play, while shaping daily life in ways that can foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspire personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulate wonder and respect for the complex world we must share and sustain.

fulfilled and hopeful; or, conversely, 
neglected and demoralized. Good 
design accommodates everyone with 
dignity, enabling equal access and a 
sense of belonging. Serious problems, 
like poverty and prejudice, will never be 
solved by architecture alone, but design 
can ameliorate social inequities and 
foster pride and community. 

ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT 
AND RECONCILIATION
People possess the power to 
influence the quality and direction 
of design in their communities. 
Informed participation by affected 
citizens can compel appropriate 
action, accountability, and better built 
environments. By fostering genuine 
inclusion and mutual understanding, 
architecture and its participatory design 

consumers of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving and thinking 
 capabilities, occupations and aspirations, 

actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 
for people to live, work and play, while shaping daily life in ways that can foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspire personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulate wonder and respect for the complex world we must share and sustain.

consumers of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving and thinking 
 capabilities, occupations 

actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 

environments. By fostering genuine 
inclusion and mutual understanding, 
architecture and its participatory design 

86%

I would like to see 
something about 

new Canadians and 
refugees here.

Needs stronger
framework for 

community engagement,
with the aim of supporting 

local history and social 
sustainability.

More explicit 
attention to issues of 
equity, diversity and 
inclusion, including 
acknowledgement
of minorities and 

marginalized groups, 
especially LGBTQ 

and Indigenous 
Peoples.

This topic should 
include more precise 
recommendations for 
design & planning 

professionals. These 
people lead initiatives for 

the broader 
public good.

This section should better 
acknowledge systemic racism and the 
need to find solutions to problems in 
the built environment by addressing 

root causes.

Sustainability
and environmental 
protection are so 

important that they 
merit their own theme.

Realizing potential is about 
cultural wealth, and this 
kind of prosperity needs 

support for the arts as well 
as for local, small and non-

profit design firms.

Equity is more important than 
profit. This initiative should 

help less advantaged groups 
have equitable spaces and 

outcomes.

Preservation and 
renovation are 

key to recognizing 
potential in neglected 
neighbourhoods and

existing buildings.

More attention to 
adaptive re-use, as 

well as geography and 
history.

This section needs 
more critical 

consideration of the 
impact of digital

technologies, Virtual 
Reality, Artificial 
Intelligence and 

parametric design.

The Right to Housing and 
Right to the City, should be 

added to this section. Forced 
displacement by economic, 

ecological and political factors 
prevents vulnerable people 

from participating in their own 
communities. 

This section should 
better address issues 
of affordability and 

accessibility, as well as 
tourism, character, beauty 

and community impact.

I think it’s important 
to emphasize how 

immigrant cultures
enrich Canada’s identity.
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3.3 Are there important themes missing?
- If so, what are they?

Overall, respondents deemed three themes to be 
under-represented: SAMPLE RESPONSES:

Sustainability is not missing – but it should have 
more emphasis. Architecture’s role and responsibility 

in addressing environmental issues and the climate 
crisis should be foregrounded. How can this industry 

take more effective action in the overall goals of 
reducing Canada's carbon footprint?

Professional concerns, like the relative autonomy 
and viability of architectural practice, can be 

addressed as part of other themes of Place, People,
Prosperity and Potential. However, separating 

professional concerns would help bring attention to
their significance and uniqueness. Concerns include: 

pay equity, continuing education, intern support, 
worker protections, fee structure, procurement, etc.

Rather than adding a fifth “P” (for Profession), a 
subsection could be developed within each of the 

other themes to help clarify how the societal issues 
impact the profession. Architecture is a self-

regulating profession. We need to hold ourselves 
and one another to a higher ethical and technical 

standard if we are going to address the ecological 
and social crises we face now and in the future.

I feel like there should be more mention of new 
technology and its impacts on architecture. For now, 

architects take the digital aspects of their work for 
granted (which has been mainly limited to drafting in 

CAD programs and 3D renderings), but 
advancements in artificial intelligence may soon 

make architects even more removed from the 
creative process, or eliminate the need for human 

designers altogether.

Ecological
Sustainability

Professional
Life

Digital 
Technology

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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3.4 Tell us your story, or give an example that 
demonstrates architecture’s value for society. 

Many respondents told stories or gave examples 
creating a rich collection of personal anecdotes and 
exemplary projects. Several expressed the 
importance of designing for people beyond the 
immediate client and integrating inclusive and 
accessible design strategies from the onset. Many 
felt that public engagement was essential. 
Respondents also noted that good design can be felt 
by users, even if they do not necessarily know which 
design choices make them feel this way, and that 
this sense should be valued. 

SAMPLE RESPONSES: 

rchitecture is the catalyst for growth and 
development. It provides an opportunity to address 
social, environmental, and economic issues that 
plague society. As an architecture student, this 
avenue of potential is what motivates me to pursue 
the discipline.

recently visited my home country, the 
Philippines. I consider myself pretty familiar with the 
different ways of life, architecture and overall 
society; yet, I was taken aback realizing the huge 
inequality of economic distribution, especially 
evident through housing. On one side of the street 
there are medium to large-sized villas for families 
doing well, and on the other side the extreme 
opposite. I was surprised at the very obvious 
presence of slums (small huts located along rivers, 
taking up the majority of the river bank) and how 
these communities are a normal sight within the city, 
yet nobody addresses the housing problem. 
Studying architecture allowed me to see my 
surroundings in a different light and to further ask 
myself, is there anything I could do? 

SAMPLE RESPONSES (continued): 

e must begin to understand aging-in-place as a 
design approach not just for seniors, but all ages and 
generations. When we segregate age groups, we 
segregate people. Even if a seniors' complex is well 
designed, benefits and opportunities to connect with 
society are often closed off. Mixed demographics and 
uses can enable seniors to be independent, and 
provide opportunities for youth and adults to connect 
with older adults. Understanding intergenerational 
living is an active stance and strategy for embracing
diversity in meaningful ways, extending, for instance, 
to appreciate cultures with multiple generations living 
together under one roof.

y favorite building is the Gary Comer Youth 
Centre on the outskirts of Chicago. It's in a 
predominantly African-American community, with 
socio-economic challenges… Gary Comer [an 
entrepreneur and philanthropist] wanted to provide a 
gym space for the local Drill Team – it evolved into a 
community centre. It's not the most glamorous 
building… but it has brought so much benefit to the 
community. Many kids in the neighbourhood use this 
as a local meet up place after school to work on their 
homework, play sports, practice for teams, play 
musical instruments, etc... It even has a rooftop 
garden for teaching about planting, health and food 
preparation. The clients were worried that the building 
would get damaged or vandalized but it never did… 
It's a shining example of the positive effect 
architecture can have. 

http://www.garycomeryouthcenter.org/about/gcyc_building
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SAMPLE RESPONSES (C.4 – continued)

he importance of good accessible design
becomes much clearer once it's the only option. A 
ramp or elevator in a corner do not solve 
accessibility issues… Design standards must be 
inclusive to everyone. The exercise in the first three
minutes of this video explains the problem with old 
architectural design standards fit to benefit only a 
minority: 

    n my experience, the clearest example of 
architecture's contribution to society is the Central 
Library in downtown Halifax. Prior to its 
completion in 2012, the area was not particularly 
family-friendly and certainly not a hub of activity. The 
site was previously an empty lot, which created an 
awkward transition between residential fabric and 
the Dalhousie University campus and downtown 
core. The old library was dark, divided, monolithic
and inaccessible. The new library gave new life to 
Halifax; it is now the "living room" of the city. People 
of all stripes spend hours on end there. It is full of 
public programming, and a variety of spaces which 
are almost always in use. It gives me a new 
perspective of the city: even as a student who 
studies next door, and frequently works there, the 
new Central Library continually strikes me and 
allows me to discover things about my city.

https://www.shl.dk/halifax-central-library/ 

4. Share your Vision

4.1 Considering the future of architecture – in its 
broadest sense as impacting society and the planet

– What is most concerning? 

• climate change – and the question of how well 
architecture is addressing the serious issues of 
sustainability;

• the relative lack of diversity and equity in the 
architectural profession and academia;

• capitalist society and economically-driven 
approaches to architecture, which homogenize
built environments and disregard climate concerns 
and social issues like affordable housing and 
mental health;

• lack of appreciation for quality architecture by the 
general public and misrepresentation of what 
constitutes good design.

– What is most exciting? 

• engaging architecture as a tool for social change;

• engaging architecture as a tool for climate action;

• the interplay of architecture and ecology – the 
growing appreciation for architecture’s
interconnection with people and the planet; 

• new technologies, especially green technologies, 
biomimetic design, and Artificial Intelligence;

• old technologies – low-tech tools, craft and land-
based knowledge;

• interdisciplinary approaches – leading to more 
socially and environmentally holistic design;  

• adaptive reuse – and the potential for richly 
layered urban environments;

• the possibility for more radical diversity in the field;

• increased public education about the value of 
architecture; architectural education beyond 
academia; and initiatives like CAFÉ which invite 
diverse voices to the table as equal stakeholders
in an open conversation.  

I

T

The ASPECTSS™ of Architecture for Autism, a 
TEDx Talk by Magda Mostafa (TEDxCairo 2016)

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
https://www.shl.dk/halifax-central-library/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0H-6iIyQ9Bs
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4.2 Describe your vision for the future of architecture:

a) With a maximum of 5 words: 

Holistic / All-inclusive / Responsive / Contextual / Vernacular

Recycled / Adaptive / In flux / Overgrown / Communal

Innovation / Public / Education / Sustainable / Globally inspired

Informed / Thoughtful / Equitable / Sustainable

Adaptation / Social / Local / Collaborative / Performative

Smart / Low-tech / Accessible / Inclusive / Dissolvable

Adaptable

Minimalism / Aesthetic / Resilient / Sustainable / Beautiful

Green / Walkable / Timber / Public

Critical / Conceptual / Public / Expressive

Resilient / Sustainable / Culturally sensitive / Smart

Community / Affordability / Sustainability

Innovative / Inclusive / Sustainable

Biomimicry.  Biomimicry.  Biomimicry.  Biomimicry.  Biomimicry.

Collaborative / Inclusive / Responsible / Resilient / Diverse

Sustainable / Inspirational / Beneficial / Inclusive / Humble

Sustainable / Open / Affordable

Respectful / Sustainable / Rooted / Accessible / Beautiful

Strategic / Creative / Collaborative / Visionary

Architecture Is ______
[60-second animated response / YouTube]

Base high quality of life.

Building what we really need.

Healthy for the world.

Designing places with thoughtful rigour.

Successful creative problem solving.

Architects as Entrepreneurial Fabricators.

Beautiful, understood & revered by public.

Death of the architect ?

Built by and for community.

Rights-based approach to design.

Not top down but bottom up.

Community and environmentally focused.

Environment + people oriented, less philosophical.

Solving social and environmental problems.

Aware of its environmental impact.

Reconciliation with the planet.

Architecture driven by sustainable principles.

The future is already here.

Architecture of peace begin now.

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qv6QWXhjLoM&feature=youtu.be
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4.2   Describe your vision for the future of architecture: 
  
 
b) With a maximum of 5 sentences:  
 

 
This question elicited thoughtful and passionate 
responses. Frequently mentioned themes centred on 
the responsibility of architecture and architects to 
better address critical social and environmental 
concerns. Other important issues raised in this 
section include: education, cultural identity, 
improving Indigenous engagement at all levels and 
positions; and the evolving role of the architect.  

 
 

SAMPLE RESPONSES: 
 
 

y vision for a future architecture is an 
architecture that invests in people and their skills; that 
contributes positively to local identity; that prioritizes 
public good and universal equity; that mitigates and 
regenerates; that reconciles with and returns autonomy 
to Indigenous communities. 

 
 

  future architecture allows people to live and work 
alongside ecosystems – which are at risk. A future 
architecture is parasitic and adaptive – beyond 
character-defining elements. A future architecture 
supports growth vertically – above and below the water 
line. A future architecture involves closing the gap 
between physical and digital built environments. 

 
 

imagine architecture as a discipline deeply 
entrenched in human experience, seeking to create 
positive change in the world through careful yet 
innovative design. I imagine architecture as a discipline 
that is about more than just buildings. I imagine 
architecture as the art and science of crafting places. 

 
 

he future of good architecture will depend on 
knowledgeable citizens, whether they live in a crowded 
city or a remote community. Built form will encompass 
and respect the sustainable systems that serve the 
environment. The beauty of built form, the humanity of 
the architecture, will serve all the human senses in 
healthy and safe environments… 

SAMPLE RESPONSES 
 
 
 
 
 

he future of architecture, as I see it, is along the lines 
of what Samuel Mockbee referred to as the “Citizen 
Architect” – moving the profession from the 
boardrooms to the streets with bottom-up action and 
advocacy in support of society's most vulnerable. 
 

 
search for an architecture that is devoid of pretense 

but expressive of significant intent. 
 

 
y vision for the future is an architecture that is 

resilient in view of major changes in the environment. 
 

 
uture architects will have closer relationships to 

manufacturers and fabricators as digital tools evolve. 
Architects will lead new developments in construction, 
so long as policy allows them to retain some power in 
the designing and building process.  
 
 

truly believe that artificial intelligence will become 
sophisticated enough to surpass human intelligence. 
Hopefully, it will be harnessed to solve global issues like 
climate change and food insecurity… I can't help but 
look forward to what completely autonomous, non-
human designers create. 
 

 
assive investment in social and environmental 

infrastructures, made visible, empowering and inspiring 
by design, can help to build a more viable, equitable 
and enjoyable world. Figuring out what that means and 
how to make it happen, will require a balance of 
forethought and hindsight, enthusiasm and critical 
reflection. This job belongs to everyone now, and in the 
future. Thus, collaboration and communication will 
continue to be the most important skills for the 
architectural profession. Technology cannot save us 
from our ever more precarious dependency on 
technology. This suggests we need to invest in low-
tech solutions, that are both more accessible to those 
who lack financial resources, and less likely to fail 
during weather events and other disruptions. 
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5. Call for Action 
 

What should be done to create more sustainable, 
equitable and engaging built environments? 

 
By schools of architecture? 
 
• enhance curriculums – expand the integration of 

environmental sustainability into the curriculum, 
project themes and grading criteria, and develop 
strategies for recycling and reducing waste from 
printing and laser cutting modelling materials. 
Some responses suggested there should be more 
investment in school spaces and amenities; 

• support different pedagogical strategies – 
some respondents preferred projects more “real,” 
others more “experimental”; many were seeking 
broader course offerings, collaborative learning, 
experiential opportunities, and design charettes;  

• integrate meaningful diversity – include more 
examples of architectural projects from around the 
world and involve instructors and course material 
from authors of varying theoretical perspectives, 
genders, nationalities and ethnicities; 

• expand outreach and inroads – create more 
broadly accessible pathways for students to enter 
architecture school through recruitment of under-
represented students, and/or by reducing barriers 
(such as lowering tuition);   

• collaborate – encourage collaboration with 
interdisciplinary fields, with professionals, and 
community groups; 

• balance – demonstrate sustainability and equity 
by upholding healthy school/work-life balance;  

 
SAMPLE RESPONSES: 
 
Sustainability should be the center of education… 
 
Schools of architecture should lead by example – 
particularly in the area of sustainability: no more paper, 
penalize wasteful models, recycle, compost, foster a 
collaborative working environment… no more 
unhealthy paradigms of all-nighters… 
 
So much great research is being done in schools that 
architects are unaware of... Strengthen communication 
with professionals… Engage local communities… 
Generate dialogue with the public…  

 
 
 
 
 
By architects and design/planning professionals? 
 
• respond – address gender-based needs in the 

professions;  
• recognize impact – consider socio-economic 

implications in all phases from design to occupancy;  
• engage – work to make positive policy change on 

issues like climate change, equitable pay and 
quality and diversity of architecture.  

 
SAMPLE RESPONSES: 
 
It’s important to understand the struggles some women 
face during registration process. Having a family should 
not be discriminated against. Studies show that visual 
renderings rarely emphasize socio-economic issues… 
A beautiful rendering typically erases societal struggles. 
 
We need to engage more with governing bodies on 
pressing issues. For instance, RFP process should 
reduce the need for broad experience on certain 
building types to be open to more diverse firms. Also, 
fee structures could prioritize integration of sustainable 
features, even on small buildings…   
 
 
By students? 
 
• get engaged – become involved with community 

groups and get informed about the big issues in 
your region; make friends outside usual circles; 
read, vote, join public demonstrations and write 
letters to governments to demand better action;   

• ask questions – to understand better for yourself; 
to push conversations in the right direction; to 
expose how things have typically been done.   

• just do it – use each and every design 
assignment (regardless of its scale or scope) to 
pursue the more sustainable, equitable and 
engaging vision of the world you desire; 

• push the possibilities – take advantage of all the 
resources and opportunities at school and be open 
to new ideas.  
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What should be done to create more sustainable, 
equitable and engaging built environments?

By students? (continued)

SAMPLE RESPONSES

Students should draw from a diversity of historical and 
theoretical sources, pursue the study of architecture 
with boldness and sincerity, and engage debate and 
discussion.

Integrate these principles in all projects. Talk about 
them with peers. Contribute to public dialogue and do 
not lose the spark!

Engage! Get out on the streets – see examples of 
activism in the mid-60s on this new resource:
NOW WHAT?! Advocacy Activism.

By the public?

• get involved – participate in public consultation 
processes; vote in local and national elections; 
know you have a voice;

• be curious – read about design and urban issues 
in the local media to learn more about what 
decisions are being made and how they are 
impacting your community; consider broad 
community impacts (avoid NIMBYism – a “not-in-
my-backyard” attitude, particularly when it comes 
to affordable or housing developments).

• pursue a sustainable lifestyle – and encourage
designed environments suited to these demands, 
such as public transportation, pedestrian and 
multi-modal pathways.

SAMPLE RESPONSES

Consider your environment holistically. Understand the 
overall qualities of an environment before judging it…

Believe that your ideas matter!

The public has to support sustainable design through 
their words, actions and wallets… The public needs to 
provide momentum to change the current paradigm.  

By government?  

• fund the future – support carbon-neutral and 
sustainable architectural initiatives as well as 
community-focused projects, equity development, 
and schools of architecture.  

• create policy to inspire – develop intersectional 
policies for the built environment that are 
accountable to social and environmental targets, 
while remaining open to regional adaptation and 
creativity;

• appoint city architects – the example of 
Edmonton provides a promising example: see, for 
instance, the 2015 Globe and Mail article, “Shape 
of things to come”    ;

• lead by example – integrate concepts of 
sustainability and equity in government buildings;

• recognize design – expand recognition of the 
importance of all contributors to the designed 
environment. This will help elevate public 
understanding of the social value of investing in 
design process. 

SAMPLE RESPONSES

The built environment lasts longer than an election 
cycle. Policies and funding strategies can help sustain 
long-term commitments and lead to positive 
transformation.

Perhaps it is time to review the legislation governing 
our profession. What actions are professional 
organizations taking to protect and promote the 
public good? And are they being supported in these 
efforts? Or are the professions preoccupied with 
their own survival?

We need governments at all levels to act on 
sustainability.

    

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/

The CAFÉ Call for Manifestos was launched in 
September 2019 and closed June 2020. In total, 59 
manifestos were received, including 50 contributions 
by 64 students (some in teams) representing 10 
Canadian Universities, plus 8 other contributions by 
recent alumni, faculty and/or design professionals.  
The invitation to participate was open to anyone 
with ideas on making architecture more sustainable, 
equitable and engaging. 

This competition drew on the long disciplinary tradition 
of making manifestos and the recent resurgence of 
manifesto-declarations by architect-activists calling 
for social and climate justice, like Architects Declare  
(2019); and by artists reinterpreting early 20th-century, 
manifestos like Julian Rosefeldt’s Manifesto    (2015). 

The call invited participants to describe a desire or 
demand, a provocation or protest, a call to act or a 
call to pause, think and act differently. The call was 
promoted in English and French by CAFÉ social 
media, CCUSA, the RAIC and Canadian Architect. 

A jury of educators, practitioners, authors and 
students reviewed submissions and selected ten 
manifestos for recognition with a book prize – 
Canadian Modern Architecture, edited by Elsa Lam 
and Graham Livesey, 2019. (See Appendix E for the 
winning manifestos and jury comments). 

Manifestos

“ Describe your vision, 
question or concern about 
the future of  architecture

– CAFÉ Call for Manifestos

ONLINE

MANIFESTO
EXHIBITION

for social and climate justice, like Architects Declare  

manifestos like Julian Rosefeldt’s Manifesto    (2015). 

https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/
https://architecturecanada.ca/manifestos#exhibition-of-manifestos
https://ca.architectsdeclare.com/
https://www.julianrosefeldt.com/film-and-video-works/manifesto-_2014-2015/
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SUMMARY OF MANIFESTO CONTENT
Manifestos were received in multiple formats (text, 
images/posters, and video/audio), and encompassed 
a wide variety of themes. The most powerful recurring 
theme concerned ecological sustainability, with 
urgent calls to address the accelerating global climate 
crisis. 

Several ecologically-oriented submissions aimed 
to go far beyond green technologies to incorporate 
principles of biomimicry and sustainable care for all 
living beings and systems. Notable examples of this 
include two text submissions entitled Supernatural
(#1) and 2045+ (#18).

Other manifestos on sustainability focused on 
regenerative architecture and adaptive reuse. 
Some called for incorporating holistic environmental 
stewardship strategies into architectural education 
and reducing material waste in building and design 
processes through policy development. The Laval 
University student collective, l’ASSÉTAR (#20), 
outlined a detailed initiative for tracking model-
material waste in schools, partnering with climate 
activists, and helping to hold University institutions 
accountable for meeting sustainable targets. 

Multiple manifestos described the importance of 
Indigenous knowledge and land-based learning. 
Calls for understanding, reconciliation and action 
extended to academic and professional sectors, and 
society in general. Notable examples on this theme 
include the poster submissions entitled IN-VISIBLE
(#12) and Ayásawi: From One to Another (#34). 

Another major theme was social equity. Some 
manifestos called for an over-arching reassessment 
of frameworks to identify problems as a first step 
toward creating more diverse and inclusive work-
places. Others raised awareness of architecture’s 
psychological impact and tacit spatial aggressions 
that may be experienced, particularly by minorities. 
To address inclusivity, one manifesto envisioned 
adaptable Playful Landscapes (#45/6), another, 
Two Urban Architectural Concepts (#8), proposed 
specific strategies for creating homeless shelters, 
elevated greenways, gardens and bike infrastructure. 

Manifeste de l’ASSÉTAR sur le futur de l’architecture 

Le 12 mars 2020,

Notre futur. Parlons-en. 

Nous voulons changer. Nous sommes prêts. Rejoignez-nous!

Préambule

Mars 2020. Crise sociale, économique, écologique et humanitaire. 
Tragique, certes. Mais n’avons-nous pas ce désir commun de faire de 
cette terre une maison florissante pour tous? N’aurons-nous pas le 
mérite d’avoir lutté pour ceux qui n'auront de parole sur l’avenir? N’est-il
pas de notre devoir de changer le cap vers des eaux plus douces, plus 
justes, plus humaines?

Oui. 

Disons-le avec humilité, mais avec assurance.

Oui!

Nous avons la chance, l’immense chance d’avoir accès à un 
système d'éducation performant et rempli d’opportunités. Nous avons 
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Nous voulons changer. Nous sommes prêts. Rejoignez-nous!

Préambule

Mars 2020. Crise sociale, économique, écologique et humanitaire. 
Tragique, certes. Mais n’avons-nous pas ce désir commun de faire de 
cette terre une maison florissante pour tous? N’aurons-nous pas le 
mérite d’avoir lutté pour ceux qui n'auront de parole sur l’avenir? N’est-il
pas de notre devoir de changer le cap vers des eaux plus douces, plus 
justes, plus humaines?

Oui. 

Disons-le avec humilité, mais avec assurance.

Oui!

Nous avons la chance, l’immense chance d’avoir accès à un 
système d'éducation performant et rempli d’opportunités. Nous avons 

Supernatural Collective

take a risk... 
honor the UN Declaration of Indigenous 

Rights...
shift toward a regenerative perspective

develop a precision of language... 
cultivate ecosystems...

broaden horizons...
stay informed...

bring innovation...
cultivate interdisciplinarity...

understand physiology...
acknowledge climate change and social 

inequity... 

2045+
an idea for the Future : Past

. . . communal mini-farms... magnetic 

levitation trains... automated vehicles...  

nutrient transportation... buildings as 

trees, producing their own energy... car-

bon capturing technology... an ideology 

of mushrooms... 

Architecture is in crisis. We are 
enduring not only a public health 
crisis, but a crisis of social justice 
and sustainable resources, an 
identity crisis, a climate crisis, and 
a political crisis.

But we have the power to make a 
di�erence...

IN- VIS IB L E

URBAN
ARCHITECTURAL

CONCEPTS

https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/
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Some manifestos took a critical approach to aesthetic 
expression, such as Beauty Marks (#35). This video 
elevated urban tags and street graffiti to high art and 
culture, with lessons for how public space is designed 
and appropriated by communities.

Since March 2020, people around the world became 
concerned with the impact of COVID-19 and the 
global pandemic. Sudden restrictions on social 
gathering and the pivot to remote learning prompted 
everyone, particularly architecture students, to 
consider present and future public space anew. This 
shift in perception of the built environment led to 
manifestos dedicated to exploring social-distancing 
and post-pandemic design strategies, such as the 
poster Architecture Future Backup Plan (#23).  

In response to COVID-19, some submissions 
advocated advancing the positive possibilities of 
digital space and online design and communication 
tools. Others viewed the pandemic as an opportunity 
to slow down and reset priorities attuned to human 
relations and local conditions. The latter is exemplified 
in the visual essay Daydream (#56).

Many of the manifestos are not easily categorized, 
as they weave together multiple themes into 
one multivalent vision. For instance, Biological
Architecture (#55), related to a student’s design 
thesis research, carefully synthesizes multiple 
influences into an evocative ecosystem. Others, 
including How Eye See Architecture (#4) and 
Ticking Architecture (#13), assert provocatively 
laconic visions via metaphoric images and keywords.

Submissions were diverse in the scope. Some, such 
as R(EVOLUTION) (#43), challenged the paradigm 
of top-down design. Others, especially Common
Waters (#54), focused on specific outreach initiatives, 
including Bridge, a local gallery fostering a more 
collaborative and community-focused future.

See Appendix E for supporting documents, including 
the Call for Manifestos; a list of all submissions; 
and details for the ten winning manifestos and jury 
comments.

~
hey
you lucky birds 
of spring 

singing the songs 
of fresh 
air

hey
        hey 
                        hey!

                ~ 

~

the light of day 
ever so brightly
felt
in different
corners
of the House 

day dreaming 
in
the corona
of the Sun 

love and
vibration
pulsing
within
the corona
of the Body 

with each of us
sensing our 
shared Humanity

~

~

2020
must be (finally!)
the year
for
introverts

the year
for
introspection
contemplation
reconciliation
and prospects

~

~

mutual core 
common ground 
shared values 

what are we building?
what do we care?

~

~

solastalgia
looms

remembering
a childhood 

of wealth

to ungrow 
the perpetual 

forgetting

to unlearn
the adulthood 

of greed

for a simple
gay
life

~

~

less but 
better
truer
and
longer lasting 

~

~

2020 marks 
the death of 
globalisation

the borders are closed 
the planes are grounded 

the trains are derailed
the roads are cracked open 

the oil is over spilled
the institutions are bankrupt

the chains are severed

but we can find shelter 
we can walk 
we can make 
we can sing 

we can share 
we can help 

we can plant the seeds 
now and here 

~

~

how slow
is too slow?

slow to approach
slow to land

slow
because of

snow

conditions
patterns

accumulation

slow walking
slow doing
slow acting

slow breathing
slow working

slow living

~

with
a clearer sense full of 
bird songs 
spring growth 
and
the rhythm of our own breathes 

~

~

a quieter world free from chatters and road rage 

~

 in what manner ?

          to what end ?

                       with what values ?

                         ~
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—  you and I
—  (both) you and I

—  you versus me
—  us against them

UUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUU

R(evolution) is a play on words, combining the power and passion entailed with revolting against an 

establishment, with the slow and subtle process of evolution. Seemingly contradictory in momentum, 

revolution is a call to oscillate between these two mindsets and paces to find possibilities within 

conflicting ideologies and approaches. In an industry saturated with manifestos, this approach seeks to 

reevaluate and build upon what is already established to find moments of conflict and collaboration as 

opportunities for alternative ways of seeing, listening, and making.

By: Kim Hoang

B C

2

2

3

1

revolt:  | re·volt | verb

1. to rise in rebellion
2.  to renounce allegiance or subjection: rebel
3. to experience disgust or shock
4. to turn away with disgust

revolution:  | rev·o·lu·tion | noun

1. action of a celestial body going around in orbit
2. completion of a course
3. progressive motion of a body around an axis
4. a sudden, radical, or complete change

evolution:  | ev·o·lu·tion | noun

1. descent with modification from preexisting species
2. process of change in a certain direction
3. the instance of forming and giving something off
4. the process of working out or developing
5. the extraction of a mathematical root
6. a set of prescribed movements

A B C

Beauty Marks
Architecture
Future
Backup
Plan
Virtual meeting

Digitalized resources

Group discussion through social networks
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Thai Cao Nguyen
University of Manitoba

1 Home = 1 studio

Online submission

DAY DR E AM
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conflicting ideologies and approaches. In an industry saturated with manifestos, this approach seeks to 

reevaluate and build upon what is already established to find moments of conflict and collaboration as 

opportunities for alternative ways of seeing, listening, and making.

By: Kim Hoang
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@archcanadacafe

Instagram was an important tool to facilitate 
documentation and participation throughout the CAFÉ 
initiative. The platform provided an accessible and 
interactive forum for promotion and ongoing dialogue 
on the CAFÉ themes and the future of architecture in 
Canada. 

The account @archcanadacafe was launched 
on August 24, 2019. To date, there are over 120 
posts and 550 followers. Each forum was covered 
extensively with posts and stories. The CAFÉ social 
media team partnered with the Canadian Architecture 
Student Association (CASA) to facilitate “takeovers” 
at each forum, creating a record of the events and 
providing live coverage for those who could not attend 
in person. The student takeovers were also effective 
in presenting diverse perspectives and encouraging 
broad involvement across the country. 

Social media reached audiences far beyond followers 
of @archcanadacafe. Students at Ryerson University 
created a secondary account @cafe_ontario_2020,
with 57 posts and 210 followers, promoting CAFÉ 
Ontario and CAFÉ as a whole. @archcanadacafe
was tagged in over 60 posts by 15 accounts, and 
mentioned in over 100 stories by 44 other students, 
student groups, schools, professors, professionals, 
and the RAIC. Hashtags were used for further 
reach: #archcanadacafe  #canadianarchitecture 
#architecturestudent  #architecturepolicy

Instagram

Sample Posts

https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/
https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/
https://www.instagram.com/arch_agency/
https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/
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@archcanadacafe

@archcanadacafe includes a diverse collection of 
image, text and video posts. Content includes: 

• CAFÉ initiative – information and overview; 
• CAFÉ events – promotion and coverage; 
• Manifestos – promotion and features; 
• Online Survey – promotion and features; 
• CAFÉ take-aways & post-event reflections.

Most posts revolved around the CAFÉ events, 
with each student “takeover” producing about five 
posts, a dozen stories, and a couple behind-the-
scenes views of student life at each host school. By 
featuring speakers and sponsors in the days leading 
up to each forum, the Instagram account celebrated 
contributions of those involved, while increasing 
interest and extending the discussion surrounding a 
new architecture policy for Canada. 

Another large portion of content was related to the 
manifestos. In addition to advertising the call to 
students, academics and professionals, Instagram 
was the primary mode for announcing each of the ten 
student winners with sample images, student bios and 
jury comments. These announcements, which were 
among the most “liked” posts, provided a sampling of 
issues occupying the minds of the Canadian student 
design community. Two survey winners (selected 
by draw) were also featured with author bios and 
statements about the future of architecture. 

After the forums and manifesto competition were 
complete, the account transitioned to providing key 
“take-aways” from consultations and previews of this 
final report, including clips from a 3.5-minute video 
montage of CAFÉ Prairie, and an original 1-minute 
animation. All posts included detailed descriptions 
and sparked responses, with each post averaging 
about 25 likes, some gaining up to 60. Each video 
and GIF were viewed over 125 times. Some posts 
drew comments of insight and gratitude. 

@archcanadacafe gained a growing number of 
followers throughout the initiative, and continues 
to attract new interest. This mode of engagement 
has proven even more valuable since the onset of 
COVID-19. Instagram has enabled conversations to 
continue and students from across the country to stay 
in contact in spite of being physically distanced.

Instagram Content:

SURVEY
4%

5% CAFÉ Initiative

CAFÉ EVENTS
57%

CAFÉ
Take-aways

11%

MANIFESTOS
23%

Sample commentary by followers:
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https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/
https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/
https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/


CAFÉ Café CAFÉ Prairie CAFÉ QuebecCAFÉ Ontario CAFÉ Survey

CAFÉ Prairie presentation by M.Arch 
student Amina Lalor, UWaterloo.__

Highest Ranked Posts

CAFÉ ManifestosCAFÉ West

Sample Videos

2-min. video: Canada needs an
Architecture Policy.       Views: 237 

+ YouTube: 202

1-min. animation of survey 
responses: Architecture is _____!
Views: 128 + 82 on YouTube 

3.5-min. montage of: CAFÉ Prairie 
& Nation-to-Nation Converstation.
Views: 134 + 103 on YouTube

Clips from the full CAFÉ Prairie & 
Nation-to-Nation recordings.
Views: 309.

CAFÉ Ontario Promotion.
Likes: 57.

CAFÉ Prairie Wrap-Up.
Likes: 56.

CAFÉ Manifesto Promotion.
Likes: 50.

CAFÉ Manifesto Winner.
Likes: 50.

Story Highlights

Live Streaming During Events

CAFÉ Ontario Panel Discussion.CAFÉ Prairie presentation by 
Prof. John Bass, UBC.

CAFÉ Prairie presentation by 
architect Johanna Hurme, 5468796.
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@archcanadacafe

CAFÉ Atlantic

https://www.instagram.com/archcanadacafe/


https://architecturecanada.ca/RESOURCES/

54

8Resources

The Resources section of the website gathers over 
200 links to various documents and agencies, 
including existing architecture policies around the 
world and policy-making processes and resources in 
a Canadian context. Most content was available 
when the website was first launched in September 
2019. New material has been regularly added, 
especially in the areas of climate action, social 
justice, and Indigenous design and planning.

CAFÉ participants were encouraged to scan these 
resources prior to attending a consultation session.
Professors at different universities, including UBC 
and Ryerson, incorporated content into course 
outlines in the 2019-2020 academic year, and some 
students used these resources for research papers.

Resources are organized into five main sections:

1. What is an architecture policy? – providing a 
general description of a policy’s scope and aims.

2. Architecture Policies and Strategies Around the 
World – with links to over 50 documents and 
websites, including 20+ countries with existing 
policies and others with policies in development,
or related strategies in place. Resources are 
organized by country, covering Australia, 
Europe, the United Kingdom, the United States, 
and one document from Asia (Singapore).

d–

3. Architecture Policies and Canada – with several 
sub-sections: 

• Progress in Québec – with links to the OAQ 
White Paper and related documents;

• Rise for Architecture – Toward an 
Architecture Policy for Canada – with links to 
the national policy initiative;

• Government of Canada – with links to mandate 
letters of Federal ministers and existing policies 
and strategies intersecting planning and design;

• Policy Development Resources – with links to 
Canadian public policy research institutes;

• Nation-to-Nation: Indigenous Design and 
Planning Resources – with links to existing 
policies and declarations recognizing the rights 
of First Nations, Inuit and Métis Peoples; policies
from the Government of Canada; resources from 
the Canadian design and planning sector;
International sources, including the United 
Nations, Australia and New Zealand; plus further 
reading toward reconciliation;

4. Climate Action and Sustainable-equitable 
Development – with global, Canadian and 
architecture-sector resources;

5. Architecture and Social Justice – design sector 
resources on equity, diversity and inclusion.

https://architecturecanada.ca/RESOURCES/


42

https://architecturecanada.ca/RESOURCES/

https://architecturecanada.ca/RESOURCES/


Architecture should generate 
as much value as possible
from the resources invested 
in a building. New Danish 
buildings are among the most 
energy efficient in the world, 
but there are still challenges 
with regard to reducing the  
energy consumption of exis- 
ting buildings. When archi-
tects design with circular  
economy in mind, resources 
can be recycled and recircu-
lated. his results in signifi-
cantly improved environ-
mental profiles, and accounts 
for a growth potential of  
DKK 8.5-12 billion in the  
Danish construction 
industry alone. 

REUSE IS GOOD FOR THE BOTTOM LINE 

from the resources invested 
in a building. New Danish 
buildings are among the most 

Architecture should generate 
as much value as possible

REUSE IS GOOD FOR THE BOTTOM LINE 

RESOURCES 
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Originally, we thought the 
65 % reduction in carbon 

emissions was unrealistic, 
but once we completed our 
calculations, it turned out that 
our carbon emission accounts 
were almost 86 % better than 
the benchmark house.” 
Anders Lendager, Lendager Group, Realdania Byg 2014 
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ECONOMICS  
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BUILDABILITY 
BUILDINGS SHOULD 
BE FLEXIBLE TO MEET 
NEW NEEDS 
An efficient construction process saves time and 
money. uildings should be flexible so that they 
can be modified easily when new needs arise. 

uildability ensures that buildings can be upgradeduildability ensures that buildings can be upgraded
periodically and that elements can be replaced periodically and that elements can be replaced 
and used again in new contexts. ast but not least, and used again in new contexts. ast but not least, 
buildability ensures a good wor ing environment buildability ensures a good wor ing environment 
during building construction and maintenance.  during building construction and maintenance.  
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PRODUCTIVITY 
& LEARNING
14 15

The appearance and design of a space signals the values and attitudes of an organi-  of a space signals the values and attitudes of an organi- 
sation or community. Good workplaces and learning environments provide ample sation or community. Good workplaces and learning environments provide ample 
opportunity for sharing knowledge, working together in larger or smaller groups or opportunity for sharing knowledge, working together in larger or smaller groups or 
finding room for solitary concentration. ttractive environments can boost recruitment,finding room for solitary concentration. ttractive environments can boost recruitment,
students  results or visitor numbers, and affects behaviour, well being, productivity students  results or visitor numbers, and affects behaviour, well being, productivity 
and learning  which in turn can generate financial value.and learning  which in turn can generate financial value.

GOOD ARCHITECTURE IMPROVES LEARNING GOOD ARCHITECTURE IMPROVES LEARNING 
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CLIMATE 

ARCHITECTURE CAN HELP 
IN THE FIGHT AGAINST 
CLIMATE CHANGE   
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SOCIAL  COHESION  
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HEALTH

QUALITY IN BUILDING QUALITY IN BUILDING 
MEANS HEALTHIER CITIZENS MEANS HEALTHIER CITIZENS 
Space and surroundings affect  mental and mental and 
physical well-being. Access to daylight, fresh air physical well-being. Access to daylight, fresh air 
and appealing outdoor spaces stimulates health, and appealing outdoor spaces stimulates health, 
comfort and well-being. Architecture with a good comfort and well-being. Architecture with a good 
indoor climate can contribute to fewer sick days; indoor climate can contribute to fewer sick days; 
daylight and green surroundings mean patients daylight and green surroundings mean patients 
can be discharged from hospital sooner; and parks can be discharged from hospital sooner; and parks 
and appealing outdoor spaces affect public health.  and appealing outdoor spaces affect public health.  

5

The examples of architecture creating value in this booklet are grouped 
according to themes. The themes address the social, environmental and 
cultural dimensions that architects work with. There could be more themes, 
and they could be defined differently. The best projects add value in several 
dimensions. Accordingly, all the projects presented in this booklet could be 
categorised into more themes than those we have grouped them into here. 

HEALTH PAGE 5

URBAN LIFE PAGE 8

PRODUCTIVITY AND LEARNING PAGE 14

CLIMATE PAGE 18

SOCIAL COHESION PAGE 24

RESOURCES PAGE 29

ECONOMICS PAGE 32

BUILDABILITY PAGE 38
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URBAN LIFE
GOOD URBAN SPACES 
HELP MAKE AREAS 
MORE INVITING  
Buildings and urban spaces help create a better 
quality of life for citizens, improve social cohesion, 
and can even have a significant branding effect. 
In order to create liveable urban environments, 
access to parks and nature is very important, as is 
stimulating a thriving business community and 
outdoors activities. i ewise, the area must feel 
safe and accessible. ll these elements greatly de-
pend on the design of buildings and urban spaces. M
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ARCHITECTURE
CREATES VALUE  

Buildings, urban spaces and 
landscapes generating social, 
economic and environmental value

RESOURCES 
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Originally, we thought the 
65 % reduction in carbon 

emissions was unrealistic, 
but once we completed our 
calculations, it turned out that 
our carbon emission accounts 
were almost 86 % better than 
the benchmark house.” 
Anders Lendager, Lendager Group, Realdania Byg 2014 

32 33

ECONOMICS  

THE WEALTH OF SOCIETY IS THE WEALTH OF SOCIETY IS 
TIED UP IN BRICKS AND MORTAR TIED UP IN BRICKS AND MORTAR 

e  est te constitute  si nific nt s re of society’s assets and buildings 
account for  of resource consumption. ue to this, strict financial 
diligence is a core element in construction and refurbishment. High quali- 
ty design can stimulate a number of derived effects such as improved 
health, productivity and learning or improved urban life. The calculated health, productivity and learning or improved urban life. The calculated 
value of these effects can surpass the initial costs of construction within value of these effects can surpass the initial costs of construction within 
just a few years, generating improved return on investment for clients as just a few years, generating improved return on investment for clients as 
well as communities.
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BUILDABILITY 
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& LEARNING
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CLIMATE 

ARCHITECTURE CAN HELP 
IN THE FIGHT AGAINST 
CLIMATE CHANGE   
Construction is one of the largest contributorsConstruction is one of the largest contributors to 
climate change, mainly due to large consumption of climate change, mainly due to large consumption of 
energy and materials. However, it is possible to de-energy and materials. However, it is possible to de-
sign urban spaces that are capable of dealing with sign urban spaces that are capable of dealing with 
extreme weather conditions, while at the same time extreme weather conditions, while at the same time 
adding new qualities to the urban space. Studies adding new qualities to the urban space. Studies 
show that there are significant financial savings to show that there are significant financial savings to 
be gained by combining climate protection with the be gained by combining climate protection with the 
construction of new facilities. We can reduce the construction of new facilities. We can reduce the 
climate footprint of buildings drastically by impro-climate footprint of buildings drastically by impro-
ving energy efficiency and by designing buildings ving energy efficiency and by designing buildings 
so that materials can be reused in new contexts. so that materials can be reused in new contexts. 
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SOCIAL  COHESION  
ARCHITECTURE SHAPES ARCHITECTURE SHAPES 
COMMUNITIES 
Buildings and urban spaces help create an identity, 
a sense of belonging, a sense of security and social 
cohesion. Our surroundings reflect who we are, 
who we wish to be and where we come from. Our 
surroundings can be shaped in a way that not only 
generates value for the individual but also creates 
communities and rich experiences, stimulates 
participation or ensures accessibility for all. Even 
small projects can redefine a place, give it a new 
narrative, or reverse or generate a trend. 

Eg
eb

je
rg

 M
øl

le
, P

ra
ks

is
 A

rk
ite

kt
er

. P
ho

to
: P

er
 M

. J
en

se
n

4 5

HEALTH

5

The examples of architecture creating value in this booklet are grouped 
according to themes. The themes address the social, environmental and 
cultural dimensions that architects work with. There could be more themes, 
and they could be defined differently. The best projects add value in several 
dimensions. Accordingly, all the projects presented in this booklet could be 
categorised into more themes than those we have grouped them into here. 

HEALTH PAGE 5

URBAN LIFE PAGE 8

PRODUCTIVITY AND LEARNING PAGE 14

CLIMATE PAGE 18

SOCIAL COHESION PAGE 24

RESOURCES PAGE 29

ECONOMICS PAGE 32

BUILDABILITY PAGE 38
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URBAN LIFE
GOOD URBAN SPACES 
HELP MAKE AREAS 
MORE INVITING  
Buildings and urban spaces help create a better 
quality of life for citizens, improve social cohesion, 
and can even have a significant branding effect. 
In order to create liveable urban environments, 
access to parks and nature is very important, as is 
stimulating a thriving business community and 
outdoors activities. i ewise, the area must feel 
safe and accessible. ll these elements greatly de-
pend on the design of buildings and urban spaces. M
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ARCHITECTURE
CREATES VALUE  

Buildings, urban spaces and 
landscapes generating social, 
economic and environmental value

Sample policy pages from Australia (Victoria and New South Wales) and Denmark
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Press & Promo 

CAFÉ was promoted by national and provincial 
media. The following provides a representative 
listing of online press and related articles: 

An Architecture Policy for Canada 
Canadian Architect | May 8, 2019 
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/an-architecture-policy-for-canada/ 

CAFÉ consultations launch across Canada 
Canadian Architect | Sept. 12, 2019 
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-consultations-launch-
across-canada/  

CAFÉ consultations launch across Canada 
The Architecture Insight | Sept. 12, 2019 
https://thearchitectureinsight.com/amp/Architecture/cafe-
consultations-launch-across-canada 

Canadian Architecture Forums on Education  
UMToday News | Sept. 17, 2019 
https://news.umanitoba.ca/canadian-architecture-forums-on-
education-cafe/  

CAFÉ consultations launch across Canada for a national 
architecture policy 
Kollectif | 20 Sept. 2019 | http://kollectif.net/63261-2/  

Polis & Policy 
10 x 20 x 20, Winnipeg Design Festival | Sept. 27, 2019 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X7BvqyG3F5g  

CAFÉ Atlantic | Oct. 4, 2019 
Atlantic Provinces Association of Landscape Architects |  
https://www.apala.ca/dalhousie-lecture-updated-schedule.php 

An Architecture Policy for Canada 
Plenary Session, RAIC Conference, Toronto | Oct. 27, 2019 
https://festival2019.raic.org/  

Academic Agency: Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada 
Warehouse Journal #28, Winnipeg | Nov. 2019 
https://umanitoba.ca/faculties/architecture/media/2019_Landrum_
WHJ28_AcademicAgency.pdf  

Bilan du CAFÉ Québec 
Université de Montréal | 18 nov. 2019 
https://architecture.umontreal.ca/lecole/nouvelles/nouvelle/news/detail/New
s/bilan-du-cafe-quebec-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education/  

CAFÉ Calls for Manifestos 
Canadian Architect | Jan. 7, 2020 
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-calls-for-manifestos/ 

M.Arch Symposium in Collaboration with CAFÉ: Toward an
Architecture Policy for Canada
Toronto Society of Architects | Feb. 2020
http://torontosocietyofarchitects.ca/event/m-arch-symposium-in-
collaboration-with-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe-toward-
an-architecture-policy-for-canada/

CAFÉ Montage 
UMToday News | Feb, 28, 2020 
https://news.umanitoba.ca/cafe-montage/ 

Students Join National Conversation on the Future of 
Architecture 
UMToday News | March 3, 2020 
https://news.umanitoba.ca/students-join-national-conversation-on-
the-future-of-architecture/  

Architecture Students Lead Conversation on Indigenous 
Perspectives, Principles and Practices in Shaping Canada’s 
Architecture | UMToday News | March 24, 2020 
https://news.umanitoba.ca/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-
indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-
architecture/  Reposted: Construction Links Network 
https://constructionlinks.ca/news/architecture-students-lead-
conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-
shaping-canadas-architecture/  

CAFÉ: Last call for manifestos and input 
Canadian Architect | Apr. 27 2020 
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-last-call-for-manifestos-
and-input/  

Dernier appel à contributions des Forums canadiens 
d’architecture sur l’éducation (CAFÉ) 
Architecture sans frontiers Québec | 29 avril 2020 
https://www.asf-quebec.org/dernier-appel-a-manifestes-et-
retroactions-des-forums-canadiens-darchitecture-sur-leducation-cafe/ 

Spotlight: Canadian Architecture Forums on Education 
RAIC | May 19, 2020 
https://twitter.com/RAIC_IRAC/status/1262808216171360261 

Canadian Architecture Forums on Education  
Atlas of Excellence in Architecture | 2020 
https://architecture-excellence.org/supported-policies/ 

Canadian Architecture Forums on Education: Toward an 
Architecture Policy for Canada  
RAIC Conference | June 11, 2020 
https://raic.org/2020virtualconference#Program  

https://architecturecanada.ca/NEWS/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/an-architecture-policy-for-canada/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-consultations-launch-across-canada/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-consultations-launch-across-canada/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-consultations-launch-across-canada/
https://thearchitectureinsight.com/amp/Architecture/cafe-consultations-launch-across-canada
https://thearchitectureinsight.com/amp/Architecture/cafe-consultations-launch-across-canada
https://thearchitectureinsight.com/amp/Architecture/cafe-consultations-launch-across-canada
https://news.umanitoba.ca/canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe/
http://kollectif.net/63261-2/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X7BvqyG3F5g
https://www.apala.ca/dalhousie-lecture-updated-schedule.php
https://festival2019.raic.org/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-calls-for-manifestos/
http://torontosocietyofarchitects.ca/event/m-arch-symposium-in-collaboration-with-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe-toward-an-architecture-policy-for-canada/
http://torontosocietyofarchitects.ca/event/m-arch-symposium-in-collaboration-with-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe-toward-an-architecture-policy-for-canada/
http://torontosocietyofarchitects.ca/event/m-arch-symposium-in-collaboration-with-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe-toward-an-architecture-policy-for-canada/
http://torontosocietyofarchitects.ca/event/m-arch-symposium-in-collaboration-with-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe-toward-an-architecture-policy-for-canada/
http://torontosocietyofarchitects.ca/event/m-arch-symposium-in-collaboration-with-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education-cafe-toward-an-architecture-policy-for-canada/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/cafe-montage/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/students-join-national-conversation-on-the-future-of-architecture/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/students-join-national-conversation-on-the-future-of-architecture/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/students-join-national-conversation-on-the-future-of-architecture/
https://constructionlinks.ca/news/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://constructionlinks.ca/news/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://constructionlinks.ca/news/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://constructionlinks.ca/news/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://constructionlinks.ca/news/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-last-call-for-manifestos-and-input/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-last-call-for-manifestos-and-input/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cafe-last-call-for-manifestos-and-input/
https://www.asf-quebec.org/dernier-appel-a-manifestes-et-retroactions-des-forums-canadiens-darchitecture-sur-leducation-cafe/
https://www.asf-quebec.org/dernier-appel-a-manifestes-et-retroactions-des-forums-canadiens-darchitecture-sur-leducation-cafe/
https://www.asf-quebec.org/dernier-appel-a-manifestes-et-retroactions-des-forums-canadiens-darchitecture-sur-leducation-cafe/
https://twitter.com/RAIC_IRAC/status/1262808216171360261
https://architecture-excellence.org/supported-policies/
https://raic.org/2020virtualconference#Program
https://umanitoba.ca/faculties/architecture/media/2019_Landrum_WHJ28_AcademicAgency.pdf
https://architecture.umontreal.ca/lecole/nouvelles/nouvelle/news/detail/News/bilan-du-cafe-quebec-canadian-architecture-forums-on-education/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
https://news.umanitoba.ca/architecture-students-lead-conversation-on-indigenous-perspectives-principles-and-practices-in-shaping-canadas-architecture/
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Café Forums
Café Atlantic
• Program
• Presenters 
  & Presentations
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Café Québec
• Program
• Presenters 
  & Presentations

Café Ontario
• Program
• Presenters 
  & Presentations

Café Prairie
• Program
• Presenters 
  & Presentations

+ Café Café 
   Exhibition
+ Nation-to-Nation

Café West
• Program
• Presenters 
  & Presentations

+ Arch Agency 
   Block Course
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Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

ON DUCATION  2019-2020e
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ONTARIO
RYERSON UNIVERSITY
Dept. of Architectural Science

café

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

café

_WHERE

_WHEN

12:30

1:00

1:15

2:30

3:15

3:45

4:30

For more information on the            initiative – including a detailed schedule; call for manifestos; 
other ways to participate and further resources – visit the website: www.architecturecanada.ca

and follow on Instagram @ArchCanadaCafe

Dalhousie University, School of Architecture
Halifax, Nova Scotia 
Medjuck Building, 5410 Spring Garden Road
Exhibition Room (HB-21), main floor

Monday, October 7, 2019

ARRIVAL / MEET & MINGLE (with refreshments)

INTRODUCTIONS
• Diogo Burnay, Director, School of Architecture, Dalhousie University
• Lisa Landrum, CAFÉ Project Lead, Associate Dean, University of Manitoba

PRESENTATIONS 
• Gregory MacNeil, RAIC Atlantic Regional Director, NSAA
• Maxime Nadon-Roger & Prof. François Dufaux, Université Laval 
• Ted Cavanagh, Professor, School of Architecture, Dalhousie University
• Yasmin Al-Samarrai, Student President GALDSU, University of Toronto 
• Matthew Gillingham, M.Arch Thesis Student, Dalhousie University
• Jessica Piper, Student President UMAAS, University of Manitoba 
• Peter Braithwaite, Peter Braithwaite Studio Ltd., Halifax
• Catherine Hamel, Associate Professor, University of Calgary
• Brian MacKay-Lyons, MacKay-Lyons Sweetapple Architects 

CONSULTATIONS
Round table conversations on CAFÉ themes and questions: 
Place, People, Prosperity & Potential
With student and faculty delegates from the Dalhousie University, the University 
of Calgary, Laval University, University of Manitoba and University of Toronto.

EXCHANGE
Reporting from each consultation group by table captains

PANEL DISCUSSION
Open conversation & questions 

CONCLUSION
Other ways to engage with CAFÉ during 2019-2020

CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

Dalhousie University is located in Mi’kma’ki, the 
ancestral and unceded territory of the Mi’kmaq.

http://www.ArchitectureCanada.ca
http://www.architecturecanada.ca


Maxime Nadon-Roger
Université Laval

Matthew Gillingham
Dalhousie University

Yasmin Al-Samarrai
University of Toronto

Jessica Piper
University of Manitoba

café Atlantic STUDENT PRESENTATIONS



Bryan MacKay-Lyons >
MacKay-Lyons

Sweetapple Architects

Ideas in Things
Place

Community
Urbanism
Ecology
Economy

Tradition / Modernity

< Gregory MacNeil
RAIC, Atlantic 
Regional Director

Prof. Catherine Hamel >
University of Calgary

< Peter Braithwaite
Studio, Halifax

Prof. Ted Cavanagh >
Dalhousie University

café Atlantic GUEST PRESENTATIONS
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Vers une politique de l’architecture pour le Canada

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

café

Université de Montréal, École d’architecture
Pavillon de la Faculté de l’aménagement, Salle 1150
2940 Chemin de la Côte-Sainte-Catherine
Montréal, Québec

Lundi, 11 Novembre 2019

ARRIVÉE / RECONTRE ET RÉSEAUTAGE

INTRODUCTIONS
Jacques Lachapelle, Professeur et directeur, École d’architecture, Un. de Montréal  
Lisa Landrum, Responsable du projet des forums CAFÉ, Un. du Manitoba 

PRÉSENTATIONS 
Anne Cormier, Professeure titulaire, École d’architecture, Un. de Montréal   
Anne Carrier, Présidente, Association des Architectes en pratique privée du Québec (AAPPQ)
Nathalie Dion, Présidente sortante de l’Ordre des architectes du Québec (OAQ)
Bruno Demers, Directeur général, Architecture sans frontières Québec (ASFQ)
Maggie Cabana, Architecte, Architecture Microclimat
Hubert Pelletier, Architecte associé fondateur, Pelletier de Fontenay Architectes
Maude Tousignant-Bilodeau, Présidente, 

Regroupement des étudiant(e)s en architecture (RÉA), Un. de Montréal
Jonathan Kabumbe et Noémie Lavigne, Étudiants,

École d’architecture McEwen, Un. Laurentienne 
MODÉRATEUR:
Jean-Pierre Chupin, Professeur titulaire, École d’architecture, Un. de Montréal

CONSULTATIONS
Tables rondes et discussions sur les thèmes des forums CAFÉ: 
Lieu, Personnes, Prospérité & Potentiel
Avec des étudiants de l’Université de Montréal et des délégués de l’Université Carleton, 
de l’Université Laval, de l’Université Laurentienne et de l’Université McGill.

ÉCHANGES
Compte-rendu de chaque groupe de consultation par les capitaines de table.

DISCUSSION & QUESTIONS

CONCLUSION
Rappel des autres manières de participer aux forums CAFÉ en 2019-2020

Pour plus d’information – horaire détaillé, appel de manifestes, autres façons de participer et 
ressources supplémentaires – visitez: www.architecturecanada.ca @ArchCanadaCafe
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_QUAND

8:45

9:15

9:30

10:45

11:45

12:00

12:30

Pour plus d’information – horaire détaillé, appel de manifestes, autres façons de participer et CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

L’Université de Montréal est située là où, bien avant 
l’établissement des Français, différents peuples autochtones 

ont interagi les uns avec les autres. Nous souhaitons rendre 
hommage à ces peuples autochtones, à leurs descendants, ainsi 

qu’à l’esprit de fraternité qui a présidé à la signature en 1701 de 
la Grande Paix de Montréal, traité de paix fondateur de rapports 
pacifiques durables entre la France, ses alliés autochtones et la 

Confédération haudenosauni. L’esprit de fraternité à l’origine de 
ce traité est un modèle pour notre communauté universitaire.

http://www.ArchitectureCanada.ca
http://www.architecturecanada.ca


Jonathan Kabumbe 
                &  Noémie Lavigne 

Laurentian University
McEwen School of Architecture

,

Maude Tousignant-Bilodeau
Université de Montréal, Présidente

Regroupement des 
étudiant(e)s en architecture

café Québec STUDENT PRESENTATIONS



Nathalie Dion
OAQ

Bruno Demers, ASFQ
• Architecture = société contemporaine
• Littératie architecturale?
• Éducation publique et populaire
• Promotion du journalisme urbain
• Politisation de l’architecture
• Justice et inégalités
• Politique non-discriminatoire
• Réconciliation et réparation
• Renforcement des capacitiés et 

autonomie
• Atténuation des GES
• Adaptation aux changements 

climatiques
• Économie circulaire
• Économie locale et 
approvisionnement
• Entrepreneuriat architectural
• Recherche-action

Anne Carrier, AAPPQMaggie Cabana
Microclimat

Anne Cormier
Atelier

Big City

café Québec GUEST PRESENTATIONS
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For more information on the            initiative – including a detailed schedule; call for manifestos; 
other ways to participate and further resources – visit the website: www.architecturecanada.ca

and follow on Instagram @ArchCanadaCafe

Sidewalk Labs
307 Lake Shore Blvd E, Toronto, Ontario
Part of the annual Ryerson University M.Arch Symposium

Thursday, February 6, 2020

DOORS OPEN — ARRIVAL / MEET & MINGLE

INTRODUCTIONS
• Stephanie Steriotis, M.Arch. Student, Ryerson University
• Lisa Landrum, CAFÉ Project Lead & Associate Dean Research, Faculty of 

               Architecture, University of Manitoba
PRESENTATIONS 
• Craig Race, Architect and Co-Founder of Lanescape
• Richard Witt, Architect and Principal at Quadrangle 
• Devin Arndt and Nicole Rak, M.Arch Students and Sustainability Collective 
  Directors, University of Waterloo
• Adam Krajewski, Valerie Marshall and Jana Nitschke, M.Arch Students 
  and GALDSU representatives, Daniels Faculty, University of Toronto
• Jesse Martyn and Vincent Perron, M.Arch Students and representatives 
  of ARCHUS at SALA, University of British Columbia
• Karen Mills and Sarah Yoes, M.Arch Students, Equality in Architecture (EiA) 

          members, Dalhousie University
CONSULTATIONS
Round table conversations on CAFÉ themes and questions:
Place, People, Prosperity & Potential - with student and faculty delegates 
from Ryerson University, the University of British Columbia, Dalhousie University, 
University of Manitoba, University of Toronto and Waterloo University.

EXCHANGE
Reporting from each consultation group by table captains & open dialogue

TRANSITION and reminder of other ways to engage CAFÉ
BREAK — with refreshments and snacks

PANEL DISCUSSION, moderated by Ian Chodikoff
• Anne Cormier, Atelier Big City, Professor, Un. de Montréal, Researcher LEAP
• Toon Dreessen, DCA Architects, OAA past-President, Rise for Architecture
• Peter Milczyn, PM Strategies and former Ontario Minister of Housing
• Alex Josephson, co-founder of PARTISANS and lecturer at Daniels Faculty, 

      University of Toronto
SOCIAL

@ArchCanadaCafe

@cafe_ontario_2020
Ryerson University M.Arch Symposium

CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

Toronto is in the Dish With One Spoon Territory. The Dish With 
One Spoon is a treaty between the Anishinaabe, Mississaugas, 

and Haudenosaunee that bound them to share the territory 
and protect the land. Subsequent Indigenous Nations and 

peoples, Europeans and all newcomers have been invited into 
this treaty in the spirit of peace, friendship and respect.

http://www.ArchitectureCanada.ca
http://www.architecturecanada.ca


Sarah Yoes & Karen Mills 
Dalhousie University

Valerie Marshall, Adam Krajewski &Jana Nitschke
University of Toronto

Jesse Martyn  & Vincent Perron
UBC

Nicole Rak & Devin Arndt
University of Waterloo
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University of Manitoba, Faculty of Architecture
John A. Russell Building, Centre Space
Winnipeg, Manitoba

Friday, February 28, 2020

ARRIVAL / MEET & MINGLE (coffee & light snacks)

NATION-TO-NATION:  Conversation on Indigenous Principles, Perspectives 
       and Practices in Shaping Canada’s Architecture
      Program details on next page

INTRODUCTIONS
• Lisa Landrum, CAFÉ Project Lead, Faculty of Architecture, Un. of Manitoba
• Jessica Piper & Tia Watson, M.Arch. Students, UMAAS Reps, U.Manitoba

PRESENTATIONS
• Johanna Hurme, 5468796 Architecture & RAIC Regional Director (MB & SK)
• Julia Nakanishi, M.Arch Student and BRIDGE member, University of Waterloo
• Sarah Cooper, Assistant Professor, Dept. of City Planning, Un. of Manitoba 
• Nik Luka, Associate Professor in Architecture and Urban Planning, McGill Un.
• Emilia Brasdefer, Thomas Foster and Halley Sveinson, SALA, UBC 
• Monica Giesbrecht, Landscape Architect & Principal, HTFC Planning & Design
• Max Vos Coupal, M.Arch Student, McEwen School of Architecture, Laurentian Un.
• John Bass, Associate Professor, SALA, University of British Columbia 
• Wins Bridgman, Architect-Activist, Co-Director BridgmanCollaborative Architecture
• Odile Lamy, Michael Kurt Mayer & Olivier Therrien, ASA/GASA, Architecture 
  Students Association, McGill University

ROUND TABLE CONSULTATIONS 
On CAFÉ themes and questions: Place, People, Prosperity & Potential
with student and faculty delegates from the University of Manitoba, University of 
British Columbia, Laurentian University, McGill University and University of Waterloo.

EXCHANGE
Reporting from each consultation group by table captains & open dialogue

CLOSING CONVERSATION - and other ways to engage with CAFÉ
Respondent: Anne Bordeleau, CCUSA Chair and Director Waterloo Architecture

C.A.S.T. Mixer, hosted by UMAAS - University of Manitoba Association of
            Architecture Students

@ArchCanadaCafe

CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

caféFor more information on the            initiative – including a detailed schedule; call for manifestos; 
an online survey, gallery of images & resources – visit the website: www.architecturecanada.ca

and follow on Instagram @ArchCanadaCafe

       and Pr
      Program details on next page

+ Café Café Exhibition in the A2G Gallery

The University of Manitoba campuses are located on original 
lands of Anishinaabeg, Cree, Oji-Cree, Dakota, and Dene 

peoples, and on the homeland of the Métis Nation.

http://www.ArchitectureCanada.ca
http://www.architecturecanada.ca
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Artisan, Ecologist, Industrialist, Activist Anne Carrier, AAPPQ
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McGill Manitoba
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University of Manitoba



cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON éDUCATION

EXHIBITION
Toward an Architecture Policy for Canadacafecafé

1. Global Policies & Strategies
A selection of architecture policies and related 
strategies in poster and document format 
from more than 30 countries, including many  
comprehensive policies from Finland, Norway, 
Denmark, the Netherlands, France, Iceland, 
Ireland, Scotland, Portugal, and more.

2. Rise for Architecture
Since 2016, a working group of Canadian 
architects (representing CALA, RAIC & CCUSA) 
has been developing a framework to initiate a 
national architecture policy for Canada. Read 
the discussion paper “Vision of Value” and 
learn more at www.riseforarchitecture.ca.

3. Nation-to-Nation
This display provides examples of existing 
Indigenous policies, guidelines and principles 
in Canada and Australia, and asks: how 
could an architecture policy for Canada help 
advance the Calls to Action of the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission of Canada? 

4. Québec Strategy
Let’s learn from Québec. In 2018, after four 
years of research and outreach, the Ordre 
des architectes du Québec (OAQ) published 
a White Paper calling for a Québec Policy on 
Architecture. In 2019, the Québec Ministers of 
Culture & Communications and Municipal 
Affairs & Housing announced they would work 
with the OAQ and Québec citizens to develop a 
Québec Architecture Strategy. 

5. Place, People, Prosperity & Potential 
How does architecture impact Place, People, 
Prosperity and Potential? What actions should 
be taken to create more sustainable, equitable 
and engaging communities? Have a seat, share 
your thoughts, complete the questionnaires, 
and SUBMIT to help shape the vision and 
priorities of an architecture policy for Canada.  

6. Online Survey
Your voice matters! Take this survey and help: 
Define the issues!  Convey the value! Share 
your vision!  and Call for action! 

7. www.architecturecanada.ca
Browse the CAFÉ website to find out more 
about how this initiative is giving students and 
academics from twelve schools of architecture  
a voice in Canada’s future.

8. Past CAFÉs
A slideshow of images & student presentations 
from recent forums: CAFÉ Atlantic, Dalhousie 
University, Oct.7, 2019; CAFÉ Québec, Université
de Montréal, Nov. 11, 2019; and CAFÉ Ontario,
SIDEWALK LABS, Toronto - part of the Ryerson 
University M.Arch Symposium, Feb. 6, 2020.  

9. Manifestos
Students from across Canada have been 
responding to the CAFÉ Call for Manifestos to 
describe a vision, question or concern about 
the future of architecture! There are multiple 
formats (2-minute video, poster, image & text);
multiple book prizes (Canadian Modern Architecture);
and multiple deadlines till May 15, 2020. View 
recent winners and entries; get inspired to 
make your own submission; and check out the 
Manifestos from 1909-2019 in the Arch2 entry! 

CAFÉ CAFÉ is an exhibition on the Canadian Architecture Forums on Education, 
conciding with the CAFÉ Prairie event at the University of Manitoba, Faculty of 
Architecture on February 28, 2020. The exhibit venue invites visitors to interact 
with CAFÉ resources and to engage one another on questions and themes 
concerning the future of architecture in Canada.  CAFÉ CAFÉ closes March 6, 2020.
Find out more by visiting www.architecturecanada.ca and @archcanadacafe

cafecafé
NOW SERVING

OPENNING EVENT 
Feb. 24, 2020 noon

Architecture2 Gallery
University of Manitoba

an interactive exhibition 
on the future of architecture

CLOSING
March. 6, 2020

Architecture2 Gallery, Arch2 Building, University of Manitoba

an interactive exhibition on 
the  future  of  architecture

OPENING RECEPTION
Monday, Feb. 24th @ 12:00

CLOSING
Friday, March 6th, 2020

www.architecturecanada.ca
@archcanadacafe
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PURPOSE

PRIORITIES
&

3.
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4.
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POTENTIAL

SUBMIT

INTRO
cafecafé

cafecafé

2.

If Canada creates a national 
architecture policy, what 
should its vision and priorities 
be? And how would such a 
document reflect the ambitions 
and concerns of the next 
generation of architects?

In sync with the CAFÉ Prairie 
event on February 28th, 2020,
this exhibition invites visitors 
to enage CAFÉ resources and 
one another on questions and 
themes concerning the future 
of architecture. 

CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

IIn conjuctionn conjuction
with the CAFÉwith the CAFÉ
Prairie event: Prairie event: 
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http://www.architecturecanada.ca
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http://www.architecturecanada.ca
http://www.architecturecanada.ca
https://umanitoba.ca/faculties/architecture/events/2019-2020events/CAFEGalleryOpening.html
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University of Manitoba, Faculty of Architecture
John A. Russell Building, Centre Space
Winnipeg, Manitoba

Friday, February 28, 2020

ARRIVAL / MEET & MINGLE / COFFEE

OPENING WORDS AND CEREMONY
• Welcome, Danielle Desjarlais and Reanna Merasty, IDPSA 
• Smudging Ceremony
• Prayer Ceremony and Song, Kind Hart Women Singers
• Traditional Territories Acknowledgement, Lisa Landrum

PANEL INTRODUCTION BY MODERATORS
• Danielle Desjarlais & Reanna Merasty, Cree, IDPSA student representatives, 

Faculty of Architecture, University of Manitoba

PRESENTATIONS 
• David Fortin, Métis, Associate Professor and Director at the 

McEwen School of Architecture, Laurentian University
• Ryan Gorrie, Anishinaabe, Senior Associate and Architect at Brook McIlroy
• Roxanne Greene, Anishinaabe, Shoal Lake 40 Councillor
• Brett Huson, Gitxsan Nation, Artist/Author & Praire Climate Centre Technician
• Amina Lalor, Métis, Co-Founder of Treaty Lands Global Stories and 

M.Arch Student, University of Waterloo
• Nicole Luke, Inuk, University of Manitoba, M.Arch Student
• Cheyenne Thomas, Anishinaabe, Peguis First Nation, architectural designer 

and RAIC Indigenous Task Force Member

MODERATED PANEL DISCUSSION 

OPEN QUESTIONS & DIALOGUE

CLOSING COMMENTS - transition to Lunch

(afternoon schedule on other side) 

A Conversation on Indigenous 
Principles, Perspectives & Practices 
in Shaping Canada’s Architecture

Faculty of  Arch itecture

CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

Danielle Desjarlais
Danielle is Cree from Peguis First Nation. 
Currently in the Architecture Masters 
Preparation Program, and holds a Bachelor 
of Environmental Design from the University 
of Manitoba. She believes that it is valuable 
to feature and share the pride of Indigenous 
culture through the built environment.

Reanna Merasty
Reanna is Woodlands Cree from Barren Lands 
First Nation. Currently pursuing a Master of 
Architecture and is the Co-founder and Chair 
of the Indigenous Design & Planning Students 
Association. She is influenced by her exposure 
to the natural and sustainable living conditions 
on the lands and waters of Reindeer Lake, in 
Northern, Manitoba.

Kind Hart Women Singers
Created by Raven Hart, Kind Hart Women 
Singers is an all women family performing 
songs in Anishinaabe, Cree, Dakota, Lakota and 
Oneida languages, representing Asini Aski 
Ithiniwak, Muskego and Anishinaabe.

David Fortin
David is Metis, born and raised throughout 
Alberta and Saskatchewan. He is Associate 
Professor and Director at the McEwen School 
of Architecture at Laurentian University, and a 
member of the Métis Nation of Ontario and the 
RAIC Indigenous Task Force, which fosters and 
promotes Indigenous design in Canada.

Ryan Gorrie
Ryan is Anishinaabe and a member of Bingwi 
Neyaashi Anishinaabek (Sand Point First Nation 
on Lake Nipigon). He is currently a Senior 
Associate and Architect at Brook McIlroy, and 
the lead of their Indigenous Design Studio. 
Ryan played a key role as a designer and artist 
of the multi-award winning Spirit Garden on 
the waterfront in Thunder Bay.

Roxanne Greene
Roxanne is Anishinaabe and the councillor of 
Shoal Lake 40, a community at the borders of 
Manitoba and Ontario. She has been part of 
numerous collaborations/initiatives within the 
Faculty of Architecture, including the summer 
2019 feasting pavilion design-build course . 

Nicole Luke
Nicole is Inuk born in Yellowknife, Northwest 
Territories, with family residing in the Kivalliq 
Region of Nunavut. She is a Master of 
Architecture Student and is committed to 
Indigenous initiatives as well as sustainable 
building practices.

Amina Lalor
Amina (Métis) is a graduate student at the 
University of Waterloo School of Architecture. 
Her research explores the meaning of 
practicing architecture in good relation on 
Indigenous lands within a settler-colonial 
context. She is currently the project 
coordinator and researcher for ‘Nokum’s 
House,’ a proposed Indigenous land-based 
research hub at the University of Guelph.

Bret Huson
Hetxw’ms Gyetxw, also known as Brett D. 
Huson, is from the Gitxsan Nation of the 
Northwest Interior of British Columbia, Canada. 
He is an author/artist, with experience in 
design, media development, and works with 
the Prairie Climate Center at the University of 
Winnipeg.

Cheyenne Thomas
Cheyenne is Anishinaabe from Peguis First 
Nation, and an architectural designer. She is 
a member of the RAIC Indigenous Task Force 
and a Board Member of The Forks North 
Portage Partnership.

CAFÉ forums and consultation processes aim to foster meaningful dialogue with Indigenous 
peoples in order to gain knowledge of their cultural values; to help sustain their self-determined 
practices and design principles; and to develop better informed and more effective design 
processes, policies and programs for Canadians. Indigenous rights, values and design principles 
are foundational priorities, underpinning and traversing the four discursive CAFÉ themes: 
Place, People, Prosperity and Potential. This Nation-to-Nation conversation is a step toward 
ensuring that Indigenous perspectives are meaningfully shaping Canada’s architectural future.

café

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

PLACE
PEOPLE

PARTICIPANTS

PROTECTION
RELATIONSHIP

If Canada initiates a national architecture 
strategy how would it and its process reflect
the many nations of Turtle Island? - strengthen
government commitments to nation-to-nation 
relations between Canada and First Nations, 
Inuit and Métis peoples? - and advance the 
Calls to Action of the Truth and Reconciliation 
Commission of Canada?



Reanna Merasty
Danielle Desjarlais
University
of Manitoba

Cheyenne Thomas
RAIC Indigenous 
Task Force

Amina Lalor
University of Waterloo

Nicole Luke
University of Manitba

café Prairie STUDENT PRESENTATIONS
Nation-to-Nation



Roxanne Greene
Shoal Lake

Brett Huson
Prairie Climate Centre

David Fortin
Laurentian 
University

Ryan Gorrie
Brook McIlroy

café Prairie GUEST PRESENTATIONS
Nation-to-Nation



5

1 YEAR
SCHOOLS
FORUMS

12

OCT
07

ATLANTIC
café

DALHOUSIE
UNIVERSITY
School of 
Architecture

fORUMS
cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE

FEB
28

UNIVERSITY
OF MANITOBA
Faculty of Architecture

PRAIRIE
café

café

UNIVERSITY
OF CALGARY
School of Architecture
Planning & Landscape 

MAR
12WEST

café

11
QUÉBEC
UNIVERSITÉ
DE MONTRÉAL
École
d’architecture

café
NOV

www.ArchitectureCanada.ca

´-

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

ON DUCATION  2019-2020e

café
FEB
06

ONTARIO
RYERSON UNIVERSITY
Dept. of Architectural Science

café

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

café

_WHERE

_WHEN

12:30

1:00

1:15

2:30

3:30

4:00

4:30

5:00
6:00

For more information on the            initiative – including a detailed schedule; call for manifestos; 
an online survey, gallery of images & resources – visit the website: www.architecturecanada.ca

and follow on Instagram @ArchCanadaCafe

University of Calgary
City Building Design Lab
616 Macleod Trail SE
School of Architecture, Planning and Landscape (SAPL)

Thursday, March 12, 2020

ARRIVAL / MEET & MINGLE (with refreshments)

INTRODUCTIONS
• John L. Brown, Dean of the School of Architecture, Planning & Landscape, 
   University of Calgary
• Lisa Landrum, CAFÉ Project Lead, Associate Dean Research, Faculty of 
  Architecture, University of Manitoba

PRESENTATIONS 
• Zach Ward, M.Arch Student, University of Calgary
• Kate Allen, FRANK Architecture & Interiors
• David Down, City of Calgary, Architect & Chief Urban Designer
• Jean-Pierre Chupin, Professor of Architecture, Université de Montréal 
• Kim Langat and Vedad Haghighi, B.Arch Design and M.Arch Students at 
   Carleton University, Azrieli School of Architecture & Urbanism
• Alkarim Devani, President at RNDSQR – Round Square
• Logan Armstrong, Intern at Works of Architecture
• Shawna Cochrane & Madyson McKay, Architects with the City of Calgary, 
• Michael Plummer & Stephanie Steriotis, M.Arch Students at Ryerson Un.

CONSULTATIONS
Round table conversations on CAFÉ themes and questions: Place, People, 
Prosperity & Potential, with student and faculty delegates from Ryerson 
University, Carleton University and Université de Montréal

EXCHANGE
Reporting from each consultation group by table captains

OPEN DISCUSSION & questions 

CONCLUSION: Other ways to engage with CAFÉ during 2019-2020

RECEPTION & 
Lecture by Chris Cornelius (Design Matters Lecture Series)

@ArchCanadaCafe

CCUSA    CCEUA
Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture 
Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture

The University of Calgary acknowledges the traditional 
territories of the people of the Treaty 7 region in Southern 

Alberta, which includes the Blackfoot Confederacy 
(comprising the Siksiká, Piikáni, and Káínai First Nations), the 
Tsúut’ínà First Nation, and the Stoney Nakoda (including the 

Chiniki, Bearspaw, and Wesley First Nations).  The City of 
Calgary is also home to Métis Nation of Alberta, Region 3.  
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B U I  D I N G  

uilding  is an annual student initiated publication showcasing work coming out of the A rieli School of Architecture  rbanism at arleton niversity. ach year
the publication samples pro ects from all levels of the program, inspiring the younger students and challenging the more experienced. t features a select number of
pro ects which prove to be critical, captivating and brave explorations into the realm of architecture. t is distributed internationally to architectural schools, o ces,
bookstores and galleries.

A A S A

AASA provides various social events and 
academic workshops throughout the year for
students to relax amid the chaos that studio life 
brings to all of our lives. As we move forward, 
our goal is to provide even more for students; 
including additional academic workshops where 
students can explore and improve their design 
skillset. All of our members are prepared and 
excited to work for the betterment of our
students in new and creative ways.

B U I  D I N G    B O O K   A U N  

D I R E  T E D   S T U D    A B R O A D : T  I R D    R

A  R I E  I   S   O O    O    A R   I T E  T U R E   &   U R B A N I S 

“This is an exciting time at the Azrieli
School of Architecture + Urbanism. Now in
my fifth year as Director, I am fully
committed to the special qualities that
have guided the school’s growth and
development since the first class entered
in 1968. Our faculty is profoundly
dedicated to teaching, and our students
bring creative energy and a passion for
learning about the world. Our remarkable
building accommodates design teaching,
faculty research, spirited debate, and
social interaction. We work hard, and we
have fun.”

- ill Stonor, Director

“Being an architect 
allows me to bring 

design to vulnerable 
populations, public 
works that benefit 

everyone”

CREDIT: CALEB HILDENBRANDT

“I anticipate a career 
in which environmental 
stewardship inhabits a 
primary role in every 

design decision”

D I R E  T E D   S T U D    A B R O A D : T  I R D    R

W O R K S   &   A W A R D S : O T T A W A   U R B A N   D E S I G N  A W A R D S

The Ottawa Urban Design Awards is a biennial awards program
that celebrates projects in the City of Ottawa that achieve urban
design excellence. Three projects by Carleton University faculty
and students were included in the list of winners. One projects
won an unpreceded three awards for the Gather-Ring, a
collaborative project with Ottawa glass artist Charlynne
Lafontaine.

The Gather-Ring (Baez et. al)
Award of Excellence: Community
Initiatives; Award of Merit: Urban
Elements; People’s Choice Award

Sesquicentennial Waves - Brewer
Park Pool (Guillermo Bourget
Morales)
Award of Merit - Student Projects

Power, Pulp, Paper and Print
(Madelaine Snelgrove)
Award of Excellence - Student
Projects

Blackbox Theater on Nepean Point
(John Vieira, Vedad Haghighi)
Award of Merit - Student Projects
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QUANTIFYING QUALITY 
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Café Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada
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How Architecture Impacts PEOPLE
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Westcafé ARCH AGENCY
BLOCK COURSEBLOCK COURSE   
March 9-13, 2020

A one-week 
course on social 
innovation and 
the future of 
human thriving. 
Instructors: Kris 
Kelly-Frère and 
Lisa Landrum.



APPENDIX C

Consultation Documents
81

Idea Cards &
Thematic Handouts
• Purpose & Priorities
Objectives & Priorités

• Place / Lieu
• People / Personnes
• Prosperity / Prospérité
• Potential / Potentiel



Dignity

Social Cohesion

Equity, Diversity
Inclusion

Indigenous Rights 
& Reconciliation

Personal
Imagination

Quality of Life

Self-Determination

Local
Knowledge

Neighborhood

Engagement

Physical Health
Mental Health

Memory  
& Meaning

Accessibility

Human Rights

Happiness

Social Justice 

Cultural Vitality

Pedestrians

Play

Atmosphere

Beauty

Sustainability

Context

Regional
Customs

Experience

Language

Narrative

Responsibility

Cultural Diversity

Community-
Building

Environnemental
Stewardship

Ecosystems

Heritage

Inclusion

Parks &
Green Spaces

Public Space

Community
Participation

Natural Resources

Biodiversity

Water

Land

History

Storytelling

Craft



Indigenous
Knowledge

Responsible
Leadership

Imagination

Climate Action Adaptation

Density

Well-being

Social Equity

Infrastructure

Affordable Housing

Resilience

Biodiversity

Ecosystems

Renewable Energy

Equitable Economic 
Development

Rapid Transit

Environmental
Stewardship

Urbanisme durable

Leadership Inspiration

Social Instituations

Renewal Public Discourse

Aspirations

Interpretation
& Criticism

Biomimicry

Complexity

Education

Global Opportunities

Creative Industry

National Identity

Green Technologies

Optimism Political Will

Research

Vision

Building Science

Future Generations

?

Climate Justice

Social Justice

Innovation

Parnerships

Respect

Global
Opportunities



QUOTES

Words are not enough.
– Justice Murray Sinclair 

Truth and Reconciliation Commission, Ottawa, June 2015

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

For more information on the            initiative – including a detailed schedule; call for manifestos; 
other ways to participate and further resources – visit the website: www.architecturecanada.ca

café
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Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

To orient CAFÉ conversations, participants are encouraged to provide feedback on four themes 
– PLACE, PEOPLE, PROSPERITY & POTENTIAL– and the following general QUESTIONS:

QUESTIONS
PROVOCATIONS

• When considering the future of architecture in its broadest sense – as impacting society 
   and the planet – what is most concerning? what is most exciting? 

• How might an architecture policy help address these concerns and opportunities?

• If Canada develops a policy, what should be its priorities? its calls to action? its scope?

• What examples best demonstrate architecture’s role and value for society?

• What strategies would improve public understanding of architecture’s value and potential? 

• How do we inspire future generations of citizen architects? 

• Other comments?

ABOUT CAFÉ
The Canadian Architecture Forums on 
Education are part of a year-long out-
reach project to discuss and debate 
the role of architectural education and 
research in shaping Canada’s future. 

The knowledge and ideas mobilized 
through these forums will inform the 
development of an architecture policy 
for Canada. The forums enable students, 
educators and academic researchers 
to play meaningful roles in shaping the 
policy’s priorities, ambition and depth of 
vision.

This CAFÉ initiative is led by the 
Canadian Council of University Schools 
of Architecture (CCUSA), representing 
all CACB-accredited architecture 
programs in Canada, with the support 
of a Connection Grant from the Social 
Sciences and Humanities Research 
Council of Canada (SSHRC). 

The national architecture policy initiative 
– to which these CAFÉs contribute – is 
jointly led by the Canadian Architectural 
Licensing Authorities (CALA), the Royal 
Architectural Institute of Canada (RAIC), 
and CCUSA. 

Five forums are planned at five schools 
of architecture across Canada during the 
2019-2020 academic year.

WHAT IS AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY 
A national architecture policy is an 
aspirational document. Whereas a 
building code sets minimum standards, 
an architecture policy sets forth 
ambitious goals and calls to action with 
compelling arguments, images, quotes 
and case studies. It shows how well-
designed settings can enhance social, 
cultural and environmental well-being, 
and provides guidance to politicians, 
professionals and the public on how to 
achieve more sustainable, equitable and 
engaging communities. An architecture 
policy empowers people to pursue 
positive change and sustainable growth. 
It would inform public debate, influence 
legislation and inspire Canadians to 
create more meaningful and resilient 
cities and rural development in view 
of climate change, rapid urbanization, 
vulnerable lands, threatened heritage 
and other 21st century challenges.

CAFÉ CAUSE
The Canadian Architecture Forums on 
Education will bring vigour, rigour and 
long-term relevance to the process 
of creating an architecture policy for 
Canada. Meaningful involvement of the 
academic sector is crucial to ensuring 
that any future policy is informed by 
current research, robust with fresh ideas 
and relevant for future generations of 
architects. 

PURPOSE
PRIORITIES

&

20
19

-2
02

0

PURPOSE
PRIORITIES

&

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


PLACE is one of four themes - together with PEOPLE, PROSPERITY & POTENTIAL - orienting 
CAFÉ conversations. Participants are encouraged to provide feedback on the following questions:

PLACE
cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION
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CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

CONTEXT AND SCALE
Architecture participates in natural 
and human ecosystems that precede 
construction and extend far beyond the 
footprint of any building. Regardless of a 
project’s size or location, design always 
involves seeking balance and harmony 
with complex interdependent conditions, 
including topography and microclimates; 
plant and animal habitats; soil and 
water conditions; local resources and 
infrastructure; cultural practices and 
heritage; regional history and customs; 
ambient atmosphere, and more.

LAND AND RESOURCES
Canada covers a vast, awe-inspiring 
and heterogeneous terrain, rich 
with resources crucial for wildlife, 
biodiversity, sustainable ways of life and 
vital industry. The Canadian landscape is 
also saturated with cultural and spiritual 
significance, place-based knowledge 
and long histories of use by Indigenous 
Peoples, whose rights to land, territories 
and resources must be recognized 
and renewed. Good design involves 
careful and creative responses to local 
geography and materials, but also deep 
respect for vulnerable natural and human 

ecosystems, and Indigenous rights.

CULTURAL HERITAGE AND VITALITY
Architecture is integral to culture. Like 
art, music, drama and poetry, it is a 
creative medium of expression, yet it 
is grounded in particular places and 
purposeful for multiple communities. 
Architecture and building practices 
embody and preserve cultural values 
over time, while enabling change and 
renewal. Diverse multicultural and multi-
lingual populations support Canada’s 
unique pluralistic identity. First Nations, 
Inuit and Métis are original and vital 
agents of this cultural richness.

FORGING COMMUNITY
Architecture shapes the physical 
environment, which in turn shapes social 
experience and potential. Buildings and 
public spaces influence daily routines 
and provide frameworks for social 
gatherings and public life. Architecture 
can enhance a community’s connection 
with place, but this requires meaningful 
dialogue and inclusive collaboration, 
mutual recognition and respect, listening 
and openness, honesty, accountability 
and trust.

PLACE
café QUESTIONS

In its broadest sense, architecture includes not just buildings, but all inhabitable 
spaces between them and virtually every aspect of our interactions with the built, 
natural and social environment. Architecture is also interconnected with value 
systems, world views, language and history. As such, architecture has a profound 
role to play in the construction, preservation and experience of place. Architecture 
always exists in a particular location with unique characteristics, some of which are 
not visible or immediately apparent. Meaningful place-making requires genuine 
understanding and sympathetic dialogue with a site’s tangible and latent conditions. 

PROVOCATIONS
QUOTES

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

This place may seem like the middle of nowhere to you now, but it will 
soon be everything you will be in search of later in life. It’s who we are. 

– Jake Chakasim 
Recalling a story of his Mooshim (Cree for grandfather) about the

   Omushkegowuk People, Unceded: Voices of the Land, 2018
,

Architectural form is eloquent only in context. 
The act of siting betrays to us the tenor of human aspirations. 

– Arthur Erickson, “Weight of Heaven,” Canadian Architect (Mar. 1964)

The ultimate purpose of architecture is community. 
– Brian MacKay-Lyons, Economy of Ethic, 2017

• Regarding architecture’s impact on PLACE: what is most concerning? and exciting? 

• How might an architecture policy help address these concerns and opportunities?

• What examples best demonstrate architecture’s impact on PLACE? 

• What strategies would invigorate public understanding of the value of PLACE? 

• Are any key issues missing from the thematic summary of architecture & PLACE?

• Other comments?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


QUOTES

Architecture trades on its ability to touch and shape people’s lives in 
profound and meaningful ways.

– Brigitte Shim 
Reflecting on the 2007 Aga Khan Award for Architecture

All peoples contribute to the diversity and richness of civilizations and 
cultures, which constitute the common heritage of humankind. 

– United Nations 
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, 2007

Architecture is a public concern.
– Canadian Center for Architecture, founding premise

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

HEALTH AND HAPPINESS
Quality of architecture is linked to quality 
of life. Well-designed environments 
foster physical and psychological health. 
Spaces with ample daylight, fresh air 
and pleasant views - and attuned to 
lived experience - not only improve 
productivity and reduce illnesses, but 
enhance emotional well-being. 

MEMORY AND MEANING
What we build says something about 
how we live, what we value and who we 
are as individuals and as a society. Public 
institutions – like museums, libraries, 
theatres, schools, sports facilities, 
government buildings and places of 
worship – become symbols of shared 
values and aspirations; just as everyday 
places – like favourite markets, cafés, 
streets and parks – form meaningful 
settings for cherished experiences. 

DIGNITY AND SOCIAL JUSTICE
Architecture affects our sense of 
dignity and intersects issues of human 
rights. Where one lives, learns, works 
and plays becomes intertwined with 
personal and cultural identity. The 
built environment can help people feel 

fulfilled and hopeful; or, conversely, 
neglected and demoralized. Good 
design accommodates everyone with 
dignity, enabling equal access and a 
sense of belonging. Serious problems, 
like poverty and prejudice, will never be 
solved by architecture alone, but design 
can ameliorate social inequities and 
foster pride and community. 

ENGAGEMENT, EMPOWERMENT 
AND RECONCILIATION
People possess the power to 
influence the quality and direction 
of design in their communities. 
Informed participation by affected 
citizens can compel appropriate 
action, accountability, and better built 
environments. By fostering genuine 
inclusion and mutual understanding, 
architecture and its participatory design 
processes can become transformative 
vehicles of reconciliation. Empowering 
social agency and self-determination 
also means disempowering systems 
that obstruct necessary and desirable 
change. These goals transcend issues of 
design to implicate the political contexts, 
procurement processes and legislation 
affecting architectural services. 

PEOPLE
café
Architecture can enhance human life on many levels, potentially helping everyone 
to have enjoyable, engaging and meaningful lives. People are not passive users and 
consumers of the built environment; they are living, breathing, striving and thinking 
individuals whose diverse backgrounds and capabilities, occupations and aspirations, 
actively make Canada what it is. Architecture provides safe and suitable settings 
for people to live, work and play, while shaping daily life in ways that can foster 
social cohesion and cultural vitality, inspire personal and collective imagination, and 
stimulate wonder and respect for the complex world we must share and sustain.

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

PEOPLE is one of four themes - together with PLACE, PROSPERITY & POTENTIAL - orienting 
CAFÉ conversations. Participants are encouraged to provide feedback on the following questions:

PEOPLE
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS

• Regarding architecture’s impact on PEOPLE: what is most concerning? and exciting? 

• How might an architecture policy help address these concerns and opportunities?

• What examples best demonstrate architecture’s impact on PEOPLE? 

• What strategies would invigorate public understanding of well-designed environments? 

• Are any key issues missing from the thematic summary of architecture & PEOPLE?

• Other comments?
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PROSPERITY is one of four themes - together with PLACE, PEOPLE  & POTENTIAL - orienting 
CAFÉ conversations. Participants are encouraged to provide feedback on the following questions:

PROSPERITY
cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION
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CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Architecture impacts the planet’s 
health. The energy to build, heat, cool 
and power buildings accounts for a 
significant percentage of greenhouse 
gas emissions; potable water circulating 
through every inhabitable space is a 
limited resource; construction waste and 
hazardous materials are accumulating in 
landfill sites and damaging ecosystems. 
Through informed design decisions, 
consultation with Indigenous Peoples, 
responsible leadership, legislation 
and investment, Canada could be an 
exemplar in environmental stewardship.

SUSTAINABLE URBANISM
Arbitrary urban sprawl and profit-
driven development is not sustainable. 
With municipal, provincial and federal 
support, planning and design strategies 
can foster appropriate density and 
diversity while enhancing quality of 
life for all. Sustainable cities require 
optimized infrastructure, mass transit 
systems and water supply, as well as 
pedestrian-oriented developments and 
affordable housing with access to public 
space, parks, civic institutions and social 
services. A holistic approach to regional 

development, inclusive of environmental 
and social goals, is necessary and urgent.  

EQUITABLE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Architecture can be a catalyst for 
equitable economic prosperity. The 
design and construction industries 
generate jobs in diverse sectors and 
stimulate private enterprise. Sustainable 
development and lifecycle costing 
can yield massive energy savings, 
and investing in design can revitalize 
neighbourhoods, strengthen community, 
enable self-sufficiency, inspire the next 
generation of city-builders, promote 
tourism and generate long-term socio-
economic stability.

ADAPTATION
Architecture persists for generations. 
Good design considers resiliency of 
new buildings over time and creative 
adaptation of old structures to new 
uses. Demolition and rebuilding is costly 
and can be damaging to environments 
and social fabrics. Promoting adaptive 
reuse requires changing not only 
building practices but attitudes, 
embracing innovative renewal and the 
complementarity of new and old.

PROSPERITY
café QUESTIONS

Society is facing an increasing number of challenges in the 21st century. The 
human-induced climate crisis is threatening ecosystems, biodiversity and human 
settlements. Irresponsible resource extraction is causing catastrophic damage. 
Rapid urbanization is exacerbating social division and inequality, while deteriorating 
infrastructure needs urgent renewal. Architects must rise to these challenges by 
acknowledging the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies 
and social consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada 
needs political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.

PROVOCATIONS
QUOTES

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

There is no Wealth but Life.
– John Ruskin, Unto This Last (1860)

We could live in a country powered entirely by renewable energy, woven 
together by accessible public transit, in which the jobs and opportunities of 
this transition are designed to systematically eliminate racial and gender 
inequality. Caring for one another and caring for the planet could be the 
economy’s fastest growing sectors.

– LEAP Manifesto, 2015

You are never too small to make a difference.
– Greta Thunberg, UN Climate Change Conf, Dec. 2018

• Regarding architecture’s impact on PROSPERITY: what is most concerning? and exciting? 

• How might an architecture policy help address these concerns and opportunities?

• What examples best demonstrate architecture’s impact on PROSPERITY? 

• What strategies would invigorate public understanding of long-term design value? 

• Are any key issues missing from the thematic summary of architecture & PROSPERITY?

• Other comments?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


QUOTES

To project architecture inherently means to propose, through the imagination, 
a better future for a society; it is inherently an ethical orientation, a promise.

– Alberto Pérez-Gómez, “Imagining a future” (2014) 

The built environment has the potential to be a powerful agent for social and 
environmental change. As a profession, we need to make good on that promise.

– Elsa Lam, “State of the Nation,” Canadian Architect (July 2019)

We have potential here in Canada to be able to transcend to a higher level of 
architecture.

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

CREATIVE INDUSTRY
A creative Canada needs creative 
architecture. Architecture provides the 
enduring infrastructure that showcases 
other arts, enabling diverse modes of 
cultural production to thrive. Buildings 
and neighbourhoods can serve as 
creative hubs, fostering innovation 
and collaboration. Architecture 
itself teaches creativity, displaying 
innovation and histories of human 
ingenuity. Architecture plays a key 
role in projecting Canada’s creativity 
on the world stage: consider Expo ’67, 
Canada’s UNESCO World Heritage 
sites, the Manitoba Hydro Building, and 
other distinguished works by Canadian 
architects at home and abroad.

COLLABORATION AND LEADERSHIP
Architecture is a collaborative art, 
involving many trades, consultants 
and community stakeholders. With 
increased specialization and complexity, 
and renewed dialogue with Indigenous 
Peoples, inclusive collaboration is more 
important than ever. Listening to and 
learning from others is paramount. 
So, too, is responsible and visionary 
leadership. Where groups with diverse 
needs consider complex circumstances 
and desires, the architect’s mediating 
role and interpretive and synthesizing 
skills are essential to discovering and 
representing the common good.

RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
Architectural knowledge is hybrid: 
equally technical, ethical and aesthetic. 
It intersects the natural, social and 
health sciences, engineering, arts 
and humanities. Its research methods, 
metrics and topics vary radically: from 
micro to macro; material to social; local 
to global; quantitative to cosmopoetic. 
These factors make architectural 
research rewarding, but also challenging 
and undervalued, since innovation often 
resides between and beyond typical 
mandates. With strategic research 
agendas, alliances and support, Canada 
can thrive as a knowing global leader in 
environmental stewardship, sustainable 
technologies and design excellence in 
support of human rights, reconciliation, 
and culturally enabling place-making.

EDUCATION AND 
THE FUTURE OF ARCHITECTURE
Architecture schools are uniquely 
positioned to support experimental, 
visionary and provocative work. Mixing 
enthusiastic experts with optimistic and 
open-minded youths, academia balances 
real-world challenges with creative 
license, critical distance and historical 
perspective. Schools not only educate 
future architects, they are transformative 
crucibles where architecture’s potential 
is holistically rethought and imaginatively 
renewed.

POTENTIAL
café

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

POTENTIAL is one of four themes - together with PLACE, PEOPLE & PROSPERITY - orienting 
CAFÉ conversations. Participants are encouraged to provide feedback on the following questions:

POTENTIAL
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS

• Regarding architecture’s POTENTIAL: what is most concerning? and exciting? 

• How might an architecture policy help address these concerns and opportunities?

• What examples best demonstrate architecture’s POTENTIAL? 

• What strategies would invigorate public understanding of architecture’s POTENTIAL? 

• Are any key issues missing from the thematic summary of architecture & POTENTIAL?

• Other comments?

– Raymond Moriyama, On establishing the RAIC International Prize, 2014

What is the future of architecture? And how does architectural design, construction 
and understanding impact Canada’s future? These questions raise myriad concerns, 
enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. The 
following sub-themes suggest four ways to consider architecture’s potential.
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Sketches

Do you have more to contribute on people and architecture?  Sketch it here:Do you have more to say on place and architecture?  Say it here:
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CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

PLACE
café
Architecture has a profound role to play in the construction, preservation and 
experience of place. Architecture always exists in a particular location with unique 
characteristics. Meaningful place-making requires genuine understanding and 
sympathetic dialogue with a site’s tangible and latent conditions. 

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

PEOPLE
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS

Architecture provides safe and suitable settings for people to live, work and play, 
while shaping daily life in ways that can foster social cohesion and cultural vitality, 
inspire personal and collective imagination, and stimulate wonder and respect for 
the complex world we must share and sustain.

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


Do you have more to say on prosperity and architecture?  Say it here:
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fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

20
19

-2
02

0

CAFE is an initiative of the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), 
with support from a SSHRC Connection grant. More information at: www.architecturecanada.ca

PROSPERITY
café
Architects must rise to new challenges posed by climate change by acknowledging 
the crises and designing with comprehensive sustainable strategies and social 
consciousness. Green technologies are not enough. A prosperous Canada needs 
political will and public care for collective well-being and the planet.

café

Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

POTENTIAL
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS
Sketches

Do you have more to contribute on people and architecture?  Sketch it here:

What is the future of architecture? And how does architectural design, construction 
and understanding impact Canada’s future? These questions raise myriad concerns, 
enthusiasms and scenarios for the discipline, profession and built environment. 

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


Pour orienter les conversations des forums CAFÉ, les participants sont invités à fournir leurs 
commentaires sur quatre thèmes – LIEU, PERSONNES, PROSPÉRITÉ et POTENTIEL – et à 
répondre aux QUESTIONS générales qui suivent:

LES FORUMS CAFÉ
Les forums canadiens d’architecture 
sur l’éducation (CAFÉs) font partie d’un 
projet de rayonnement s’échelonnant 
sur un an pour discuter et débattre du 
rôle de l’éducation et de la recherche 
architecturale dans la construction de 
l’avenir du Canada.

Les connaissances et les idées 
rassemblées au cours de ces forums 
serviront au développement d’une 
politique architecturale pour le Canada. 
Les forums permettent aux étudiants, 
éducateurs et chercheurs académiques 
de s’investir de façon importante dans la 
formation des priorités, des objectifs, et 
de la vision profonde de cette politique.

Les CAFÉs sont orchestrés par le Conseil 
Canadien des Écoles Universitaires 
d’Architecture (CCÉUA), représentant tous 
les programmes d’architecture agréés 
par le CCCA au Canada, avec le support 
de Subventions Connexion du Conseil de 
recherches en sciences humaines (CRSH).

Les CAFÉs contribuent à l’élaboration 
d’une politique nationale de l’architecture, 
un projet codirigé par le Regroupement 
des ordres d’architectes du Canada (ROAC), 
l’Institut royal d’architecture du Canada 
(IRAC), et le CCÉUA.

Douze écoles d’architecture participeront 
à cinq forums à cinq Universités à travers 
le Canada durant l’année académique 
2019-2020. 

QU’EST-CE QU’UNE POLITIQUE 
NATIONALE DE L’ARCHITECTURE?
Une politique nationale de l’architecture, 

CITATIONS

Les paroles ne suffisent pas.
– Justice Murray Sinclair 

Commission de vérité et réconciliation, Ottawa, Juin 2015

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

café Vers une politique de l’architecture pour le Canada QUESTIONS
PROVOCATIONS

• Si l’on considère l’avenir de l’architecture dans son sens le plus large – comme ayant un 
   impact sur la société et la planète – qu’est-ce qui est le plus préoccupant? Le plus stimulant?

• Comment une politique de l’architecture peut-elle contribuer à répondre à ces 
   préoccupations et à saisir ces occasions?

• Si le Canada élabore une politique, quelles devraient en être les priorités? Les appels à 
   l’action? La portée?

• Quels exemples illustrent le mieux le rôle et la valeur de l’architecture pour la société?

• Quelles stratégies aideraient le public à mieux comprendre la valeur et le potentiel de
   l’architecture?

• Comment pouvons-nous inspirer les futures générations d’architectes citoyens?

c’est un document qui énonce un idéal. 
Alors qu’un code du bâtiment établit 
des normes minimales, une politique 
de l’architecture énonce des objectifs 
ambitieux et lance des appels à l’action 
avec des arguments convaincants, des 
images, des citations et des études de 
cas. Elle montre comment les installations 
bien conçues peuvent améliorer le bien-
être social, culturel et environnemental, 
et elle donne des orientations aux 
politiciens, aux professionnels et au grand 
public pour réaliser des collectivités plus 
durables, plus justes et plus inspirantes. 
Une politique de l’architecture permet 
aux individus d’aspirer à un changement 
positif et à une croissance durable. Elle 
éclaire le débat public, influence les 
législateurs et incite les Canadiens à 
créer des villes et un développement 
rural plus représentatifs et plus résilients 
compte tenu du changement climatique, 
de l’urbanisation rapide, de la vulnérabilité 
des terres, des menaces au patrimoine et 
des autres défis du 21e siècle.  

POURQUOI LES FORUMS CAFÉ 
SONT-ILS IMPORTANTS
Les forums canadiens d’architecture sur 
l’éducation apporteront de la vigueur, 
de la rigueur et une pertinence à long 
terme au processus d’élaboration d’une 
politique de l’architecture pour le Canada. 
Le secteur universitaire doit apporter une 
contribution significative à ce processus 
pour assurer que toute politique éventuelle 
soit éclairée par les recherches en cours, 
qu’elle soit solide et fasse place à des 
idées nouvelles et qu’elle soit pertinente 
pour les générations futures d’architectes.

OBJECTIVES
PRIORITIÉS
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PRIORITIÉS& OBJECTIVES&

Pour plus d’information sur cette initiative – horaire détaillé, appel de manifestes, autres 
façons de participer et ressources supplémentaires – visitez:  www.architecturecanada.ca • D’autres commentaires?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


Vers une politique de l’architecture pour le Canada
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 est orchestrés par le Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture (CCÉUA), avec 
le support de Subventions Connexion du Conseil de recherches en sciences humaines (CRSH). 

Pour plus d’information, visitez: www.architecturecanada.ca

CONTEXTE ET ÉCHELLE
L’architecture joue un rôle dans les 
écosystèmes naturels et humains qui 
précèdent la construction et s’étendent 
bien au-delà de l’empreinte d’un 
bâtiment. Quels que soient la taille ou 
l’emplacement d’un projet, le design 
suppose toujours la recherche de 
l’équilibre et de l’harmonie avec des 
conditions interdépendantes complexes, 
notamment en ce qui concerne la 
topographie et les microclimats; les 
habitats de la faune et de la flore; 
les conditions du sol et de l’eau; les 
ressources et les infrastructures locales; 
les pratiques culturelles et le patrimoine; 
l’histoire et les coutumes régionales; 
l’atmosphère ambiante, et plus encore.

TERRE ET RESSOURCES
Le Canada s’étend sur un terrain vaste, 
impressionnant et hétérogène, riche en 
ressources cruciales pour la faune, la 
biodiversité, les modes de vie durables 
et l’industrie essentielle. Le paysage 
canadien est également imprégné d’une 
importance culturelle et spirituelle, d’un 
savoir basé sur le lieu et d’une longue 
histoire d’utilisation par les peuples 
autochtones, dont les droits à la terre, aux 
territoires et aux ressources doivent être 
reconnus et renouvelés. Le bon design 
suppose des solutions attentives et 
créatives à la géographie et aux matériaux 

locaux, mais aussi un profond respect 
pour les écosystèmes naturels et humains 
vulnérables et les droits des Autochtones.
PATRIMOINE CULTUREL ET VITALITÉ
L’architecture fait partie intégrante de la 
culture. Tout comme l’art, la musique, le 
théâtre et la poésie, elle est un moyen 
d’expression créatif, mais ancré dans 
des lieux particuliers et destiné à de 
multiples collectivités. L’architecture et 
les pratiques de construction incarnent et 
préservent les valeurs culturelles au fil du 
temps, tout en favorisant le changement 
et le renouvellement. Des populations 
multiculturelles et multilingues diversifiées 
appuient l’identité pluraliste unique du 
Canada. Les Premières Nations, les Inuits 
et les Métis sont des agents originaux et 
cruciaux de cette richesse culturelle.
CRÉATION D’UNE COLLECTIVITÉ
L’architecture façonne l’environnement 
physique qui, à son tour, façonne 
l’expérience et le potentiel sociaux. 
Les bâtiments et les espaces publics 
influencent les routines quotidiennes et 
offrent des cadres aux rassemblements 
sociaux et à la vie publique. L’architecture 
peut améliorer le lien d’une collectivité 
avec le lieu, mais cela exige un dialogue 
significatif et une collaboration inclusive; 
la reconnaissance mutuelle et le respect; 
l’écoute et l’ouverture; l’honnêteté, la 
responsabilisation et la confiance. 

LIEU
café
Dans son sens le plus large, l’architecture ne comprend pas seulement des bâtiments, 
mais elle comprend aussi tous les espaces habitables qui les séparent et pratiquement 
tous les aspects de nos interactions avec l’environnement bâti, naturel et social. 
L’architecture est aussi étroitement liée aux systèmes de valeur, aux visions du monde, 
à la langue et à l’histoire. Comme telle, l’architecture a un rôle fondamental à jouer dans 
la construction, la préservation et l’expérience d’un lieu. L’architecture existe toujours 
dans un emplacement donné et elle possède des caractéristiques qui lui sont propres, 
dont certaines ne sont pas visibles ou immédiatement apparentes. La création de lieux 
significatifs exige une réelle compréhension des conditions tangibles et latentes d’un 
site et un dialogue sensible avec celles-ci.

café

CITATIONS
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS

Le LIEU est l’un des quatre thèmes choisis pour orienter les orientations de l’initiative CAFÉ, les 
autres étant les PERSONNES, la PROSPÉRITÉ et le POTENTIEL. Les participants sont invités à 
fournir leurs commentaires en réponse aux questions suivantes:

LIEU
Ce lieu peut vous sembler être au milieu de nulle part, mais il sera bientôt 
tout ce que vous rechercherez plus tard dans la vie. Il est ce que nous sommes. 

– Jake Chakasim, se souvenant d’une histoire de son Mooshim 
     (le terme cri pour désigner le grand-père) sur le peuple Omushkegowuk.
     Unceded: Voices of the Land, 2018

,

La forme architecturale n’est éloquente qu’en contexte. 
Le fait de s’implanter trahit le sens de nos aspirations humaines.

– Arthur Erickson, “Weight of Heaven,” Canadian Architect (Mar. 1964)

Le but ultime de l’architecture est la collectivité. 
– Brian MacKay-Lyons, Economy of Ethic, 2017

• En ce qui concerne l’impact de l’architecture sur le LIEU: 
   qu’est-ce qui est le plus préoccupant? Le plus stimulant?

• Comment une politique de l’architecture peut-elle contribuer à répondre à ces 
   préoccupations et à saisir ces occasions?

• Quels exemples illustrent le mieux l’impact de l’architecture sur le LIEU? 

• Quelles stratégies aideraient le public à mieux comprendre la valeur du LIEU?

• Le sommaire thématique de l’architecture et le LIEU omet-il d’aborder certaines questions 
clés?

• D’autres commentaires?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


PERSONNES
Vers une politique de l’architecture pour le Canada

L’architecture met à profit sa capacité de toucher les gens et d’orienter 
profondément et manifestement leurs vies. 

– Brigitte Shim
dans une réflexion sur le Prix Aga Khan d’architecture 2007

Tous les peuples contribuent à la diversité et à la richesse des civilisations 
et des cultures, qui constituent le patrimoine commun de l’humanité.

– Nations Unies
Déclaration des droits des peuples autochtones de l’ONU, 2007

L’architecture est d’intérêt public.
– Idée sur laquelle repose la création du Centre Canadien d’Architecture

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION
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 est orchestrés par le Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture (CCÉUA), avec 
le support de Subventions Connexion du Conseil de recherches en sciences humaines (CRSH). 

Pour plus d’information, visitez: www.architecturecanada.ca

SANTÉ ET BONHEUR
La qualité de l’architecture est liée 
à la qualité de vie. Les espaces bien 
conçus favorisent la santé physique 
et psychologique. Les espaces dotés 
d’une lumière naturelle abondante, 
de ventilation naturelle et de vues 
agréables sur l’extérieur – en harmonie 
avec l’expérience vécue – améliorent la 
productivité et réduisent la maladie tout 
en améliorant le bien-être émotionnel.

MÉMOIRE ET SIGNIFICATION
Notre cadre bâti exprime notre mode 
de vie et nos valeurs et nous définit 
comme personnes et comme société. 
Les établissements publics – comme les 
musées, les bibliothèques, les théâtres, 
les écoles, les installations sportives, les 
immeubles gouvernementaux et les lieux 
de culte – deviennent des symboles des 
valeurs et des aspirations communes; tout 
comme les lieux que nous fréquentons 
quotidiennement – comme les marchés, 
les cafés, les rues et les parcs préférés 
– forment des installations significatives 
pour des expériences qui nous sont 
précieuses. 
DIGNITÉ ET JUSTICE SOCIALE
L’architecture a des incidences sur notre 
sens de la dignité et a des liens avec les 
questions liées aux droits de la personne. 
Les lieux dans lesquels une personne 
vit, apprend, travaille et s’amuse forgent 

son identité personnelle et culturelle. 
Le cadre bâti peut aider des gens à se 
sentir comblés et pleins d’espoir; ou, au 
contraire, négligés et démoralisés. Le bon 
design répond aux besoins de chacun avec 
dignité et favorise un accès égal et un 
sentiment d’appartenance. L’architecture 
ne parviendra jamais à elle seule à résoudre 
des problèmes sociaux importants, comme 
la pauvreté et le préjudice, mais le design 
peut atténuer les inégalités sociales et 
stimuler la fierté et la communauté. 

ENGAGEMENT, RESPONSABILISATION 
ET RÉCONCILIATION Les gens ont 
le pouvoir d’influencer la qualité et 
l’orientation du design de leurs collectivités. 
La participation éclairée des citoyens 
visés peut amener à prendre des mesures 
appropriées, à rendre des comptes et 
améliorer le cadre bâti. En favorisant une 
véritable inclusion et une compréhension 
mutuelle, l’architecture et ses processus 
de conception participative peuvent 
devenir des vecteurs de transformation 
de la réconciliation. L’encouragement de 
l’action sociale et de l’autodétermination 
signifie aussi l’élimination des systèmes qui 
entravent les changements nécessaires et 
souhaitables. Ces buts transcendent les 
questions de design pour mettre en cause 
les contextes politiques, les processus 
d’approvisionnement et la législation 
touchant les services d’architecture. 

L’architecture peut améliorer la vie des personnes à bien des niveaux et peut même 
les aider à vivre des vies agréables, stimulantes et riches de sens. Les personnes 
ne sont pas des utilisateurs et des consommateurs passifs du cadre bâti; elles sont 
des êtres vivants, qui respirent, qui ont des aspirations et qui réfléchissent; elles ont 
des parcours, des capacités, des occupations et des aspirations diversifiés et elles 
contribuent activement à faire du Canada le pays qu’il est. L’architecture fournit des 
lieux de vie, de travail et de loisirs sécuritaires et appropriés tout en modelant la vie 
quotidienne de façon à favoriser la cohésion sociale et la vitalité culturelle, à stimuler 
l’imagination personnelle et collective et à susciter l’émerveillement et le respect pour 
le monde complexe que nous devons partager et pérenniser.

café

CITATIONS
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS

Les PERSONNES est l’un des quatre thèmes choisis pour orienter les orientations de l’initiative 
CAFÉ, les autres étant le LIEU, la PROSPÉRITÉ et le POTENTIEL. Les participants sont invités à 
fournir leurs commentaires en réponse aux questions suivantes:

• En ce qui concerne l’impact de l’architecture sur les PERSONNES: 
   qu’est-ce qui est le plus préoccupant? Le plus stimulant?

• Comment une politique de l’architecture peut-elle contribuer à répondre à ces 
   préoccupations et à saisir ces occasions?

• Quels exemples illustrent le mieux l’impact de l’architecture sur les PERSONNES? 

• Quelles stratégies aideraient le public à mieux comprendre la valeur des environnements 
   bien conçus?

• Le sommaire thématique de l’architecture et les PERSONNES omet-il d’aborder certaines 
   questions clés?

• D’autres commentaires?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


PROSPÉRITÉ

CITATIONS
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS
Vers une politique de l’architecture pour le Canada
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PROSPÉRITÉ
café

Il n’y a pas d’autre richesse que la vie. – John Ruskin, Unto This Last (1860)

Nous pourrions vivre dans un pays entièrement alimenté par des énergies 
réellement renouvelables et justes, traversé de réseaux de transport public 
accessible, où les emplois et autres possibilités qu’offre une telle transition 
sont aussi conçus pour éliminer systématiquement les inégalités raciales et 
entre les genres. Prendre soin de la planète et les uns des autres pourrait 
créer de nouveaux secteurs économiques très dynamiques.

– LEAP Manifesto, 2015

On n’est jamais trop petit pour faire une différence. – Greta Thunberg

 est orchestrés par le Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture (CCÉUA), avec 
le support de Subventions Connexion du Conseil de recherches en sciences humaines (CRSH). 

Pour plus d’information, visitez: www.architecturecanada.ca

GÉRANCE DE L’ENVIRONNEMENT
L’architecture a des incidences sur la santé 
de la planète. L’énergie qui sert à bâtir, à 
chauffer, à climatiser et à alimenter les 
bâtiments est responsable d’un important 
pourcentage des émissions de gaz à effet 
de serre; l’eau potable qui circule dans 
tous les espaces habités est une ressource 
limitée; des déchets de construction et 
des matériaux dangereux sont acheminés 
dans des sites d’enfouissement et 
endommagent les écosystèmes. Par des 
décisions de conception éclairées; la 
consultation des peuples autochtones; 
l’exercice d’un leadership responsable; 
l’adoption d’une législation appropriée et 
un investissement responsable, le Canada 
pourrait être un exemple en matière de 
gérance environnementale.

URBANISME DURABLE L’étalement 
urbain arbitraire et le développement axé 
sur le profit ne sont pas viables. Avec un 
soutien municipal, provincial et fédéral, 
les stratégies de planification et de design 
peuvent favoriser une densité et une 
diversité appropriées tout en améliorant 
la qualité de vie pour tous. Les villes 
durables requièrent une optimisation des 
infrastructures, des systèmes de transport 
en commun et de l’approvisionnement 
en eau. Elles doivent être axées sur les 
piétons; offrir du logement abordable; et 
donner accès à des espaces publics, des 
parcs, des institutions municipales et des 

services sociaux. Il faut de toute urgence 
adopter une approche holistique au 
développement régional qui comprend des 
objectifs environnementaux et sociaux.  
DÉVELOPPEMENT ÉCONOMIQUE 
ÉQUITABLE L’architecture peut être un 
catalyseur de la prospérité économique 
équitable. Les industries de la conception 
et de la construction génèrent des 
emplois dans divers secteurs et stimulent 
l’entreprise privée. Le développement 
durable et l’analyse du coût sur le cycle de 
vie permettent de réaliser des économies 
d’énergie considérables et l’investissement 
dans le design peut revitaliser des 
quartiers, renforcer des collectivités, 
favoriser l’autosuffisance, inspirer la 
prochaine génération de bâtisseurs urbains, 
promouvoir le tourisme et générer une 
stabilité socio-économique à long terme.

ADAPTATION L’architecture subsiste 
pendant des générations. Le bon design 
tient compte de la résilience des nouveaux 
bâtiments au fil du temps et de l’adaptation 
créative des anciennes structures pour 
convenir à de nouveaux usages. La 
démolition et la reconstruction coûtent 
cher et elles peuvent endommager les 
environnements et les tissus sociaux. 
Pour promouvoir la réutilisation 
adaptative, il faut changer les pratiques 
de construction et les attitudes et adhérer 
au renouvellement innovateur et à la 
complémentarité de l’ancien et du nouveau.

Le 21e siècle pose à la société des défis de plus en plus nombreux. La crise climatique 
induite par l’homme menace les écosystèmes, la biodiversité et les installations 
humaines. L’urbanisation rapide exacerbe les divisions et les inégalités sociales, alors 
que les infrastructures se détériorent et ont un urgent besoin de renouvellement. Les 
architectes doivent relever ces défis en tenant compte des crises, en utilisant des 
stratégies de conception durable exhaustives et en faisant preuve d’une conscience 
sociale. Les technologies vertes ne suffisent pas. Pour assurer la prospérité et la 
résilience du Canada, il faut une volonté politique et une attention publique envers le 
bien-être collectif et la planète. 

café

La PROSPÉRITÉ est l’un des quatre thèmes choisis pour orienter les orientations de l’initiative 
CAFÉ, les autres étant le LIEU, les PERSONNES et le POTENTIEL. Les participants sont invités à 
fournir leurs commentaires en réponse aux questions suivantes:

• En ce qui concerne l’impact de l’architecture sur la PROSPÉRITÉ: 
   qu’est-ce qui est le plus préoccupant? Le plus stimulant?

• Comment une politique de l’architecture peut-elle contribuer à répondre à ces 
   préoccupations et à saisir ces occasions?

• Quels exemples illustrent le mieux l’impact de l’architecture sur la PROSPÉRITÉ? 

• Quelles stratégies aideraient le public à mieux comprendre la VALEUR DU DESIGN 
À LONG TERME?

• Le sommaire thématique de l’architecture et la PROSPÉRITÉ 
   omet-il d’aborder certaines questions clés?

• D’autres commentaires?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca


POTENTIEL

CITATIONS
QUESTIONS

PROVOCATIONS
Vers une politique de l’architecture pour le Canada

Projeter l’architecture, c’est fondamentalement proposer, par l’imagination, 
un avenir meilleur pour une société; c’est fondamentalement une orientation 
éthique, une promesse.

– Alberto Pérez-Gómez, “Imagining a future” (2014) 

Le cadre bâti a le potentiel d’être un puissant agent de changement social et 
environnemental. Comme profession, nous devons tenir cette promesse.

– Elsa Lam, “State of the Nation,” Canadian Architect (July 2019)

Nous avons le potentiel, ici au Canada, de porter l’architecture à un plus haut 
niveau.

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

POTENTIEL
café
Quel est l’avenir de l’architecture? Comment son étude, sa conception, sa construction 
et sa compréhension influent-elles sur l’avenir du Canada? Ces questions soulèvent 
une myriade de préoccupations, d’enthousiasmes et de scénarios pour la discipline, la 
profession et le cadre bâti. Les sous-thèmes qui suivent proposent quatre angles pour 
examiner le potentiel de l’architecture.
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 est orchestrés par le Conseil Canadien des Écoles Universitaires d’Architecture (CCÉUA), avec 
le support de Subventions Connexion du Conseil de recherches en sciences humaines (CRSH). 

Pour plus d’information, visitez: www.architecturecanada.ca

INDUSTRIE CRÉATIVE Un Canada créatif 
a besoin d’une architecture créative. 
L’architecture fournit l’infrastructure 
permanente qui présente d’autres formes 
d’art et qui permet à diverses disciplines 
artistiques de s’épanouir. Les bâtiments et 
les quartiers peuvent servir de carrefours 
créatifs qui stimulent l’innovation et la 
collaboration. L’architecture elle-même 
enseigne la créativité, l’innovation 
et l’histoire de l’ingéniosité humaine. 
L’architecture joue un rôle clé dans le 
rayonnement de la créativité du Canada 
sur la scène mondiale. On n’a qu’à penser 
à l’Expo’ 67, aux sites du patrimoine 
mondial de l’UNESCO au Canada, à 
l’édifice Hydro Manitoba et à d’autres 
réalisations célèbres d’architectes 
canadiens au pays et à l’étranger.  

COLLABORATION ET LEADERSHIP
L’architecture est un art collaboratif 
auquel participent de nombreux corps 
de métiers, consultants et intervenants 
communautaires. Dans un contexte de 
spécialisation et de complexité accrues 
et d’un renouvellement du dialogue avec 
les peuples autochtones, la collaboration 
inclusive est plus importante que jamais. 
Il est essentiel d’écouter les autres 
et d’apprendre les uns des autres. Le 
leadership responsable et visionnaire est 
tout aussi essentiel. Lorsque des groupes 
ayant des besoins divers tiennent compte 
de circonstances et de désirs complexes, 
le rôle de médiateur de l’architecte et 
ses compétences d’interprétation et de 
synthèse sont cruciaux pour découvrir et 
représenter le bien commun. 

RECHERCHE ET INNOVATION
Les connaissances en architecture 
sont hybrides : tout aussi techniques, 
qu’éthiques et esthétiques. Elles 
recoupent les sciences naturelles, 
sociales et de la santé, le génie, les arts 
et les sciences humaines. Ses méthodes, 
paramètres et sujets de recherche varient 
considérablement : du micro au macro; 
du matériel au social; du local au mondial; 
du quantitatif au cosmopoétique. Ces 
facteurs font en sorte que la recherche 
en architecture est gratifiante, mais aussi 
stimulante et sous-évaluée, car l’innovation 
se situe souvent entre et au-delà des 
mandats typiques. Avec des programmes 
de recherche stratégiques, des alliances 
et du soutien, le Canada peut prospérer en 
tant que chef de file mondial en matière 
de gérance de l’environnement, de 
technologies durables et d’excellence du 
design en appui aux droits de la personne, 
de la réconciliation et de la création de 
lieux favorables à la culture.

ÉDUCATION ET AVENIR DE L’ARCHITECTURE
Les écoles d’architecture occupent 
une position unique pour soutenir les 
travaux visionnaires, expérimentaux et 
provocateurs. Réunissant des experts 
enthousiastes et des jeunes optimistes et 
à l’esprit ouvert, les milieux universitaires 
apportent un équilibre entre les défis du 
monde réel et la licence créative, la distance 
critique et la perspective historique. En 
plus d’éduquer les futurs architectes, les 
écoles d’architecture sont des sources 
de transformation où le potentiel de 
l’architecture est repensé de manière 
holistique et renouvelé avec imagination. 

café

Le POTENTIEL est l’un des quatre thèmes choisis pour orienter les orientations de l’initiative 
CAFÉ, les autres étant le LIEU, les PERSONNES et la PROSPÉRITÉ. Les participants sont invités 
à fournir leurs commentaires en réponse aux questions suivantes:

• En ce qui concerne le POTENTIEL de l’architecture:  
   qu’est-ce qui est le plus préoccupant? Le plus stimulant?

• Comment une politique de l’architecture peut-elle contribuer à répondre 
   à ces préoccupations et à saisir ces occasions?

• Quels exemples illustrent le mieux l’impact de l’architecture sur le POTENTIEL? 

• Quelles stratégies aideraient le public à mieux comprendre le POTENTIEL de l’architecture?

• Le sommaire thématique de l’architecture et le POTENTIEL omet-il d’aborder certaines 
   questions clés?

– Raymond Moriyama, 2014, lors de la création du Prix international Moriyama IRAC

• D’autres commentaires?

http://www.architecturecanada.ca
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Survey Monkey  
 
Canadian Architecture Forums on Education (CAFÉ) 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Your voice matters!  
 
Students and educators have clear stakes in the future of architecture.  
 
Share your views and help envision a better built environment for Canada.  
 
This survey is part of an outreach project to mobilize knowledge about the role of architectural education and 
research in shaping Canada’s future.  
 
CAFÉ is led by the Canadian Council of University Schools of Architecture (CCUSA), representing all accredited 
architecture programs in Canada, with the support of a Connection Grant from the Social Sciences and 
Humanities Research Council of Canada (SSHRC).  
 
Feedback will help define the vision and priorities of a proposed architecture policy, being jointly developed by the 
Canadian Architectural Licensing Authorities (CALA), the Royal Architectural Institute of Canada (RAIC), and 
CCUSA. 
 
All feedback is anonymous. No personal identification information is being gathered as part of this survey. 
General personal data – such as your province of residence, institutional affiliation, and status (as a student, 
academic, professional, or interested citizen) – will simply help us understand the effective reach and diversity of 
responses. 
 
To learn more about CAFÉ, visit www.architecturecanada.ca 
 
Participants are encouraged to first read About CAFÉ and to review the CAFÉ Questions & Themes.  
 
The survey will take about 15-minutes to complete. It has five sections with multiple choice and short-answer style 
questions: 
 
1. Describe yourself 
2. Define the issues 
3. Convey the value 
4. Share your vision 
5. Call for action 
 
Closing date: June 15, 2020. 
 
Begin the CAFÉ SURVEY 

Original survey questions posted September 25, 2019 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/CAFE2019-2020 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
http://www.architecturecanada.ca
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/CAFE2019-2020
https://architecturecanada.ca/questions-themes/
https://architecturecanada.ca/
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1. DESCRIBE YOURSELF
1.1 Check the box that best describes you (further questions will appear, depending on your selection):
!! Current student
!! Current academic (professor or sessional)
!! Professional, Intern or recent Graduate 
!! Other (please specify)

A – Current Students
1.2 What is your institution?
!! Carleton University
!! Dalhousie University
!! Laurentian University
!! McGill University
!! Laval Université 
!! Ryerson University
!! Université de Montréal
!! University of British Columbia
!!  University of Calgary
!! University of Manitoba
!! University of Toronto
!! University of Waterloo
!! Other (please specify): _____________________

1.3 What degree are you currently pursuing?
!! Bachelor of ________________ 
!! Master of ________________
!! Ph.D. _________________
!! Other (please specify): _____________________

1.4 What best describes your current career goal?
!! to become an architect
!! to become a design or planning professional
!! to pursue a research and/or academic career
!! to contribute to enhancing the quality of the built 

environment
!! Other (please specify): ____________________

D – Other
1.2 Which best describes your primary area of work 
or interest?
!! Arts
!! Construction
!! Government (any level)
!! Non-profit / community organization
!! A concerned citizen
!! Other (please specify): 

_________________________________

1.3 Where do you currently live?
!! [List of provinces and territories]

B – Current Academic
1.2 What is your current institution?
!! [Same list students]

1.3 What is your primary discipline?
!! Architecture
!! City Planning 
!! Interior Design
!! Landscape Architecture
!! Other (please specify): _____________________

1.4 What is your position?
!! Professor (any rank)
!! Sessional or Adjunct
!! Other (please specify): ____________________

C – Professional
1.2 Where did you earn your degree(s)?
!! [Same list of universities]

1.3 Where do you currently live?
!! British Columbia
!! Alberta
!! Saskatchewan
!! Manitoba
!! Ontario
!! Québec
!! New Brunswick
!! Nova Scotia
!! Prince Edward Island
!! Newfoundland & Labrador
!! Nunavut
!! Northwest Territories
!! Yukon

1.3 What is your primary discipline?
!! [Same list above]

1.4 Which best describes your current situation?
!! A recent graduate, working (or seeking work) in a 

design/planning field
!! An intern (registered in a professional internship 

program)
!! A registered professional
!! Other (please specify): _____________________

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/


https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/ 
 

 99 

2. DEFINE THE ISSUES 
 
If Canada creates a national architecture policy, what should be its priorities? Help prioritize the issues by ranking 
the following as low, medium or high - with up to 5 as 'top' priorities: 
 
 
PRIORITY  TOP PRIORITY HIGH PRIORITY MEDIUM PRIORITY LOW  
     (max. 5) 
 
Accessibility  ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Affordable Housing ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Affordable Tuition ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Aging in Place ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Beauty ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Clean Energy ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Climate Action ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Community Building ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Craft and tradition ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Cultural Heritage ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Cultural Diversity ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Economic Development ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Environmental Stewardship ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Equity, Diversity and Inclusivity ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Fair Pay ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Green space / Parks ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Health ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Human Rights ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Indigenous Rights and Reconciliation ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Infrastructure (urban) ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Infrastructure (rural) ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Innovation & Research ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Mental Health ____ ____ ____ ____ 
National Identity ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Pedestrian-friendly neighborhoods ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Public Space ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Quality of Life ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Safety ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Sustainable Design & Resilience ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Technology (digital) ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Technology (building science) ____ ____ ____ ____ 
Transit-oriented development ____ ____ ____ ____ 
 
Other (please specify) ______________ 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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3. CONVEY THE VALUE 

Society rarely considers how the built environment affects daily life, communities and the planet. To orient public 
conversations about the value and impact of architecture, four broad themes have been established:

• Place (Context & Scale; Land & Resources; Cultural Heritage & Vitality; Forging Community) 

• People (Health & Happiness; Memory & Meaning; Dignity & Social Justice; Engagement, Empowerment & Reconciliation)

• Prosperity (Environmental Stewardship; Sustainable Urbanism; Equitable Economic Development; Adaptation)

• Potential (Creative Industry; Collaboration & Leadership; Research & Innovation; Education & the Future of Architecture)

Fuller theme descriptions are available on the CAFÉ website.

3.1 Are these themes effective?

!! Yes – very effective
!! Yes – effective (but in need of minor refinement)
!! Somewhat effective (in need of revision)
!! Not very effective (in need of major revision)

3.2 Are there key issues missing? If so, what should be added under each theme:
Place _____________________________________________________
People _____________________________________________________  
Prosperity _____________________________________________________
Potential _____________________________________________________

3.3 Are any important themes missing? If so, what are they?
_____________________________________________________

3.4 Tell us your story, or give an example that demonstrates architecture's value for society.
This could be a personal anecdote; a design project; an educational strategy; or a research project. 
Provide links as appropriate.

__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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4. SHARE YOUR VISION 
 
4.1 When considering the future of architecture in its broadest sense – impacting society & the planet:  
 a) what is most concerning?  
  _____________________________________________________ 
 
 b) what is most exciting? 
  _____________________________________________________ 
 
 
4.2  Describe your vision for the future of architecture –  
 a)  with a maximum of 5 words: 
  _____________________________________________________ 
 
 b)  with a maximum of 5 sentences: 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 
5. CALL FOR ACTION 
 
What should be done to create more sustainable, equitable and engaging built environments? 
a) by schools of architecture — 
 _____________________________________________________ 
 
b) by architects and design/planning professionals — 
 _____________________________________________________ 
 
c) by students — 
 _____________________________________________________ 
 
d) by the public — 
 _____________________________________________________ 
 
e) by government (at any level) — 
 _____________________________________________________ 

 
 
 
THANK YOU! 
 
Would you like to be informed of the outcomes of this CAFÉ project? And be entered to win a copy of the new 
book Canadian Modern Architecture (Princeton Architectural Press, 2019)? If so, please enter your email here:  
 

Email Address: _______________________________________________ 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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Les Forums Canadiens d’Architecture sur l’Éducation (CAFÉ) 
 
0. INTRODUCTION 
 
Votre voix est importante! 
Les étudiants et enseignants sont clairement concernés par le futur de l’architecture. 
 
Partagez votre opinion et contribuez à imaginer un meilleur environnement bâti pour le Canada. 
 
Ce sondage s’inscrit dans le cadre d’un projet de rayonnement qui vise à mobiliser les connaissances au sujet du 
rôle qu’ont l’éducation et de la recherche en architecture pour influencer le futur du Canada. 
 
Les forums CAFÉ sont orchestrés par le Conseil canadien des écoles universitaires d’architecture (CCÉUA), 
représentant tous les programmes d’architecture agréés par le CCCA au Canada, avec le soutien de Subventions 
Connexion du Conseil de recherches en sciences humaines (CRSH). Les institutions universitaires participantes 
et l’Association canadienne des étudiants en architecture (ACÉA) apportent un soutien additionnel. 
 
Les informations recueillies par ce sondage contribueront à l’élaboration d’une politique nationale de 
l’architecture, un projet codirigé par le Regroupement des ordres d’architectes du Canada (ROAC), l’Institut royal 
d’architecture du Canada (IRAC), et le CCÉUA. 
 
Toutes les informations recueillies sont anonymes. Aucune information permettant l’identification personnelle 
n’est recueillie dans le cadre de ce sondage. Les données personnelles générales recueillies – comme la 
province de résidence, l’affiliation à une institution et le statut (étudiant, enseignant, professionnel ou citoyen 
intéressé) – nous aideront simplement à comprendre la portée, l’étendue et la diversité des réponses recueillies.  
 
Pour en savoir plus sur les forums CAFÉ, visitez www.architecturecanada.ca 
 
Les participants sont encouragés à d’abord lire la section À propos de CAFÉ et à consulter les Questions et 
Thèmes des forums CAFÉ. 
 
Ce sondage prendra environ 15 minutes à compléter. Il contient cinq sections comportant des questions à choix 
multiples et des questions à réponse courte : 
 

1. Décrivez-vous 
2. Définissez les enjeux 
3. Faites valoir l’importance 
4. Partagez votre vision 
5. Appelez à l’action 

 
Date de fermeture : 15 mai 2020. 
 
Faites le questionnaire en français 
 
 

Faites le questionnaire en français | Octobre 2019 
https://fr.surveymonkey.com/r/H6HCS5G 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
http://www.architecturecanada.ca
https://fr.surveymonkey.com/r/H6HCS5G
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1. Décrivez-vous 
 

1.1 Cochez la case qui vous décrit le mieux (d’autres questions apparaitront selon votre sélection) : 
 

§ Étudiant 
§ Universitaire (professeur, chargé de cours) 
§ Professionnel, stagiaire ou récent gradué 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
A – Étudiants 
 

1.2 À quelle institution étudiez-vous? 
§ Université Carleton 
§ Université Dalhousie 
§ Université Laurentienne 
§ Université McGill 
§ Université Laval 
§ Université Ryerson 
§ Université de Montréal 
§ Université de Colombie-Britannique 
§ Université de Calgary 
§ Université du Manitoba 
§ Université de Toronto 
§ Université de Waterloo 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
1.3 À quel niveau d’études êtes-vous présentement incrit? 

§ Baccalauréat 
§ Maîtrise 
§ Doctorat 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
1.4 Quel énoncé décrit le mieux votre objectif de carrière actuel? 

§ Devenir architecte 
§ Devenir professionnel du design ou de l’urbanisme 
§ Faire carrière dans le milieu académique et/ou en recherche 
§ Contribuer à améliorer la qualité de l’environnement bâti 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier : 

 
B – Universitaire 
 
1.2 À quelle institution travaillez-vous? 

§ Université Carleton 
§ Université Dalhousie 
§ Université Laurentienne 
§ Université McGill 
§ Université Laval 
§ Université Ryerson 
§ Université de Montréal 
§ Université de Colombie-Britannique 
§ Université de Calgary 
§ Université du Manitoba 
§ Université de Toronto 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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§ Université de Waterloo 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
1.3 Quelle est votre discipline principale? 

§ Architecture 
§ Urbanisme 
§ Design d’intérieur 
§ Architecture de paysage 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
1.4  Quel est votre poste? 

§ Professeur 
§ Chargé de cours ou professeur adjoint 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
C – Professionnel 
 
1.2 De quelle institution avez-vous gradué? 

§ Université Carleton 
§ Université Dalhousie 
§ Université Laurentienne 
§ Université McGill 
§ Université Laval 
§ Université Ryerson 
§ Université de Montréal 
§ Université de Colombie-Britannique 
§ Université de Calgary 
§ Université du Manitoba 
§ Université de Toronto 
§ Université de Waterloo 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
1.3 Quel est votre lieu de résidence actuel? 

§ Colombie Britannique 
§ Alberta 
§ Saskatchewan 
§ Manitoba 
§ Ontario 
§ Québec 
§ Nouveau-Brunswick 
§ Nouvelle-Écosse 
§ Île-du-Prince-Édouard 
§ Terre-Neuve-et-Labrador 
§ Nunavut 
§ Territoires du Nord-Ouest 
 

1.4 Quelle est votre discipline principale? 
§ Architecture 
§ Urbanisme 
§ Design d’intérieur 
§ Architecture de paysage 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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1.5 Quel énoncé décrit le mieux votre situation actuelle? 
§ Gradué récent travaillant ou à la recherche de travail dans un domaine du design/de l’urbanisme 
§ Stagiaire (inscrit dans un programme de stage professionnel) 
§ Professionnel accrédité 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) : 

 
D – Autre 
1.2 Quel énoncé décrit le mieux votre principal domaine d’emploi ou d’intérêt? 

§ Arts 
§ Construction 
§ Gouvernement (tout pallier) 
§ Organisme sans but lucratif/organisation communautaire 
§ Citoyen intéressé 
§ Autre (prière de spécifier) 

 
1.3 Quel est votre lieu de résidence actuel? 

§ Colombie Britannique 
§ Alberta 
§ Saskatchewan 
§ Manitoba 
§ Ontario 
§ Québec 
§ Nouveau-Brunswick 
§ Nouvelle-Écosse 
§ Île-du-Prince-Édouard 
§ Terre-Neuve-et-Labrador 
§ Nunavut 
§ Territoires du Nord-Ouest 

 
 
2. Définissez les enjeux 
 
Si le Canada met en place une Politique nationale de l’architecture, quelles devraient être ses priorités? Aidez-
nous à prioriser les enjeux en classant les enjeux suivants comme basse, moyenne ou haute priorité – et en 
attribuant à jusqu’à 5 enjeux le statut de priorité principale : 
 
Accessibilité 
Logement abordable 
Frais de scolarité abordables 
Vieillir sur place 
Beauté 
Énergie propre 
Action climatique 
Renforcement des communautés 
Savoir-faire et tradition 
Patrimoine culturel 
Diversité culturelle 
Développement économique 
Gérance de l’environnement 
Équité, diversité et inclusivité 
Équité salariale 
Parcs et espaces verts 
Santé 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/
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Droits humains 
Droits autochtones et réconciliation 
Infrastructure urbaine 
Infrastructure rurale 
Innovation et recherche 
Santé mentale 
Identité nationale 
Quartiers favorables aux piétons 
Espace public 
Qualité de vie 
Sécurité 
Développement durable et résilience 
Technologie numérique 
Technologie et science du bâtiment 
Développement axé sur les transports en commun 
Autre (prière de spécifier) 
 
 
3. Faites valoir l’importance 
 
La société considère rarement l’influence de l’environnement bâti sur la vie quotidienne, les communautés et la 
planète. Dans le but d’orienter des conversations publiques sur la valeur et l’impact de l’architecture, quatre 
thèmes larges ont été élaborés : 
 

• Le lieu (contexte et échelle; terre et ressources; patrimoine culturel et vitalité; création d’une collectivité) 
• Les personnes (santé et bonheur; mémoire et signification; dignité et justice sociale; engagement, 

responsabilisation et réconciliation) 
• La prospérité (gérance de l’environnement; urbanisme durable; développement économique équitable; 

adaptation) 
• Le potentiel (industrie créative; collaboration et leadership; recherche et innovation; éducation et avenir de 

l’architecture) 
 
Des descriptions plus complètes des thèmes sont disponible sur le site des forums CAFÉ. 
 
3.1 Ces thèmes sont-ils efficaces? 

§ Oui – très efficaces 
§ Oui – efficaces (mais nécessitent d’être légèrement raffinés) 
§ Passablement efficaces (mais nécessitent d’être révisés) 
§ Pas très efficaces (nécessitent une révision majeure) 

 
3.2 Manque-t-il des enjeux majeurs? Si oui, qu’est-ce qui devrait être ajouté à chacun de ces thèmes? 
 
Lieu 
Personnes 
Prospérité 
Potentiel 
 
3.3 Manque-t-il des thèmes importants? Si oui, lesquels?  
 
3.4 Racontez-nous votre histoire, ou donnez un exemple qui démontre la valeur de l’architecture pour la société. 

Cela pourrait être une anecdote personnelle, un projet de design, une stratégie d’éducation ou un projet de 
recherche. Fournissez des liens si approprié. 
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4. Partagez votre vision 
 
4.1 Quand vous envisagez le futur de l’architecture au sens large – en incluant son impact sur la société et la 

planète : 
 
a) Qu’est-ce qui est le plus inquiétant? 
 
b) Qu’est-ce qui est le plus excitant?  
 
 
4.2 Décrivez votre vision du futur de l’architecture –  
a) en un maximum de 5 mots : 
 
b) en un maximum de 5 phrases : 
 
 
 
5. Appelez à l’action 
 
Afin de créer un environnement bâti plus durable, équitable et engageant, que doivent faire : 
 
a) les écoles d’architecture? 
 
b) les architectes, urbanistes et professionnels du design? 
 
c) les étudiants? 
 
d) le public?  
 
e) le gouvernement (tout pallier) 
 
 
 
MERCI! 
 
Aimeriez-vous qu’on vous informe des résultats de ce projet des forums CAFÉ et participer à un tirage du nouvel 
ouvrage Canadian Modern Architecture (Princeton Architectural Press, 2019)? Si oui, veuillez entrer votre 
adresse courriel ici : 
 
Adresse courriel 
 

https://architecturecanada.ca/ENGAGE/


1. We intend to sing to the love of danger, the habit of 
energy and fearlessness.

2. Courage, boldness, and rebelliousness will be the 
essential elements of our poetry.

3. Up to now literature has exalted contemplative 
stillness, ecstasy, and sleep. We intend to exalt movement 
and aggression, feverish insomnia, the racer’s stride, the 
mortal leap, the slap and the punch.

4. We affirm that the beauty of the world has been 
enriched by a new form of beauty: the beauty of speed. 
A racing car with a hood that glistens with large pipes 
resembling a serpent with explosive breath ... a roaring 
automobile that seems to ride on grapeshot—that is more 
beautiful than the Victory of Samothrace.

5. We intend to hymn man at the steering wheel, the 
ideal axis of which intersects the earth, itself hurled 
ahead in its own race along the path of its orbit.

6. Henceforth poets must do their utmost, with ardor, 
splendor, and generosity, to increase the enthusiastic 
fervor of the primordial elements.

7. There is no beauty that does not consist of struggle. 
No work that lacks an aggressive character can be 
considered a masterpiece. Poetry must be conceived as 
a violent assault launched against unknown forces to 
reduce them to submission under man.

8. We stand on the last promontory of the centuries! 
... Why should we look back over our shoulders, when we 
intend to breach the mysterious doors of the Impossible? 
Time and space died yesterday. We already live in the 
absolute, for we have already created velocity which is 
eternal and omnipresent.

9. We intend to glorify war—the only hygiene of the 
world-militarism, patriotism, the destructive gesture of 
anarchists, beautiful ideas worth dying for, and contempt 
for woman.

10. We intend to destroy museums, libraries, academies 
of every sort, and to fight against moralism, feminism, 
and every utilitarian or opportunistic cowardice.

11. We shall sing the great masses shaken with work, 
pleasure, or rebellion: we shall sing the multicolored 
and polyphonic tidal waves of revolution in the modern 
metropolis; shall sing the vibrating nocturnal fervor of 
factories and shipyards burning under violent electrical 
moons; bloated railroad stations that devour smoking 
serpents; factories hanging from the sky by the twisting 
threads  of spiraling  smoke;  bridges like gigantic 
gymnasts  who span rivers, flashing at the sun with the 
gleam of a knife; adventurous steamships that scent the 
horizon, locomotives with their swollen chest, pawing 
the tracks like massive steel horses bridled with pipes, 
and the oscillating flight of airplanes, whose propeller 
flaps at the wind like a flag and seems to applaud like a 
delirious crowd.

MANIFESTO OF FUTURISM
F.  T.  MARINETTI

LE FIGARO — 20 February 1909

I AFFIRM:

1. That Futurist architecture is the architecture of cold 
calculation, bold audacity and simplicity; the architecture 
of reinforced concrete, iron, glass, textile fibers and of all 
those replacements for wood, stone, and brick that make 
for attaining the maximum elasticity and lightness.

2. That Futurist architecture is not, for all that, an arid 
combination of the practicality and utility, but remains 
art, that is, synthesis and expression. 

3. That oblique and elliptical lines are dynamic, 
that by their very nature and have an emotive power 
a thousand times superior than that of perpendiculars 
and horizontals, and that there can be no dynamically 
integrative architecture that does not make use of them. 

4. That decoration, as something superimposed on 
architecture, is absurd and that only from the use and 
disposition of raw, naked, or violently coloured materials 
can the decorative value of Futurist architecture be 
derived. 

5. That, just as the ancients drew their inspiration 
in their art from the elements of the natural world, so 
we—being materially and spiritually artificial—must 
find our inspiration in the new mechanical world we 
have created, of which architecture must be the most 
beautiful expression, the most complete synthesis, the 
most efficacious artistic integration.

6. That the idea of architecture as the art of organizing 
the forms of buildings according to preestablished criteria 
is dead.

7. That architecture must be understood as the attempt, 
to be pursued with freedom and boldness, to harmonize 
man and his environment, that is, to render the world of 
things into a direct projection of the spirit.

8. That from an architecture so conceived we must not 
expect the birth of habitual lines and forms, because the 
Futurist architecture will be fundamentally short-lived 
and transitory. Our houses will last less time than we do. 
Every generation will have to make its own city anew. This 
constant renewal of the architectural environment will 
contribute to the victory of Futurism, which is already 
being affirmed in Words-in-Freedom, Plastic Dynamism, 
Music without continuous steady rhythm, and the Art 
of Noises—Futurism, for which we fight with no holds 
barred against passéist cowardice.

FUTURIST  ARCHITECTURE
ANTONIO SANT’ELIA
11 July 1914
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CANADIAN ARCHITECTURE FORUMS ON EDUCATION
FORUMS CANADIENS D’ARCHITECTURE SUR L’ÉDUCATION

Call for Manifestos September 4, 2019

As part of the CAFÉ initiative, Canadian architecture students and faculty – and anyone with ideas on 
making a more sustainable, equitable and engaging built environment – are invited to create and share 
manifestos, articulating a vision, question or concern about the future of architecture. 

Manifestos may describe a desire or demand; a provocation or protest; a call to action or a call to pause, 
think and act differently. 

Manifestos may be submitted in any of the following formats (multiple submissions are welcome): 

2-minute Live-action footage, interviews, oral history, animation, or any combination of techniques.
  Video Videos must have embedded credits and a title, and be suitable for any audience. 

SUBMISSION FORMAT: MOV or MP4 (max. 400 MB; max. 120 seconds). 

Poster Mix of graphics and text in a design that is both visually-striking and thought-provoking. 
SUBMISSION FORMAT: PDF, max. size 11” x 17” (max. 15 MB)

Image Original photograph, drawing, or animated image.
SUBMISSION FORMAT: JPG, 300 DPI, min. size 8” x 8”; or GIF (max. 3 MB)   

Text Any length between one and 1500 words, composed in prose or poetry, in English, French, 
or any Indigenous language. Text submissions may be conceived as a single striking word, 
stirring statement, or stimulating question; or as a short story or essay. Up to ten images may 
be included (embedded within the file). All images, quotes and sources must include citations. 
SUBMISSION FORMAT: PDF (Max. 15 MB). Style guide: Chicago.

A representative selection of manifestos will be featured online and considered for inclusion in future 
publications and exhibitions. Up to 12 manifestos will receive special recognition and a book award –
Canadian Modern Architecture 1967 to the Present (Princeton Architectural Press, 2019). Entries will be 
judged by a jury of architects, educators and students on the following criteria: 

• creative approach to the idea and agency of a manifesto; 
• compelling vision and its critical relevance to the CAFÉ initiative; and 
• clarity and attention to detail.

Rolling deadline: the 15th of each month between October 15, 2019 and May 15, 2020. Manifestos will 
be reviewed, posted and awarded each month for 8 months! 

Submit to manifesto@architecturecanada.ca (use wetransfer.com for files over 5 MB). Each submission 
must be accompanied by a completed registration form. 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
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CANADIAN ARCHITECTURE FORUMS ON EDUCATION
FORUMS CANADIENS D’ARCHITECTURE SUR L’ÉDUCATION

Appel à manifestes   11 octobre, 2019

Dans le cadre de l’initiative CAFÉ, les étudiants et professeurs en architecture canadiens – ainsi que 
quiconque ayant des idées pour la création d’un environnement bâti plus écologique, équitable et 
engageant – sont invités à créer et partager leurs manifestes articulant une vision, question ou 
préoccupation par rapport au futur de l’architecture.

Ces manifestes peuvent décrire un désir ou une demande; une provocation ou une protestation; 
un appel à l’action ou un appel à prendre pause pour penser et agir différemment.

Les manifestes sont acceptés dans les formats suivants (les participations multiples sont les bienvenues) : 

Vidéo de  Prises de vue réelles, entrevues, témoignages, animation ou toute combinaison de techniques.
2-minutes   Un titre et les crédits requis doivent être inclus dans toute vidéo soumise, et celles-ci

doivent être appropriées pour toute audience.
FORMAT DE DÉPÔT: Fichier MOV or MP4 (400 MB max.; 120 secondes max.)

Affiche Design combinant éléments visuels et textuels de manière à attirer le regard, retenir l’attention 
et provoquer la réflexion.
FORMAT DE DÉPÔT: Fichier PDF, taille maximale de 11 x 17 pouces (15 MB max.)

Image Photographie originale, dessin ou image animée.
FORMAT DE DÉPÔT: Fichier JPG, 300 DPI, taille minimale de 8 x 8 pouces (3 MB max.)

Text De toute longueur entre un et 1500 mots, composé en prose ou en poésie, en Anglais, 
Français ou toute langue autochtone. Les textes peuvent être composés d’un seul mot 
percutant, d’un énoncé inspirant, d’une question stimulante; ou encore d’une courte histoire 
ou d’un essai. Jusqu’à 10 images peuvent être inclues dans le texte. Toutes images, citations 
et sources doivent être accompagnées de leur référence complète suivant le style Chicago.
FORMAT DE DÉPÔT: Fichier PDF (15 MB max.)

Une sélection représentative des manifestes reçus sera affichée en ligne et considérée pour être inclue 
dans des publications et expositions à venir. Jusqu’à 12 manifestes recevront une reconnaissance 
particulière et leurs auteurs recevront comme prix l’ouvrage Canadian Modern Architecture 1967 to the 
Present (Princeton Architectural Press, 2019). Les soumissions seront jugées par un jury d’architectes, 
enseignants et étudiants en suivant les critères suivants :

• approche créative de l’idée et du potentiel d’un manifeste;
• vision convaincante et pertinence critique pour l’initiative CAFÉ; et
• clarté et attention au détail.

Calendrier continu : le 15 de chaque mois, du 15 octobre 2019 au 15 mai 2020. Les manifestes déposés 
seront étudiés, affichés et récompensés à chaque mois pendant 8 mois!

Pour déposer un manifeste, l’envoyer à manifesto@architecturecanada.ca (utiliser wetransfer.com pour les 
fichiers dépassant 5 MB). Chaque soumission doit être accompagnée d’un formulaire d’enregistrement rempli.
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
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https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/
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21 Text Submissions

#      TITLE CONTRIBUTOR NAME
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er INSTITUTION / 
AFFILIATION

01     Supernatural Laure Nolte and Luke Stock Dalhousie University

02    Urban Warehouse Module Elizabeth Cook ! University of Calgary

03    Green Architecture: Architectural 
Education and the Re-Evaluation of 
Green Architecture

Alexander Mayhew University of Calgary

05    Call for Pause - Architectural 
Drawing/Representation Aeron Cariaga Regalado ! Dalhousie University

06    Humanity Reboot R. Komendant ! StudioK

09    Architecture and the Spaces           
In-Between Alexander Mayhew University of Calgary

10    Great Leap Forward Tong Yue ! University of Manitoba

11    Vitality Emily Will University of Manitoba

18    Year 2045+ Nixon Garcia ! University of Manitoba

19    Sensitive Synthesis Rachel Laird University of Manitoba

20    Manifeste de l'ASSÉTAR sur le futur 
de l'architecture

Félix Préfontaine & L’ASSÉTAR: 
Paola Araya-Valdes, Alexandre 
Carrier, Francis Lavoie, Élizabeth 
McNeil, Keara Pfeiff, and Viviane 
Trépanier.

! Université Laval

32    Future of Architecture Emma Onchulenko University of Manitoba

38    Reclaiming Digital Space Mayuri Paranthahan ! University of Waterloo -
Alumna

40    Construit par l'humain pour l'humain Samuel Ouvrard ! Poltytechnique Montreal

42    Static Dynamism: a case for 
immobility in the post-COVID world

Olivier Therrien, 
Adam Ghadi-Delgado & 
Camyl Vigneault

McGill University

43    R(EVOLUTION) Kim Hoang ! University of Calgary -
Alumna

46    Playful Landscapes Lucia Blanco University of Calgary

52    Design to Educate Kristen D'Penna ! Ryerson University

54    Common Waters: Architects 
Acting on Collective Concerns

Julia Nakanishi, Omar Ferwati, 
Tony Kogan, Nicholas Frayne University of Waterloo

58    Building Common Ground Mateo Rodriguez-Aguirre ! University of Calgary -
Alumni

59    Advocates for Equitable Design 
Education (AEDE) (AEDE) Student Collective ! University of Calgary

https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/


https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/
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27 Poster Submissions

#      TITLE CONTRIBUTOR NAME

St
ud

en
t

Fa
cu

lty

O
th

er INSTITUTION / 
AFFILIATION

04    How Eye See Architecture Phillip Moreau Dalhousie University

07    Adaptation Victoria Payne Dalhousie University

12    IN-VISIBLE Romilie Calotes ! University of Manitoba

13    Ticking Architecture Nurielle Gregorio University of Manitoba

14    A Seat at the Table Teresa Lyons University of Manitoba

15    Care - An Architecture Brenda Reid ! University of Waterloo

16    Architecture Today Andrew Lawler University of Manitoba

23    Architecture Future Back Up Plan Thai Cao Nguyen University of Manitoba

24    Consider Your Impact Paige Coleman ! University of Manitoba

27    Architecture is Everything Hanna Hendriksson-Rebizant University of Manitoba

29    The Purpose of Architecture Jami Holden University of Manitoba

30    Design for the Birds Benita Kliewer ! University of Manitoba

31    What is a Home? Rhys Wiebe University of Manitoba

33    A City of Gardens Rochell Castillo University of Manitoba

34    From One to Another Danielle Desjarlais ! University of Manitoba

39    ROHO: Beyond Architecture Connery Friesen 
& Odudu Umoessien University of Manitoba

41    Joyous Pain of Un-Learning Ali Navidbakhsh & Luc Nugent ! Architect  
44    Renewable Futures: A Holistic 

Approach Jesse Martyn ! University of British 
Columbia

45    Playful Landscapes Lucia Blanco University of Calgary

47    Manufactured Architecture Elizabeth de Jong Ryerson University

48    Architectural Concern? Ritam Niyogi ! University of Manitoba

49    Closing the Loop Mimi Cepic Ryerson University

50    Hope Dr. Brian R. Sinclair ! University of Calgary 

51    Fading Sara Mahabadi ! University of Manitoba
55    Biological Architectures: 

Designing for Equitable Futures Jessica Piper University of Manitoba

56    Daydream Bryan He ! Human Studio, Vancouver       
(U. Manitoba Alumnus)

57    Love Anarchy Architecture 
Communism Justin Hung ! University of Toronto
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11 Video Submissions

#      TITLE CONTRIBUTOR NAME

St
ud

en
t

Fa
cu

lty

O
th

er INSTITUTION / 
AFFILIATION

08    Two Urban Architectural Concepts Lowell Lo ! Lowell Lo Design Inc.

17    Collaboration Inderjit Pabla ! University of Calgary

21    Is Sustainability Sustainable? Inioluwa Adedapo University of Calgary

22    Feeling Through Architecture Esther Ephraim-Osunde University of Calgary

25    Design Daniel Howard ! University of Calgary

26    WHAT WHO WHY Daniela Bohorquez University of Calgary

28    Futuristic Architecture Ver. 2020 Daeun Diane Lee ! University of Calgary

35    Beauty Marks Evan Dodds University of Calgary

36    Space in which we are Swimming Lauren Fagan University of Calgary

37    An Architecture of Alignment Ekezie Obinna Nnamdi ! University of Calgary

53    An Architecture of Evolution and 
Empathy (in both text and audio-
video format for accessibility)

Seanna Guillemin !
1080 Architecture Planning 
+ Interiors, Regina / 
University of Calgary –
Alumna /

https://architecturecanada.ca/MANIFESTOS/


Laure and Luke are B.E.D.S. 2020 candidates at Dalhousie 
University and organizers behind SUPERNATURAL, a Halifax 
based collective of students, researchers, faculty, and 
professionals actively working to shift education, research 
and practice in response to Climate Change. They aim to 
challenge the current state of architectural conventions 
by encouraging critical inquiry into all scales of the design 
process. SUPERNATURAL cultivates relationships within an 
interdisciplinary framework, engaging architectural design, 
research, experimentation, education and dissemination.

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

MANIFESTO
café Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

Nov. 18, 2019

The text envisions a future 
of architecture beyond 
the green building status 
quo, from architecture 
that limits ecological 
damage (sustainability), to 
architecture that is ecologically 
regenerative. This manifesto 
encourages the application of 
both low tech and high tech 
solutions, knowledge building, 
adaptive reuse, and 
risk taking. 

“
” - Bianca Dahlman

M.Arch candidate
University of Manitoba 

This organization would like to acknowledge that our work is being done on the ancestral and 
unceded Mi’kmaq territory of K’jipuktuk.

Supernatural Collective:

A willingness to take a risk, and move beyond what is being taught as best practice.

To call upon institutions of architecture to honor the United Nations Declaration of Indigenous 
Rights in all curricula and programming.1

To advocate for architecture and design communities to urgently shift beyond damage 
limitation (sustainability) and toward a regenerative perspective.2

To develop a precision of language, an accuracy of terminology, in an attempt to counter 
greenwashing and communicate transparently with clients / government / community.

To cultivate a comprehension of ecosystems and their cycles, and how architects can integrate 
design within these systems.3

To broaden the horizon of design possibilities through an understanding of biogeophysical
origin of materials, built and supporting environment, carbon reduction and decarbonization 
strategies, occupant experience and health, passive design principals and building life cycle 
analysis.4

To stay informed of the research and data that has already been generated, and continue to 
build upon this body of knowledge.

To bring innovation to natural materials by using low tech and high tech approaches.

To cultivate an interdisciplinary approach to design problems, and strengthen communication 
and collaborations that flow beyond architecture through the sciences, arts and engineering.

To understand that our physiology mimics our environment, and that the built environment that 
we live in has an impact on the structure of our brain and our bodies.5

To acknowledge that Climate Change and environmental degradation is both a symptom and a 
propeller of underlying social inequity, and that environmental action offers opportunities to 
identify and disrupt systemic forms of oppression.

Laure Nolte & Luke Stock
Dalhousie University

1 UN General Assembly, United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples : resolution / adopted by the General Assembly, 2 October 
2007, A/RES/61/295, available at: https://www.refworld.org/docid/471355a82.html [accessed 28 October 2019].

2 International Living Future Institute. Living Building Challenge 3.0. Seattle; 2014.
3 E. O. Wilson. “A Conversation with E.O. Wilson,” NOVA. PBS. March 31, 2008, https:// www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/article/ conversation-eo-wilson/.
4 Kiel Moe Lecture 2018/2019. Ryerson Department of Architectural Science. YouTube. Accessed October 28, 2019. 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hQj3d5bdXZ8.
5 Goldhagen, Sarah Williams. Welcome to Your World : How the Built Environment Shapes Our Lives. First ed. New York, NY: Harper, an Imprint of 

HarperCollinsPublishers, 2017.

AUTHOR BIO

Laure Nolte & Luke Stock
B.E.D.S. 2020 candidates 
Dalhousie University, School of Architecture

SUPERNATURALW I N N E R

JURY
COMMENT

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

https://www.refworld.org/docid/471355a82.html
https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/article/
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hQj3d5bdXZ8
http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/Manifesto_Supernatural.pdf


Architecture to me is a way to change perspectives within our 
world. I am passionate about ‘local’. From local materials to local 
building techniques, I feel that good design compliments its 
surroundings and provides added benefit for the environment 
both inside and out. This manifesto poster was designed to 
visualize “How I See Architecture” and the pyramidal structure 
symbolizes the order in which I feel my architecture will focus. 
My poster will serve as a reminder of where I started my 
journey within architecture, and I look forward to reflecting on 
how it may change throughout my career and life.

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

MANIFESTO
café Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

Dec. 30, 2019

This creative presentation 
accurately and sparingly displays 
some of the core values of what 
will constitute relevance for 
architecture now and in the near 
future. The manifesto is a tease 
and a promise to be fulfilled, 
and through its simple clarity 
it does not over embellish, but 
touches on the big issues of our 
time, a vision of a future that is 
environmentally, socially and 
economically sustainable, and an 
architecture that is people centric, 
smart, deliberate and efficient… 
architecture that is not more or 
less than it needs to be.  

“
” - Johanna Hurme

founding principal 
5468796 Architecture

AUTHOR BIO

Philip Moreau
B.E.D.S. student
Dalhousie University
School of Architecture

HOW  EYE  SEE 
ARCHITECTURE

W I N N E R

JURY
COMMENT

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
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This outstanding manifesto 
calls for a “return to a practice 
of becoming aware.” This 
awareness encompasses 
manifold lessons held by 
the land. Through digital 
collage – merging terrestrial, 
atmospheric and aquatic 
life with the light impact of a 
youth learning to build – this 
urgent manifesto advocates 
for fostering mutual relations 
between knowing and not 
knowing (after Ojibwe author 
Richard Wagamese). In making 
the land and Indigenous 
knowledges and jurisdictions 
present, IN-VISIBLE brings 
awareness to these relations 
as the site for contemporary 
architectural change.

Romilie Calotes is a student in her fourth year of the environmental design-architecture 
option program at the University of Manitoba. The inspiration for IN-VISIBLE stems 
from her current Boreal Studio pedagogy: a return to indigenous thinking through 
literature readings, collaboration and community visits to Shoal Lake 39A in Ontario. 
This experience emphasized the impact of nature and people in the development of 
a meaningful design. Romilie believes that architecture education plays a key role in 
creating the foundational experience for students to enter practice in a good way.  

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

MANIFESTO
café Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

Mar.ch 27, 2020

“

” – Rafico Ruiz
Associate Director of Research

Canadian Centre for Architecture

AUTHOR BIO

Romilie Calotes
B.Env.Design-Architecture Option Student
University of Manitoba, Faculty of Architecture

IN-VISIBLEW I N N E R

JURY
COMMENT

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

“To be truly wise is to understand that 
knowing and not knowing are one. 
Each has the power to transform” 
-Richard Wagamese1

1Richard Wagamese, One Story, One Song (Madiera Park: 
Douglas & McIntyre 2011), 151

As students we create our ideas by using 
“new” technology, and in modern white walled 
buildings. We presume and predict behaviours 
often isolated from the reality of those who we 
design for. In the future of architecture, we must 
encourage students to slowly return to the land, 
to learn from nature and from its people, it is 
time to return to a practise of becoming aware.

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/IN-VISIBLE_Calotes.pdf


After completing a degree in Sociology, Benita is now finishing her first 
year in the Architectural Masters Preparation stream of the Bachelor 
of Environmental Design program at the University of Manitoba. The 
inspiration for this manifesto sprouted from a conversation held in a 
canoe while paddling on the Assiniboine River. Like many helpful design 
directions, this one came through chance encounter, casual conversation 
and the reminder of being part of a broader community.  

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

MANIFESTO
café Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

April 7, 2020

This manifesto challenges us to think 
in a new way about whom we design 
for, reminding us that other creatures 
as well as humans—and other humans 
as well as the immediate clients—are 
seriously impacted by architecture. The 
photo-illustration is semi-abstracted, 
suggesting either a bird in joyous 
flight, or one that is crashing violently 
against a window pane. The strikingly 
ambiguous image, at once life-affirming 
and ominous, needs very few additional 
words to relay its powerful message. 
Rather than a mere reiteration of 
existing design principles, this is a call 
for a shift in mindset.  

“
” – Adele Weder

architectural writer, editor and curator

AUTHOR BIO

Benita Kliewer
B.Env.Design Student / Architecture Master’s Preparation Program
University of Manitoba

WINNER

JURY
COMMENT

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

When discussing my plans to go to architecture school, a friend gave me this advice: 

    design for the birds.

I believe she meant it both literally and metaphorically.  Millions of birds are killed 
every year when they interact with our built environment, after architects and de-
signs fail to consider the implications of their designs on our avian neighbours.

I also think of this statement as a reminder to design for less visible and minority 
groups, especially ones who cannot advocate for themselves.  This includes margin-
alized humans, non-human animals, and our shared home - the natural environment.

To me, designing for the birds means that we consider who is impacted by the loss 
of the land we cover in buildings.  It means we consider what materials we use, what 
impacts their manufacturing process and transport has on the world.  It means we 
look at whether trees can root beside our homes and choose to landscape with rocks 
to create habitat for toads.

It also means considering which humans are architects and which groups are under-
respresented.  It means working for equity in the profession, supporting our peers in 
minority groups and encouraging all kids to consider architecture as a career. 

Photo source: www.atlasobscura.com

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
http://www.atlasobscura.com
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/Kliewer_2020_DesignForTheBirds.pdf


Evan Dodds is a student of architecture at the University of 
Calgary. He holds a BA in Urban Studies (2019) from the same 
institution. Prior to his studies, Evan worked for several years 
as a mechanical designer. However, a lifelong interest for 
buildings and cities and the people that shape them was a siren 
call too strong to ignore. He can’t wait to MArch headlong into 
the pursuit of his passion. 

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

MANIFESTO
café Toward an Architecture Policy for Canada

May 1, 2020

The American poet William 
Carlos Williams once wrote: 
“No ideas but in things.” He 
suggests that a ‘manifesto’ 
can simply manifest, give us 
the world as we have it rather 
than as we wish it to be. This 
video brilliantly places those 
refuse containers we normally 
confine to the periphery of our 
vision on center stage, and 
choreographs a dance among 
them, using both camera work 
and a delightfully incongruent 
score. The piece makes us 
hyper-aware, through things 
(not ideas).

“

” – Jill Stoner
Professor of Architecture and Director 

Azrieli School of Architecture and Urbanism 
Carleton University

AUTHOR BIO

Evan Dodds
M.Arch student, University of Calgary
School of Architecture, Planning and Landscape

beauty marksW I N N E R

JURY
COMMENT

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
beauty marks was made as part of an ‘Arch Agency’ block course at the University of Calgary (March 9-13, 2020), in conjunction with CAFÉ West. 
All student video-manifestos may be viewed here.

< view video here >

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LybBby08nwc&feature=youtu.be


STATIC-DYNAMISM: 
A Case for Immobility 
in a Post-COVID World

Adam, Olivier and Camyl are recent graduates of McGill 
University’s B. SC. Architecture Degree. For “Static Dynamism”, 
they were inspired by the discourse on mobility in architecture 
presented in their curriculum. They also became familiar with 
the concepts of topos and phenomenology, so it was logical 
for them to bring these ideas together in the current context 
using their personal experiences. This manifesto was slowly 
built as they finished their degrees in the peak of the pandemic, 
however, they hope these thoughts will outlast it and possibly 
echo beyond the field of architecture.
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   This thoughtful manifesto is both 
__a provocation and a call to action, 

to think and act differently in our current 
pandemic conditions and in a post-COVID 
world. It encourages a rethinking of our 
relationship with our immediate (home / 
office) and local surroundings (city/town/ 
neighbourhood), and how these could be 
improved through “immobility”. It touches 
on some of the key issues for a future 
architecture policy – place, people, 
prosperity, and potential – through the 
emphasis on thinking locally, ultimately 
offering a future vision for a more 
engaging, equitable and sustainable 
built environment.  

“
” - Heather Dubbeldam

Dubbeldam Architecture + Design
AUTHOR BIO

Adam Ghadi-Delgado,  Olivier Therrien,  Camyl Vigneault
B.Sc.Arch graduates

McGill University
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For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/StaticDynamism_McGill_New.pdf


AUTHOR BIO: Seanna Guillemin is a recent graduate from the 
Master of Architecture program at the University of Calgary, 
School of Architecture, Planning and Landscape (SAPL)  and holds 
a Bachelor of Architectural Science from Ryerson University. 
Her manifesto was written as part of her research on what it 
means to design thoughtful and functional spaces for the blind, 
deaf, and mobility impaired. This manifesto highlights the role 
of empathy in architecture and the responsibility for architects 
to become more aware of the impacts and opportunities 
in designing for human need. Seanna currently works as 
a designer with the Regina-based firm 1080 Architecture, 
Planning + Interiors, and is preparing registration as an Intern 
Architect with the Saskatchewan Association of Architects.
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    Transcending. If ever there was an 
    architecture of braille this would be the 

manifesto!  Prose in form, poetic in delivery, it 
is a stark reminder of what is missing and what 
has gone awry with today’s technically driven 
field of design, and that is the search for a shift 
in mind that drops down to feeling: a feeling for 
others; a feeling for what it means to be lost or 
forgotten; and, hopefully, a feeling that grows 
confident with the unknown. An Architecture 
of Evolution & Empathy is also a mindful lesson 
in humility, the kind of humility (humus) that is 
grounded in a borderless earth, void of any or all 
reservations of the mind with no discrimination 
to mankind. If architecture was colour 
blind this is what it would have to say 
in these challenging times.  

“
” - Jake Chakasim

Urban Arts Architecture Inc.

Seanna Guillemin, 2020 M.Arch graduate University of Calgary 

An Architecture of 
Evolution & Empathy
W I N N E R

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

JURY COMMENT

This written manifesto has been voiced for those who require auditory communication and subtitles have been provided for those who rely on the visual.

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Manifesto_An-Architecture-of-Evolution-and-Empathy.pdf
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    In a recent interview, architect 
    Mario Botta responded to an 

inquiry about how current events of 2020 
have changed his thinking about building: 
“[it] has slowed things down and allowed 
us to grow and reflect… to reflect on the 
essential needs… and the honest relationship 
to value.” The compositional quality of 
“Daydream” foregrounds similar dynamic 
tensions about essential needs. Together 
with the seriousness with which we must 
address the issues assailing society, this ” - Vedad Haghighi

M.Arch Candidate, Carleton University

Daydream

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

JURY COMMENT

manifesto reminds us of the poetics of 
our humanity. The juxtaposed imagery, 
assembled into an evocative landscape, 
further encourages us to slow down, 
reflect upon, and revisit how we may 
systematically confront these issues 
with a resolute spirit of honesty, joy, and 
compassion. This manifesto broadens 
architecture’s role to levelling the playing 
field of problem-solving through universal 
participation in the “everyday”.

Bryan He
M.Arch graduate (2018) University of Manitoba
Human Studio Architecture & Urban Design

W I N N E R

“

Bryan He is an Intern Architect AIBC at Human Studio Architecture and Urban 
Design, and holds a Master of Architecture degree from the University of Manitoba. 
“Daydream” is a photo essay and a psychogeographical landscape of his house 
and neighbourhood of Fraserview in Vancouver along the industrial edge of the 
Fraser River, on the traditional, ancestral, and unceded territory of the Coast Salish 
Peoples. Composed during the Covid-19 pandemic while sheltering in place and 
working from home, “Daydream” is a series of reflective contemplations of the 
everydayness and beauty of the built/natural/phenomenal environment, advocating 
for a slower and more attuned way of constructing, living, and daydreaming.

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Daydream_He.pdf


Jessica Piper is a thesis student in the Master of Architecture program at the 
University of Manitoba, where she also completed a Bachelor of Environmental 
Design. Prior to pursuing an architectural education, she obtained a Bachelor of 
Science from the University of British Columbia. Jessica’s research and interest 
focuses on the intersections between biology and architecture and the associated 
potential to create more sustainable urban environments. The Biological 
Architectures Manifesto is a synthesis and reflection of the thesis work completed 
in the 2019/20 year. The work engages with the severity and consequence of 
anthropogenic climate change, which necessitates immediate, urgent action - 
especially from the architects and urbanists that design our world.
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A year ago, leading architects around the world 
declared a climate emergency, pledged to transform 
their practices and called on the construction 
industry as a whole to respond. This clear, urgent 
manifesto continues in the vein of their declaration, 
with particular emphasis on the economic paradigm 
shift and greater social equity that must be a 
part of this transformation. As the author writes, 
“sustainable design principles simply cannot 
be effective if they are only accessible to the 
wealthiest, most privileged sectors of society.” The 
manifesto recalls Naomi Klein’s assessment of the 
climate crisis in This Changes Everything: Capitalism 
vs. The Climate: “It is a civilizational wake-up call. A 
powerful message—spoken in the language of fires, 
floods, droughts, and extinctions—telling us that we 
need an entirely new economic model and 
a new way of sharing this planet.” 

“
” – Elsa Lam

Canadian Architect

AUTHOR BIO

Jessica Piper
M.Arch student
University of Manitoba

Biological
Architectures

W I N N E R

JURY
COMMENT

For more information on the CAFÉ initative, visit: www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos

[1] 
Architecture and urban design have enormous and long-lived impacts on 
our collective economic, social and environmental well being.  The cities 
and buildings we have crafted over decades, centuries, and millenia, 
are some of the most egregious offenders in the ongoing anthropogenic 
climate crisis.  Over their lives, the buildings architects design are 
responsible for approximately 40% of both energy consumption and 
carbon emissions worldwide. 

[2]
As we face the ongoing climate crisis, it is imperative that we transition 
away from finance-driven development that currently characterizes 
‘green design’ towards a paradigm that values social equity and 
environmentally sound approaches over short-term financial gain. This 
necessitates a pivot away from traditional, linear design and building 
strategies that consider buildings as discrete independent entities, 
into a comprehensive, systemic and resilient approach to design. 
Social sustainability is especially important to develop in this context: 
sustainable design principles simply cannot be effective if they are only 
accessible to the wealthiest, most privileged sectors of society.

[3]
A systemic approach to design must include active work towards 
building social equity; the first step in this process is to include diverse 
voices in decision making processes. We need to expand, amplify and 
promote these voices if we wish to build equitable cities that respond to 
the complex and disparate needs of our local and global communities.

Biological architectures:
Designing for Equitable Futures

[4]
Considerations of equity in development must extend past the 
anthropocentric worldview that has dominated architectural thinking 
since the days of Vitruvius. Biocentric principles allow for a reworking of 
our collective worldview to consider, account for, and value the millions 
of non-human species currently living on earth. Merely ensuring that 
there are sufficient renewable resources to accommodate each human 
on earth could result in a catastrophic global ecosystemic collapse. 
Ecologists calculate if 12% of the earth’s biocapacity is allocated for 
other species, it should be sufficient to maintain systemic resilience. 
Today we use 175% of Earth’s biocapacity each year for humanity alone. 

[5]
Biomaterials offer plausible material options in the pursuit of 
environmentally responsible design practice. Biomaterials are derived 
from living organisms and systems, and can be used as potential low-
carbon alternatives to traditional building materials.  As biomaterials 
are grown rather than extracted, in many cases, they can be developed 
as local crops, mitigating the energy and carbon costs associated with 
extensive transportation and processing.

[6] 
Substantial research, analysis, and theoretical work supporting a 
paradigmatic transition towards equitable design practices has been 
ongoing for decades. Examples include applied biomimicry, which 
takes design inspiration from biological organisms and systems, 
facilitating the discovery of unique and efficient solutions to design 
problems. Regenerative design is a more systemic approach that 
aims to restore, renew and revitalize energy and resources through 
design. The framework of regenerative design recognizes the complex, 
interdependent nature of ecosystems, and acknowledges the place of 
human community and economy within them.

Architects and architecture must acknowledge their historic and ongoing 
failures to meaningfully address social inequity and environmental 
sustainability.  The cascading feedback loops of anthropogenic climate 
change necessitate a swift and emphatic transition towards a new 
paradigm of comprehensive systemic thinking in design. Through 
applied principles of biocentrism and regenerative design, and the use 
of renewable biomaterials, biological architectures are one of many 
possible trajectories towards an aspirational, equitable future.

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Manifesto_BiologicalArchitectures_Piper.pdf
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MANIFESTO  EXHIBITION

Common Waters 
Architects Acting on Collective Concerns

Julia Nakanishi, Omar Ferwati, Tony Kogan and Nicholas Frayne are all recent 
graduates of the Master of Architecture (M.Arch) program at the University 
of Waterloo. In 2018-2019 they were the coordinators of BRIDGE Centre for 
Architecture and Design, a student initiative at the School of Architecture 
that connects design conversations to the city of Cambridge. In 2019 they co-
curated Common Waters, a multi-disciplinary exhibition on community and 
the environment in collaboration with Cambridge Art Galleries. Their individual 
research and design work explores the politics of architecture and the role of 
designers in contributing to a more sustainable and inclusive future.

cANADIAN aRCHITECTURE fORUMS ON eDUCATION
fORUMS cANADIENS D’aRCHITECTURE SUR L’éDUCATION

MANIFESTO
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July 7, 2020

This submission stands out as a manifesto 
in action. Many of the other manifestos 
have passionately and compellingly called 
for social and environmental justice; this 
one shows us one way to take a step toward 
enacting these values.  Written in a casual 
storytelling style, this manifesto describes 
an example of a community conversation 
where local Indigenous knowledge and 
experience is placed front and centre 
and where all community members are 
invited to contribute their perspectives 
in an ongoing, multi-medial way. As the 
authors conclude, “Creating opportunities 
to discuss common issues […] such as our 
water, can be a way forward to repairing 
damaged relationships and building 
a more equitable and just community.”

“
” - Benita Kliewer and Rhys Wiebe

University of Manitoba AUTHOR BIO

 Julia Nakanishi, Omar Ferwati, Anton Kogan, Nicholas Frayne
2020 M.Arch Graduates, University of Waterloo
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Architects need to be facilitators 
of community conversations 

because our work is innately 
interdisciplinary and public. 

Common Waters:
Architects acting on collective concerns

Omar Ferwati, Nicholas Frayne, Tony Kogan, Julia Nakanishi
University of Waterloo 

On a warm June evening in 2019, a group gathered in a gallery in Cambridge, a small
riverside city in Ontario, Canada. Local Mohawk teacher Christine Lefebvre led a
discussion on the centrality of water in our lives, bringing together a circle of children,
architecture students, community members, and local politicians. The pieces hanging
in the space addressed the conversation in different ways; highlighting the non-human
communities sharing our waters, pollution produced by humans, and the labour
involved in environmentally damaging industries.

Eventually, the group left the gallery, crossed a bridge over the Grand River,
and walked down the street to a storefront on Main Street. Inside, a student group had
reorganized the roughly finished interior into an evolving response to the gallery:
undergraduate studio projects on the local river sat beside in-progress master’s theses
on spatio-political elements of water from the South China Sea to Somalia. A 20-foot
long scale model of the local watershed occupied the center of the space, helping to
locate the audience in a broader context. The storefront was soon filled with the
sounds of a student band and lively conversation spilled onto the street. This was the
opening of Common Waters, a collective exhibition on community and the
environment organized by BRIDGE Centre for Architecture and Design, a student
collective at the University of Waterloo School of Architecture, in collaboration with
Cambridge Art Galleries, a municipal institution.1

Common Waters was a single unique experiment that empowered
environmental conversations, brought different communities together, and
demonstrated the possibilities of architects acting as facilitators. Using water as a
medium and a guiding theme, Common Waters was designed as a platform to learn,
collaborate, and discuss with the public the ways in which we affect each other and the
environment that supports us. The project ran from June - September of 2019, and
took the form of exhibitions, walks, workshops, performances, gatherings and
symposia. A number of channels were constantly being updated and informed by
visitors of the project, such as the website, which the Common Waters team routinely
updated with written reflections, as well as the Archive Wall, a modular exhibition
wall that developed through the summer with photos and artifacts from events.

While Common Waters addressed a wide range of global issues, it was crucial
to the organizing team that there was a local focus, where ecosystems, relationships,
and the colonial history and present of Cambridge were emphasized. It was especially
important to bring this knowledge to the community at the School of Architecture for
two reasons:  The first is that we have only begun to understand the inherent colonial
nature of architectural practice in Canada, something we need to commit to educating

1 Tony Kogan et al., "Common Waters: Designing Frameworks for Collective Exhibitions on the
Environment," Exhibition 39, no. 1 (May, 2020), 71-83.

http://www.architecturecanada.ca/manifestos
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/055_Common-Waters.pdf
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communications et éditrice

CAFÉ Ontario
*Ian Chodikoff, Writer
*Toon Dreessen, Architects DCA
*Alex Josephson, PARTISANS 
Elsa Lam, Canadian Architect Editor
*Peter Milczyn, PM Strategies
*Craig Race, Lanescape
*Richard Witt, Principal, Quadrangle

_

CAFÉ Prairie
*Wins Bridgman, BridgmanCollaborative 
*Johanna Hurme, 5468796 Architecture
Toon Dreessen
*Monica Giesbrecht, HTFC
*Ryan Gorrie, Brook McIlroy
*Roxanne Greene, Shoal Lake 40
*Brett Huson, Prairie Climate Centre
Nate Kasten, fBLOK
Jason Robbins, RAIC 
Rafico Ruiz, CCA, Assoc. Research Director
John Stephenson
*Cheyenne Thomas, RAIC ITF

CAFÉ West
*Kate Allen, FRANK Architecture & Interiors
*David Down, City of Calgary,
*Alkarim Devani, RNDSQR 
*Logan Armstrong, Works of Architecture
*Shawna Cochrane, City of Calgary
*Madyson McKay, City of Calgary
*Chris Cornelius, University of Wisconsin

+ more professional participants & faculty 

Invaluable Staff Assistance
Brandy O’Reilly, University of Manitoba
Erin Rawluck, University of Manitoba
Tammy Sim, University of Manitoba
Debby Wile, University of Manitoba

Thank you to the primary partners 
CALA CASA CCUSA RAIC
_______
The CAFÉ initiative was supported by a
SSHRC Connection Grant
_______
The CAFÉ team would be pleased to 
incorporate amendments in an updated 
edition of this document. Please report
any errors or omissions to:
info@architecturecanada.ca
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TOWARDS AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 

Appendix 5.

Angus Reid Institute Polling Report

Angus Reid Institute Report

Following is the report issued by the Angus Reid Institute summarizing their finds from 
the public polling they conducted in collaboration with the Rise For Architecture Steering 
Committee.

Link

https://angusreid.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/2022.03.29.Rise_.Arch_.Final_.pdf
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Reshaping Communities: Discontent with community design 
drives a push for more inclusive architecture 
Accessibility, aesthetics, and sustainability equally important to Canadians in new building construction 

April 11, 2022 – Canada’s 
population dynamics have been 
changing in recent years, as the 
COVID-19 pandemic has drawn 
many Canadians away from urban 
centres and closer to smaller cities 
and rural spaces. This realignment, 
for many, has been an opportunity to 
assess what matters to them in a 
built environment, and whose voices 
are being heard in development 
decisions as the future unfolds.  
 
For their part, Canadians see many 
areas with room for improvement.  
 
Indeed, a new study from the non-
profit Angus Reid Institute – in 
partnership with Rise For 
Architecture – finds Canadians 
asking for more from their decision-
makers and those involved in 
development in ensuring that public 
spaces are indeed for everyone.  
 
Canadians are near-unanimous that 
accessibility (96%), aesthetic beauty 
(92%), and sustainability (90%) 
should be prioritized in new 
buildings in their community. 
Further, three-quarters say that the 
culture and heritage of the 
community should be a key 
consideration.  
 
While Canadians agree on their priorities to a large degree, they are less united in the idea that 
developments are currently well planned and executed. Half say that development in their community is 
poorly planned (51%) and just 47 per cent admire the architecture where they live. Also notable are the 
voices of visible minorities and Indigenous, who are far less likely than Caucasian Canadians to say that 
they see themselves and their culture in the community. 
 
Canadians are much more likely to say that development in their community reflects what developers 
want (51%) rather than what the people living in the space would like to see (10%). Further, those who 
have taken part in planning consultations are the minority and are more likely to say that they feel their 
voice was ignored rather than heard when they did take part. Those with lower levels of household 
income are less likely to have taken part in these types of discussions. 

 
METHODOLOGY: 
 
The Angus Reid Institute conducted an online survey from January 20 – 
24, 2022 among a representative randomized sample of 1,859 
Canadian adults who are members of Angus Reid Forum. For 
comparison purposes only, a probability sample of this size would carry 
a margin of error of +/- 2 percentage points, 19 times out of 20. 
Discrepancies in or between totals are due to rounding.  
 
The survey was conducted in partnership with the Rise for Architecture 
and paid for jointly by ARI and Rise. Detailed tables are found at the 
end of this release.  

59%
46% 51%

61%

29%
45% 40% 26%

12% 9% 9% 13%

Indigenous
(n=93)

Visible Minority
(n=249)

Caucasian
(n=1,517)

Total (n=1,859) Ethnicity

Agree vs Disagree:
"I see myself and my culture in my community"

Agree Disagree Not sure

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
https://nationalpost.com/news/canada/so-long-toronto-covid-19-pandemic-hastens-canadas-urban-exodus-2
https://nationalpost.com/news/canada/so-long-toronto-covid-19-pandemic-hastens-canadas-urban-exodus-2
https://riseforarchitecture.com/
https://riseforarchitecture.com/
http://www.angusreidforum.com/
https://riseforarchitecture.com/


Page 2 of 22

CONTACT: 
Shachi Kurl, President: 604.908.1693 shachi.kurl@angusreid.org @shachikurl
Dave Korzinski, Research Director: 250.899.0821 dave.korzinski@angusreid.org

More Key Findings:

• For those who have not taken part in any community development consultations – 54 per cent of 
Canadians – the most common reasons for non-participation are lack of information (42%) and 
cynicism (37%) – they didn’t feel their voice would make a difference.

• Canadians are overall more likely to say that their communities are developing too fast rather 
than too slowly. These views are most pronounced in Metro Vancouver and the GTA.

• One-quarter (24%) of Canadians give their community a grade a ‘A’ or ‘B’ for including diverse 
voices in the planning process. 28 per cent offer a ‘C’ while one-in-five (21%) say their community 
deserves a ‘D’ or an ‘F’.

• Accountability around decision-making is an emerging theme from this research. Canadians are 
widely supportive of having a figure—a chief architect or similar title—with whom guidance on the 
quality of design decisions would lie.

• Admiration for architecture varies considerably across the country. In Quebec, 57 per cent of 
residents admire the aesthetic composition of their communities, while in Alberta just 38 per cent 
say this – the lowest regional mark.

About ARI

The Angus Reid Institute (ARI) was founded in October 2014 by pollster and sociologist, Dr. Angus 
Reid. ARI is a national, not-for-profit, non-partisan public opinion research foundation established to 
advance education by commissioning, conducting and disseminating to the public accessible and 
impartial statistical data, research and policy analysis on economics, political science, philanthropy, public 
administration, domestic and international affairs and other socio-economic issues of importance to 
Canada and its world.

About Rise for Architecture

Rise for Architecture is a national, volunteer-led committee of architects, educators, advocates and 
organizations that regulate the architectural profession in Canada. Since 2016, they have been hosting 
conversations to learn what Canadians want and need in their communities. Their findings will be shared 
with a series of actions and objectives to improve the processes and policies that shape how Canada’s 
communities are built. The end goal? To empower the building sectors, educators, and governments to 
create inclusive, sustainable and inspiring communities for all Canadians.

INDEX

Part One: Canadian Communities: Priorities and appraisals

• Safety and affordability are key
• Residents see room for improvement on a number of fronts
• New buildings should prioritize accessibility, sustainability and aesthetics
• Three-quarters say culture and heritage are important aspects of development

Part Two: Development and decision-making

• Half say development in their community is poorly planned

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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• Do Canada’s communities reflect those who live there?
• Fewer than half admire their community’s architecture
• Gauging the pace of development
• Half are dissatisfied with development decision-making in their community

Part Three: Engagement and improvement in development

• Majority say communities’ needs are not being met by recent development
• Many have taken part; few feel they have made an impact
• Income a factor in who takes part
• Apathy leads significant number to defer participation
• Improved accountability for quality of community design

Part One: Canadian Communities: Priorities and appraisals

The COVID-19 pandemic disrupted many elements of society beyond health. One of the most prominent 
impacts has been a significant reorganization for office workers, as many started working from home –
first temporarily and for many, more permanently. 

The office tower-home office re-balance made waves in the real estate market, as home workers moved 
to more affordable locales. Statistics Canada’s 2021 Census showed a reversal in the long-standing 
population decline in the Maritimes, as many from other provinces such as Ontario moved their home 
office east. In 2021, for the first time on record, rural populations outgrew urban ones. 

City planners and builders are facing new opportunities in many communities, buoyed by new arrivals and 
new demand for services. In order to understand what Canadians are seeing in their communities and 
expecting in the years ahead, the Angus Reid Institute and Rise for Architecture spoke to nearly 2,000 
people across the country about this issue.

Safety and affordability are key

Many of the most key expectations from communities are foundational. Two-thirds (68%) say safety is a
top factor in what makes a good community, while cleanliness (43%) is another high-ranking priority for 
two-in-five. With work opportunities becoming increasingly remote, fewer Canadians rank employment 
opportunities (31%) and transportation infrastructure (33%) as being key factors in what makes a good 
community. Notably, as housing prices soar into the stratosphere in many communities – including those 
not traditionally affected by real-estate booms, half of Canadians (49%) say affordability is a top-three 
asset for a good place to live. 

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
https://betterdwelling.com/almost-a-quarter-of-canadians-now-permanently-work-from-home-up-over-300/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/canada/article-2021-census-canada-population-highlights/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/canada/article-2021-census-canada-population-highlights/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/business/article-toronto-montreal-populations-decline-as-urban-exodus-accelerates/
https://financialpost.com/real-estate/red-hot-and-rural-canadian-towns-grapple-with-big-city-like-real-estate-boom
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Residents see room for improvement on a number of fronts

With their priorities in mind, Canadians were asked how they would grade the community where they live 
on five key factors: the practicality of spaces, a sense of community, environmental protection, economic 
opportunities, and including diverse voices in planning. For all items canvassed few Canadians offer an 
‘A’ grade and in no area do a majority offer a ‘B’ or higher. Canadians offer the least amount of praise for 
their community’s inclusiveness when it comes to planning:

4%

5%

5%

20%

21%

23%

31%

33%

43%

49%

68%

Public places where my culture is acknowledged

A sense of your community’s history

Other, please specify

Arts, culture, leisure, events

Good schools

A sense of community belonging

A robust economy/Employment opportunities

Ability to get around – transportation infrastructure

Clean, well cared for public spaces

Affordable places to live

Feels safe

Lots of factors go into creating a good city or community. Here is a list of several 
different assets. Please select the 3 that are most important to YOU personally:

(All respondents, n=1,859)

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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This appraisal varies across the country. Quebecers offer their communities high grades on practicality, 
belonging, and environmental protection – each measure gets an ‘A’ or ‘B’ from at least half of Quebec 
residents. Praise isn’t as high across the rest of the country, but at least two in-five in all other regions 
offer high grades for their communities on useful spaces and sense of community belonging.

Residents in Ontario are most critical of their community’s ability to use space practically and to operate 
with sound environmental protection: 

14% 12% 11% 8% 10%

35% 36%
31%

29% 24%

34% 31%
31% 35%

28%

7% 11%
14% 14%

13%

4% 6% 7% 8%

8%

6% 5% 6%
17%

How useful/practical
spaces are

A sense of community Protection of the
environment

Economic/
employment
opportunities

Including diverse voices
in planning

Regardless of how important you think it is, for each of the following, how 
would you rate your community on each of the following aspects…

A – really good job B C D F – failing at this Not sure/Can’t say

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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Regardless of how important you think it is, for each of the following, how would you rate your community on each of 
the following aspects…

(Unweighted 
sample sizes) Grade

Region

BC
(n=322)

AB
(n=260)

SK/MB
(n=112)

ON
(n=675)

QC
(n=385)

ATL
(n=105)

How 
useful/practical 

spaces are

A/B 45% 47% 40% 48% 56% 45%

C/D/F 45% 50% 49% 57% 47% 35%

A sense of 
community

A/B 49% 43% 44% 45% 54% 53%

C/D/F 48% 48% 54% 52% 52% 40%

Protection of 
the environment

A/B 47% 42% 34% 38% 50% 37%

C/D/F 52% 48% 53% 61% 56% 46%

Economic/
employment 
opportunities

A/B 44% 32% 31% 36% 41% 29%

C/D/F 57% 50% 62% 64% 59% 51%

Including 
diverse voices 

in planning

A/B 41% 37% 27% 31% 33% 34%

C/D/F 49% 46% 49% 53% 52% 45%

There is also a variance in report cards across Canada’s major urban centres. Suburban Torontonians 
offer their communities higher grades on all five measures than their urban core counterparts. A majority 
of Montrealers award ‘A’s and ‘B’s to their communities on a sense of belonging, the only urban centre 
where that’s the case.

Meanwhile, rural Canadians express higher satisfaction when it comes to their communities’ sense of 
belonging (60% ‘A’ or ‘B’) and stewardship of the environment (51%) than urban ones (46%, 41% 
respectively). Canadians outside of urban centres are, however, much less satisfied with the economic 
opportunities where they live:

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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Regardless of how important you think it is, for each of the following, how would you rate your community on each of 
the following aspects…

(Sample sizes; 
unweighted for 
cities, weighted 
for urban/rural)

Grade

Cities Urban/Rural

Metro 
Van
(206)

CGY
(97*)

EDM
(105)

OTT
(86*)

TO 416
(191)

TO 905
(181)

MTL
(210)

Urban
(1,617)

Rural
(242)

How 
useful/practical 

spaces are

A/B 45% 52% 46% 46% 43% 62% 55% 49% 46%

C/D/F 45% 47% 43% 53% 43% 53% 34% 46% 45%

A sense of 
community

A/B 43% 41% 43% 47% 39% 45% 51% 46% 60%

C/D/F 48% 53% 58% 55% 46% 59% 48% 50% 37%

Protection of the 
environment

A/B 40% 37% 43% 33% 24% 44% 43% 41% 51%

C/D/F 52% 54% 54% 53% 61% 69% 52% 54% 45%

Economic/
employment 
opportunities

A/B 37% 26% 39% 45% 33% 41% 37% 38% 29%

C/D/F 57% 59% 65% 56% 45% 59% 49% 56% 67%

Including diverse 
voices in 
planning

A/B 41% 34% 35% 29% 31% 37% 35% 34% 27%

C/D/F 49% 47% 44% 50% 51% 56% 46% 49% 55%

*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

New buildings should prioritize accessibility, sustainability and aesthetics

Canadians are keen on making their communities accessible, as past studies done by ARI in partnership 
with the Rick Hansen Foundation have shown. In a recent study, nine-in-ten (92%) said taxpayer funded 
projects should be held to the highest accessibility standards, while three-in-five (62%) said public spaces 
should be as universally accessible for everyone whenever it is possible.

Related: Canadians emphatic that post-pandemic recovery should be inclusive of those living with 
disabilities

Those findings are reflected in these more recent data, as well. Canadians are near unanimous in their 
belief that new buildings should be accessible to people with disabilities (96%), as well that new buildings 
are beautiful (92%), energy efficient (90%) and family-friendly (89%). Fewer Canadians believe 
representing the culture and heritage of people in their community is important, but this measure too is 
still widely supported (73%):

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
https://angusreid.org/election-issues-disability/
https://angusreid.org/election-issues-disability/
https://angusreid.org/election-issues-disability/
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Three-quarters say culture and heritage are important aspects of development

Overall, while three-quarters of Canadians say culture and heritage is an important aspect to consider 
when a new building is built in their community, men and women have different opinions on how 
important it is. Men, and those younger than 35 in particular, are less likely than women to believe it is 
important, but still a majority across all demographics say local culture is a key consideration:

Nonetheless, this is an aspect of community development that a firm majority of Canadians feel is 
important – at least two-thirds across each ethnicity grouping say this: 

96% 92% 90% 89%

73%

Accessible to people
with physical

disabilities

Visually
appealing/beautiful

Energy efficient/
green friendly

Family-friendly Represents the
culture and heritage

of people in the
community

How important (if at all) would it be to you that this new building meet 
each of these following criteria:

(All respondents, n=1,859)

73%
59%

68% 73% 75% 77% 81%

27%
41%

32% 27% 25% 23% 19%

18-34 (n=260) 35-54 (n=306) 55+ (n=343) 18-34 (n=254) 35-54 (n=316) 55+ (n=378)

Total (n=1,859) Male Female

Importance in construction of a new building in your community:
"Represents the culture and heritage of people in the community"

Important Not that important

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Part Two: Development and decision-making

Development is an often contentious issue in communities, as priorities of developers butt against those 
of residents. There are numerous factors to consider, including economic opportunities, transportation,
environmental impacts, and the needs and desires of nearby residents. Projects can take years to go 
from planned to collecting citizens’ feedback to under construction to built.

Half say development in their community is poorly planned

For many Canadians, it appears that first step in the process is often inadequately performed. Half (51%) 
say development in their community is poorly planned. Two-in-five lean the other way and feel that these 
decisions are made in a satisfactory fashion. 

Other aspects of this discussion fall out from planning. Canadians are generally positive about moving 
around in their communities – three-quarters say this aspect of life is easy – but the population is divided 
close to evenly about the ultimate aesthetic appeal of the buildings they see and the spaces they occupy:

73% 67%
76% 73%

27% 33%
24% 27%

Indigenous (n=93*) Visible Minority (n=249) Caucasian (n=1,517)

Total (n=1,859) Ethnicity

Importance in construction of a new building in your community:
"Represents the culture and heritage of people in the community"

Important Not important

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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Do Canada’s communities reflect those who live there?

Three-in-five Canadians look around at where they live and feel that they see themselves and their 
culture in what surrounds them. This is not the case for everyone, however. For Caucasian Canadians, 
twice as many feel represented in their community as don’t. While a majority of visible minorities say they 
see their culture in their community, two-in-five disagree. Indigenous respondents are more divided, with 
as many saying they feel represented as saying they do not:

*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

77%
61% 59%

51% 47%

21%

30% 29% 41% 43%

2% 9% 12% 8% 10%

It’s easy to get 
around my 
community

I feel energized when 
I’m out in public 

spaces

I see myself and my
culture in my
community

Development in my
community is poorly

planned

I admire the
architecture where I

live

Agree vs Disagree for each statement
(All respondents, n=1,859)

Agree Disagree Not sure

59%
46% 51%

61%

29%
45% 40% 26%

12% 9% 9% 13%

Indigenous (n=93*) Visible Minority (n=249) Caucasian (n=1,517)

Total (n=1,859) Ethnicity

Agree vs Disagree:
"I see myself and my culture in my community"

Agree Disagree Not sure

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
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Younger Canadians, too, are less likely to feel they see themselves in their community. Whether this is 
from elevated expectations, or the fact that they tend to be more consistently mobile, two-in-five (41%) 
18- to 24-year-olds say they don’t feel their culture is represented in their community. This is nearly twice 
the number of those over the age of 65 who say the same:

Fewer than half admire their community’s architecture

Architecture is a more contentious issue for Canadians, who are split as to whether or not they admire the 
buildings in their community or not. Canadian architecture does have its critics, but Quebec residents 
stand out amongst the rest of the country in terms of aesthetic appreciation:

59%
47%

55% 55% 60% 61% 67%

29%
41%

36% 32% 24% 27% 21%

12% 11% 9% 13% 16% 12% 11%

18-24
(n=104)

25-34
(n=411)

35-44
(n=356)

45-54
(n=267)

55-64
(n=318)

65+
(n=402)

Total
(n=1,859)

Age

Agree vs Disagree:
"I see myself and my culture in my community"

Agree Disagree Not sure/Don’t know/Not relevant

47% 42% 38% 42% 46%
57% 49%

43% 48% 48% 44%
45%

36%
39%

10% 10% 14% 14% 9% 7% 12%

BC (n=322) AB (n=260) SK/MB (n=112) ON (n=675) QC (n=385) ATL (n=105)

Total (n=1,859) Region

Agree vs Disagree:
"I admire the architecture where I live"

Agree Disagree Not sure/Can't say

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
https://angusreid.org/diversity-racism-canada/
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/calgary/calgary-losing-young-adults-census-data-analysis-1.5444969
https://thewalrus.ca/why-is-canadian-architecture-so-bad/
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However, Ottawa and Montreal stand apart for the higher grades each city gets from their residents. 
Ottawa residents have the federal buildings which provide a unique look. For Montreal, there is a legacy 
of design excellence codified with a bureau de design and the 2030 Agenda for Quality and Exemplarity 
in Design and Architecture, which sets a high bar for projects in the city.

Western Canadians in the urban centres of Vancouver, Calgary and Edmonton offer more criticism than 
praise:

*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Gauging the pace of development

Aesthetics are one consideration, but pace is another. Canada’s population is growing at the fastest pace 
of any ‘group of seven’ nation and the build of new houses is not keeping pace. This is one of the reasons 
why housing prices have continued to climb this century.

Long-time residents are impacted by changes to their community, whether by the obstructed views or 
increased traffic that further development brings, while others benefit from the new growth and 
opportunity that community enhancements can deliver. 

Canadians are more likely to believe development is happening too quickly in their communities than the 
opposite. One-quarter (25%) say development is happening too fast where they live, compared to the 
one-in-five (18%) who say it is instead happening too slowly. However, the largest group, 27 per cent, are 
satisfied with the pace of local development.

Younger Canadians are much more likely to be impacted by the housing crunch, and many see 
development happening at pace too slow for their liking. Women are more likely than men to say their 
communities are growing too quickly, including a plurality of women over the age of 34:

47% 41% 38% 38%

55%
44% 38%

58%
48% 45%

43%
48%

45% 49%

38%
50%

52%

37%
44%

40%

10% 11%
16% 13%

8% 6% 10% 6% 9%
16%

Metro Van
(n=206)

CGY
(n=97*)

EDM
(n=105)

OTT
(n=86*)

TO 416
(n=191)

TO 905
(n=181)

MTL
(n=210)

Urban
(n=1,659)

Rural
(n=200)

Total
(n=1,859)

Cities Urban/Rural

Agree vs Disagree:
"I admire the architecture where I live"

Agree Disagree Not sure

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
https://nuvomagazine.com/daily-edit/montreals-2030-design-initiative
https://nuvomagazine.com/daily-edit/montreals-2030-design-initiative
https://financialpost.com/real-estate/angry-neighbors-block-housing-that-canadas-cities-badly-need
https://financialpost.com/real-estate/angry-neighbors-block-housing-that-canadas-cities-badly-need
https://www.narcity.com/canadas-house-prices-skyrocketed-since-2000-this-video-shows-the-tragic-reality
https://financialpost.com/real-estate/angry-neighbors-block-housing-that-canadas-cities-badly-need
https://financialpost.com/real-estate/angry-neighbors-block-housing-that-canadas-cities-badly-need
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Urban Canadians are more likely to feel development is happening too quickly, while rural residents are 
more likely to feel development is too slow. Metro Vancouver is growing faster than Montreal or Toronto, 
with its population increasing by 7.3 per cent from 2016 to 2021. With that in mind, Vancouverites are the 
most likely of any urban Canadian to say development is happening too quickly, at two-in-five. In Ontario, 
one-third in Ottawa and both Toronto’s core and suburbs also believe is happening too quickly:

25%
14% 20% 25% 25% 30% 33%

27%

28%
26%

31% 30% 27% 21%

24%

22%
29%

25%
18% 20% 26%

11%

15%

11%
9%

12%
12% 9%

8%
14%

10% 7%
4%

8% 7%
5% 7% 11% 4%

18-34 (n=260) 35-54 (n=306) 55+ (n=343) 18-34 (n=254) 35-54 (n=316) 55+ (n=378)

Total (n=1,859) Male Female

Thinking about your community over the past five years or so -
would you say it is…

Developing too fast Developing at a good pace

Neither developing too fast nor too slow Developing a little slowly

Developing way too slowly Not sure/Can’t say

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/t1/tbl1/en/cv.action?pid=9810000501
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*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Half are dissatisfied with development decision-making in their community

Canadians are more negative than positive when considering how development decisions get made in 
their communities. Half (48%) report being dissatisfied with development decision-making, while two-in-
five say they are satisfied. Satisfaction is highest among men aged 55 and older, the only demographic 
group where the satisfied outweigh the dissatisfied:

25%

42%

12%
18%

34% 32% 35%

16%
26%

17%

27%

22%

27%

39%

27%
18%

29%

30%

27%

25%

24%

20%

28%

18%
19%

24%

18%

30%
24%

22%

11%
8%

19%
12% 5%

11%

9%
10% 11%

16%

8%
6%

7% 9% 10% 9%
4%

7% 8%
13%

5% 7% 4% 6% 6% 5% 7% 5% 7%

Metro Van
(n=206)

CGY
(n=97*)

EDM
(n=105)

OTT
(n=86*)

TO 416
(n=191)

TO 905
(n=181)

MTL
(n=210)

Urban
(n=1,659)

Rural
(n=200)

Total
(n=1,859)

Cities Urban/Rural

Thinking about your community over the past five years or so -
would you say it is…

Developing too fast Developing at a good pace

Neither developing too fast nor too slow Developing a little slowly

Developing way too slowly Not sure/Can’t say

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
mailto:dave.korzinski@angusreid.org


Page 15 of 22

CONTACT: 
Shachi Kurl, President: 604.908.1693 shachi.kurl@angusreid.org @shachikurl
Dave Korzinski, Research Director: 250.899.0821 dave.korzinski@angusreid.org

Dissatisfaction is more prevalent than satisfaction for most of Canada’s major cities. The exceptions are 
Edmonton – where there are equal numbers offering thumbs up and down – Montreal and the Toronto 
suburbs, where, notably, there is greater satisfaction than the core neighbourhoods of Toronto:

*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

39% 38% 37%
48%

34% 35% 39%

48% 50% 54%
45%

44% 49% 49%

13% 12% 9% 7%
22% 16% 11%

18-34 (n=260) 35-54 (n=306) 55+ (n=343) 18-34 (n=254) 35-54 (n=316) 55+ (n=378)

Total
(n=1,859)

Male Female

Tell us whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with the way 
development decisions in your community are made?

Satisfied Dissatisfied Not sure/Can’t say

39% 36% 33%
46% 43%

29%
44% 48%

39% 38%

48%
47% 53%

46% 48%
61%

38% 36% 48% 52%

13% 17% 14% 8% 10% 10%
18% 16% 13% 10%

Metro Van
(n=206)

CGY
(n=97*)

EDM
(n=105)

OTT
(n=86*)

TO 416
(n=191)

TO 905
(n=181)

MTL
(n=210)

Urban
(n=1,659)

Rural
(n=200)

Total
(n=1,859)

Cities Urban/Rural

Tell us whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with the way 
development decisions in your community are made?

Satisfied Dissatisfied Not sure/Can’t say

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
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Part Three: Engagement and improvement in development

Majority say communities’ needs are not being met by recent development

There is an inherent balance between what the people living in Canadian communities want and what 
developers want to build. Troublingly, for most residents the scales are heavily tilted towards the latter. 
Three-in-five (57%) say they feel like local development reflects what developers want, while one-in-ten 
feel like it reflects what citizens want. There are one-in-five (19%) who believe the two interests are 
represented equally.

The prevailing sentiment that developers are the primary driver of what ultimately materializes in 
Canadian communities is strongest in Vancouver, where seven-in-ten say development reflects
developers’ desires rather than community will. That is the opinion of at least half of all residents in 
Canada’s other major cities, but Montrealers are the least likely to agree. There, instead, one-quarter 
(24%) feel the needs of the community are balanced with developers’, the most of any major urban 
centre:

Which of the following statements would you say you agree with more?

(Sample sizes: 
cities unweighted, 

urban/rural 
weighted)

Total
(1879)

Cities Urban/Rural

Metro 
Van
(206)

CGY
(97*)

EDM
(105)

OTT
(86*)

TO 
416

(191)
TO 905
(181)

MTL
(210)

Urban
(1,617)

Rural
(242)

I feel like 
development in my 
community reflects 

what developers 
want

57% 70% 52% 56% 68% 72% 57% 49% 60% 42%

I feel like 
development in my 
community reflects 
what people living 

here want

10% 6% 9% 12% 6% 6% 14% 15% 10% 13%

Both, close to 
equally 19% 14% 20% 18% 19% 14% 20% 24% 18% 23%

Not sure/ Can’t say 14% 10% 19% 15% 7% 8% 9% 11% 32% 36%

*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Many have taken part; few feel they have made an impact

Citizens are often given the opportunity to give feedback to developers’ projects in their city before 
construction starts through public forums and other avenues. A slight majority (54%) of Canadians say 
they have never done so. Rural Canadians are more likely than urban ones to have offered input, while in 

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
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major urban centres, only in Edmonton do a majority say they’ve weighed in on projects in their 
community:

*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Income a factor in who takes part

There is evidently a correlation between income and offering feedback about projects in one’s community. 
Three-in-five (60%) in households earning less than $25,000 annually say they have never done so, while 
at least half of those earning above $150,000 annually say they’ve offered their thoughts on local 
developments. This suggests a significant opportunity to improve outreach among particular communities 
in the country: 

8% 8%
15% 13%

6% 9% 7% 6% 7% 12%

38% 40%
34%

45%
45% 37%

34% 30%
37%

44%

54% 52% 51%
42%

49% 54% 59% 64%
56%

44%

Metro Van
(n=206)

CGY
(n=97*)

EDM
(n=105)

OTT
(n=86*)

TO 416
(n=191)

TO 905
(n=181)

MTL
(n=210)

Urban
(n=1,659)

Rural
(n=200)

Total
(n=1,859)

Cities Urban/Rural

Have you ever given feedback about a development or a project in your 
community?

Yes, often Yes, a few times No

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
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*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Younger Canadians, too, are less likely to have offered input. Meanwhile, approximately half of older 
women and men have taken part in consultation of some form:

Visible minorities are much less likely to have given feedback on developments in their communities. As 
noted earlier in the report, they are also much less likely to feel like their culture and heritage is reflected 
when they hold up the mirror to where they live:

8% 9% 5% 9% 5% 9% 12%

38% 32% 36%
35% 44% 40%

46%

54% 60% 58% 55% 51% 51%
42%

<$25K
(n=183)

$25K-$49K
(n=348)

$50K-$99K
(n=600)

$100K-$149K
(n=331)

$150K-$199K
(n=119)

$200K+
(n=94*)

Total
(n=1,859)

Household Income

Have you ever given feedback about a development or a project in your 
community?

Yes, often Yes, a few times No

8% 9% 8% 6% 6% 9% 8%

38% 33% 39% 42%
34% 34% 43%

54% 58% 53% 52% 61% 58% 48%

18-34 (n=260) 35-54 (n=306) 55+ (n=343) 18-34 (n=254) 35-54 (n=316) 55+ (n=378)

Total (n=1,859) Male Female

Have you ever given feedback about a development or a project in your 
community?

Yes, often Yes, a few times No
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*Smaller sample size, interpret with caution

Offering feedback is one matter, but whether it was heard or applied is another. 

For those who have weighed in on projects in their community, a majority feel like they weren’t listened to.
A further two-in-five (38%) felt like their voice was heard, but it didn’t make a difference to the final project. 
Few (7%) felt like they were both heard, and it made a difference.

8% 13% 8% 7%

38% 28%
29%

40%

54% 59% 63%
53%

Indigenous
(n=93*)

Visible Minority
(n=249)

Caucasian
(n=1,517)

Total (n=1,859) Ethnicity

Have you ever given feedback about a development or a project in your 
community?

Yes, often Yes, a few times No

7% 7% 9% 7% 4% 11%

38% 43%
36%

41% 39% 35%
34%

41% 29%
40%

35% 38% 52% 46%

15% 20% 21% 15% 15% 10% 9%

18-34
(n=109)

35-54
(n=143)

55+
(n=164)

18-34
(n=100)

35-54
(n=134)

55+
(n=195)

Total
(n=846)

Male Female

And did you feel like your voice was heard during this process?
(Among those who have given feedback to a development/project)

Not listened to at all

No, not really listened to

Yes, I felt I was listened to, even if it didn’t make a difference

Yes, was heard and felt like I made a difference

mailto:shachi.kurl@angusreid.org
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Apathy leads significant number to defer participation

For the majority of Canadians who have not offered feedback about developments in their community, 
many feel like it wouldn’t make a difference even if they had (37%). The largest group, two-in-five (42%), 
say that they haven’t been able to find information about projects and have thus, not taken part in offering 
their opinions. Not having the time to participate is a problem for one-in-five (23%), in addition to 14 per 
cent who say that consultations are held at inconvenient times: 

You say you haven’t ever taken part in something like this. What are your main reasons for not doing so?
(Among those who have not given feedback to a development/project)

Total
(n=1,013)

Age and Gender

Male Female

18-34
(n=151)

35-54
(n=163)

55+
(n=178)

18-34
(n=154)

35-54
(n=182)

55+
(n=182)

Hard to find 
information 

about project
42% 51% 45% 38% 54% 40% 31%

Don’t think it 
will make a 
difference

37% 46% 32% 39% 39% 34% 31%

Couldn’t find 
time to 

participate
23% 33% 28% 9% 27% 21% 23%

Held at 
inconvenient 

hours
14% 22% 17% 11% 10% 13% 12%

Wasn’t given 
enough time to 

participate
8% 10% 13% 7% 7% 9% 4%

Other, specify 14% 8% 8% 10% 17% 23% 18%

Improved accountability for quality of community design

A central guiding hand to be responsible for architecture policy is desired by many Canadians. As 
outlined above, while half of Canadians do admire their local architecture, there are many who do not. A 
chief architect would offer a clear mandate and encourage better design decisions at all levels of 
government.

Canadians are amenable to the idea of a chief architect, especially the closer to their jurisdiction one 
would be appointed. Seven-in-ten support a chief architect for their local community, while less feel is 
necessary for their province (56%) or federally (44%). Still, support outweighs opposition at all three 
levels.
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This concept is supported strongly in most regions of the country, particularly at the community level:

Across all of Canada’s major urban centres a solid majority support the idea of the role a chief architect 
could play in having a clear mandate for better design decisions.

Support is highest at four-in-five in Ottawa and Edmonton, but at least seven-in-ten in each city included 
say they are on board with this concept:

14% 16%
28%

30%
39%

42%
23%

21%

14%16%
11%

6%
17% 12% 10%

The federal government Your own province Your city/community where you
live

Would you support or oppose the creation of this type of position for 
the following:

(All respondents, n=1,859)

Strongly support Support Oppose Strongly oppose Not sure/Can’t say

70% 69%
74%

58%

70% 72%
68%

56% 55%
51%

46%
52%

65% 63%

BC (n=322) AB (n=260) SK/MB (n=112) ON (n=675) QC (n=385) ATL (n=105)

Total (n=1,859) Region

Percentage who support creation of a Chief Architect in their 
province/community

Your community Your province
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*smaller sample size, interpret with caution

For detailed results by age, gender, region, education, and other demographics, click here.

For detailed results by urban centres, click here.

28% 25% 25% 30% 23%
40% 32% 33%

42% 45% 44%
50% 56%

34% 44% 43%

14% 15% 15%
13% 7% 11% 11% 8%

6% 7% 8%
4%

6% 5% 3% 5%
10% 7% 8% 3% 8% 10% 11% 11%

Metro Van
(n=206)

CGY
(n=97*)

EDM
(n=105)

OTT
(n=86*)

TO 416
(n=191)

TO 905
(n=181)

MTL
(n=210)

Total
(n=1,859)

Cities

Would you support or oppose the creation of a chief architect 
in your city/community where you live:

Strongly support Support Oppose Strongly oppose Not sure/Can’t say
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TOWARDS AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 

Appendix 6.

Public survey results
Following is an overview summary of our public survey results.
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APPENDIX 6

RISE FOR
ARCHITECTURE

PUBLIC
SURVEY
ANALYSIS
METHODOLOGY
Following the Angus Reid
opinion poll, Rise for
Architecture developed an
in-depth thirteen question
survey, which was
circulated through a
variety of social media
channels. Additionally, Rise
for Architecture steering
committee members sent
the survey links to the
profession’s governing
bodies, and their personal
networks. The survey link
was also included in an
April 14, 2022, Canadian
Architect Magazine article.

Over 1,110 individuals
responded to the survey
and provided an extensive
collection of detailed
comments (8,032
comments). The survey
was available in both
French and English.

Of the 13 questions, 10
focused on questions
related to the built
environment, with 3
relating to the specific
characteristics of the
individual answering the
survey. In analyzing the
data, together the steering
committee reviewed the
comments. Further
analysis was then
undertaken and
comments were selected
based on their
representation of a
significant number of
similar comments.

SURVEY OVERVIEW
Almost 65% of respondents were unsatisfied or very unsatisfied with the
decision-making processes that shape their communities. 45% of the
comments linked respondents' immense frustration regarding the power
bestowed on developers and high levels of discontentment with political
structures (politicians and city hall staff) [Question 1 results]. Additionally,
respondents indicated that engagement processes feel like
“box-checking” or “protocol” and that their voices, when raised, are not
heard. Therefore, it is not surprising that when asked what would help
respondents get involved in shaping their communities, the number one
response was that they could feel confident that their opinions would
make a difference (73%) [Question 3 results]. Regarding the people who
design and plan communities, half (50%) of respondents were
dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with their performance , while 35% were
satisfied or very satisfied [Question 2 results]. Based on respondents'
dissatisfaction with who and how decisions are made, as well as their
desires to be heard, there is a significant opportunity to reconsider the
practices used to shape Canadian communities.

When it comes to what inspires respondents, they overwhelmingly shared
that they are inspired by natural settings such as greenspaces,
waterfronts, and public parks within their communities [Question 7
results]. As well, they most liked buildings that were connected to these
natural contexts [Question 5 results]. In regards to building preferences,
respondents focused on the interesting character and materials of
older, well-maintained “heritage” buildings. When considering what they
would change about the buildings around them, their core focus was on
streetscapes with a diversity of building design (newer buildings with
visual interest mixed with cared for older buildings) [Question 6 results].

Beyond being inspired by nature and heritage buildings, respondents
emphasized the inspirational qualities of spaces that incorporate art and
culture, such as art galleries, museums, libraries, public art/murals, artist
spaces, churchs, outdoor concert spaces, and cultural buildings [Question
7 results]. Yet, only half of respondents see their own culture reflected in
their community’s buildings, parks, and public spaces [Question 1 results].
Additionally, there was an ongoing concern regarding the building’s scale,
context, functions [Question 6 results], as well as, issues regarding derelict
buildings [Question 8 results]. Respondents also shared their concerns
about the negative impacts of cars, traffic, and parking lots, on the shape
of their communities [Question 8 results].

When asked to rate the importance of issues faced by their communities,
respondents equally focused on the importance of the climate crisis,
environmental stewardship, and affordability [Question 9 result].
Thematically throughout the survey, respondents made clear that a
broader focus needs to be taken in regards to shaping their communities.
Their concerns about the challenges facing their communities are focused
far beyond a single building, and instead expand to a focus on the
interconnections between places, people, prosperity and the potential
of communities.

Importantly, three quarters (76%) of respondents support the need for
better policies to guide the planning and design of our communities,
including the development of an architecture policy for Canada with
greater clarity and accountability for positive social and environmental
outcomes [Question 10 results]. Collectively the public polling and survey
confirmed the need for change and serves as a wake-up call for the
profession, its institutions, and governments.



QUESTION 1
Do you see
your culture
reflected in your
community’s
buildings, parks
and public
spaces?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1089 Responses
857 Comments

COMMENT ANALYSIS
In their comments,
participants reflected on
the culture(s) that they
connect with, and how
those are or are not
reflected in the spaces
and places around them.

Many participants who
chose no as their answer,
reflected on whether or
not their culture should be
reflected in the places and
spaces around them. Many
of the comments indicated
that spaces around them
are void of any culture,
and terms like “boring”,
and “generic”appear
frequently. Additionally,
many comments focused
on the importance of
green space as a cultural
resource or value.

For those participants who
responded yes, there is a
frequent reflection on
being “white” or “settler” or
“Canadian” and how what
they see around them
does feel representative of
their culture. Yet, there is
also a thematic desire to
see the places they live
become more
representative of other
cultures that occupy those
spaces.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

ANSWER CHOICE - NO
○ I am not interested in seeing more of my English/Irish culture

reflected but the multiculturalism of Canada reflected.

○ I come from a variety of "cultures" so I couldn't choose just one. I
wouldn't say that our community's buildings, parks and public
spaces collectively follow a single culture, maybe a combination of
various cultures but the majority of the development is fairly
generic with no real personality.

○ 'My culture' values green spaces: our community has the lowest
parkland/per capita in the city; trees are NOT prioritized & the city's
tree canopy has been savaged in the past several decades.

○ I see culture as beliefs as well as traditions, I don't see sustainable
design and incorporation of natural landscapes supporting ecology
and biodiversity in parks and public spaces, and buildings which are
contributing negatively to those principles.

ANSWER CHOICE - YES
○ I'm a white male, so my "cultural" group dominates community

landscapes, however I also recognize that there is greater cultural
diversity in more current projects and I really appreciate that
"others" are having a voice in creating the communities they live in.

○ The architecture in my province reflects the colonial aspect of the
province. As someone descended from European (German and
Scottish), this is prevalent in the architecture (historically and
culturally). Very glad to see diversification coming to recognize
other cultures -- indigenous, African Canadian, etc.

○ We have lots of old buildings in our city and community efforts
support the preservation of the character of the city, parks, etc. The
community has a strong voice in how parks and public spaces are
developed and they reflect the community's vision (Mostly).

○ I live in a mixed, working class neighbourhood that has a long
history in my City. The homes/buildings, green spaces, parks and
businesses reflect the community that has grown over time.



QUESTION 2
Are you
satisfied with
how decisions
that shape the
places and
buildings in
your community
are made?
When it comes
to who gets
a say, whose
ideas are
listened to
and so forth,
are you…

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1089 Responses
837 Comments

RESPONSE ANALYSIS
64% of participants are
unsatisfied or very
unsatisfied compared with
25% who are satisfied or
very satisfied with how
their communities are
shaped.

COMMENT ANALYSIS
54% of the comments
focus on issues of political
offices (such as elected
officials, and city staff) and
the power given to
developers. As well, within
the comments, there is a
theme regarding the
dynamics between public
engagement and decision
making (42% of comments
reference this). Overall, the
majority of the comments
focus on the interplay
between power, politics,
people, and processes in
the shaping of place.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

ANSWER CHOICE - (VERY) SATISFIED - 175 COMMENTS
○ The couple of open house consultations I've been to have seemed

to be quite open to feedback from the public. However, other
times, I feel like the design and considerations have already been
thought about the open house is just a formality.

○ It's a mix of experiences. Public projects have consultation and
shaping by ideas from participants. Planning approvals are highly
regulated and have less opportunity for shaping once an
application is filed.

ANSWER CHOICE - (VERY) DISSATISFIED - 535 COMMENTS
○ A complicated question. The City has improved its consultation

processes but the ultimate decisions are made by elected officials
who are beholden to the development industry. So consultation is
often just "show".

○ Politics drives decision making, and it is often self-serving and
short sighted. I feel that many voices that matter are not heard, or
sought out, and/or can’t engage with the decision making
structures.

○ I think that many of the choices are not thoughtful and
unfortunately are driven by the squeaky wheel or those people
who use the system to their own advantage.

○ At the end of the day I think that developers are able to push
forward their profit-driven projects and do the minimum possible
to achieve the community requirements. Social and environmental
issues need to be considered as equally important to financial.

○ Very developer driven, community 'engagement' is rubber
stamping largely, not quality meaningful engagement with a
community to understand their needs and reality.

○ City staff have too much say and the government can steer a
project away from forward thinking.



QUESTION 3
What would
help you get
involved in
shaping your
community?
(Check all
that apply.)

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1088 Responses
222 “Other” Comments

RESPONSE ANALYSIS
20% of participants chose
the “other” response,
which allowed them to
provide a comment. A
major theme within these
comments involves
creating a more inclusive
framework for
engagement, where more
voice can be heard, rather
than the “loudest” voice.

Participants often
commented about the
need for a variety of
structures, such as safe
spaces, and
communication channels
to be implemented. “Fair”,
“accessible”, and
“transparent” are words
commonly used in
participants' comments.
Additionally, participants
shared about the
importance of creating
accountability and
transparency mechanisms.

Over 10% of the comments
were participants sharing
that they are already
involved.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

ANSWER CHOICE - OTHER
○ Ensuring that there are many different channels for informing me

and others about opportunities to shape my community. One
public notice on the web is not enough.

○ Ensuring a safer space to contribute my experience. Opportunities
for those from marginalized communities to actually be heard.

○ Some way to aggregate opinion and still incorporate outlier
viewpoints. When that "flare issue" comes up and suddenly 200
people show up at city hall to voice their opinion. It's a positive
turnout but even if we win, I don't want to listen to hours of people
saying basically the same thing. Petitions that can also take in
qualitative responses are part of the solution.

○ An external consultant to hold the government accountable and to
ensure transparency and equity throughout a comprehensive
modern design process.

○ A truly reliable, articulate, intelligent and sensitive planning
reference framework clearly endorsed by the community and not
just interest groups.

○ Actually, my single voice should not be heard. But my ideas
melded with others using larger group facilitation expertise is
important. What the city consultation is not. It is "heat reflection"
...control of voice because they don't know how to work with larger
groups to co create community and to develop an aesthetic that is
pleasing to the senses and good for the earth’s health and our own.

○ Participating in decision-shaping is a time-consuming and
resource-intensive process. Those whose voices are missing are
most unlikely to participate in them due to economic, resources,
obligations and societal constraints.



QUESTION 4
Are you
satisfied with
the way the
people
who design
and plan your
community
are performing?
Think about
design and
planning
professionals. Are
you…

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1088 Responses
743 Comments

RESPONSE ANALYSIS
When the results are
combined, over half of
participants (51%) are
either dissatisfied or very
dissatisfied. Similarly, when
the results are combined
for those who are satisfied
or very satisfied, 36% of
respondents fall into this
category.

COMMENT ANALYSIS
The comments
thematically focused on
dissatisfaction with
political structures (like
city politicians), the power
afforded to particular
groups (developers), and
the misaligned between
the desires of
communities and those
who design them.

A large number of
comments focused on the
lack of long term planning
or the lack of execution of
long term plans.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

ANSWER CHOICE - (VERY) SATISFIED - 203 COMMENTS
○ Generally satisfied, but there are also some big pieces that need to

be addressed to see social and environmental features embedded
into planning, design, delivery, and maintenance.

○ They do what they can given the broader political and capital
constraints within our societies.

○ I work with many architects and many of Ontario's best but many
make the design about them and not the clients needs or wants.

○ There are many competent and even brilliant people executing the
planning and design of our environment based on outmoded and
detrimental goals set by their clients.

○ I believe local professionals draw on experiences outside of the
local area, which may positively affect local design. There may be
problems locally with people who have problems accepting
"foreign" influences.

○ I like the buildings that demonstrate our cultures, warmth,
intelligence and passion. But they are the exception, not the norm.

ANSWER CHOICE - (VERY) DISSATISFIED - 455 COMMENTS
○ Little account seems to be taken of environmental, aesthetic or

community issues.

○ The city gives exceptions to the building regulations to anyone
who asks for one.

○ Heritage and environment, and cycling and rapid transit, are all
bottom of the list - city is too car-centric and gets easily fooled by
"density" of skyscrapers.

○ Designs are not innovative or compliant with pressing needs of
climate action, pandemic resilience, or family orientation.

○ It seems planning is done to satisfy easily achievable political
goals rather than more difficult social or community goals.

○ Progress is very slow, public input is routinely ignored.

○ Too much of the same old thinking, not enough innovation.



QUESTION 5
What do
you like
about the
buildings
around you?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1036 Responses

COMMENT ANALYSIS
A large portion of
comments focused on
older, well-maintained,
“heritage” buildings.
Respondents focused on
the ways that these
buildings have interesting
character, materials, and
tell a story.

Additionally, a significant
number of comments
focused on the context
that surrounds buildings,
and the ways in which the
fabric of the built
environment works
together.

As well, a large collection
of comments were
straightforward in stating
that they liked “nothing” or
“not much” about the
buildings around them.

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

THEME - CHARACTER
○ Enjoy the heritage architecture of the older buildings. Modern

architectural design features of newer buildings is also appealing.
Each should compliment the other.

○ Heritage, old mixed with new. The best ones are the ones that
serve the community the most (libraries). Design that matters and
allows people to take full advantage of what is being offered.

○ I love the built heritage in our city, and wish more was actively
done to conserve the important buildings. More adaptive reuse,
and buildings that are taken down need to be deconstructed and
not demolished. Also need to have strong evidence that
rehabilitation is not possible when a building is asked for removal.

○ The buildings in my neighbourhood are mostly old Eaton's
catalogue houses that have been updated over the last 100 years.
There are some post-war bungalows mixed in, and some newer
infills. The houses are close to each other, and boulevards are tree
lined.

THEME - CONTEXT
○ The inclusion of green spaces around new-build apartment

buildings and dedicated safe spaces for young families (ie. outside
play/patio areas accessible only from within the building).

○ Diversity of style (mostly due to varying ages -- new buildings are
often similar; but perhaps this was always true). Diversity of uses
(mixed residential types, mix of commercial, office, residential).
Increasingly walkable.

○ I appreciate a lot of the heritage or older buildings that have been
maintained and new buildings that have appealing character and a
good connection with their surroundings and landscape.

○ I feel that the more variety in an area, the more pleasant it is to
exist/walk around, and provides more mental landmarks for
children and aging adults to navigate.

QUESTION 6
What would
you like
to change
about the
buildings
around you?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1035 Responses

COMMENT ANALYSIS
In reviewing the
comments, there are
several key themes that

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

THEME - DESIGN DIVERSITY
○ More colour, broader material palettes, more landscaping, more

public space, more expression and diversity of form.

○ Make new buildings both more varied and more responsive to their
local context, climate, and culture.

○ New buildings that with strong characters, not just a match box;
low to mid-rise buildings to increase urban density; need
accessible public spaces and pedestrian walkways with characters
too ; a walkable downtown and communities, community gardens,
less big box businesses; affordable housing for all.

○ More variety for a greater variety of people.

THEME - BUILDING MAINTENANCE
○ More care, greater investment in design (demonstration that space



stand out: design diversity,
building maintenance,
engaging streetscapes
(trees, bikes, less cars),
mixed-use or public
buildings, and that there
would be more of a focus
on accessibility and
sustainability in the
creation of buildings.

Respondents are
interested in having new
buildings be more diverse
in their design style, while
also having older buildings
cared for, maintained, or
updated sustainably.

When considering what
they would change about
the buildings around them,
a core focus was on
streetscapes with a
diversity of building design
(newer buildings with
visual interest mixed with
cared for older buildings),
and spaces for pedestrians
and cyclists. There was an
ongoing theme around the
importance of positioning
parking lots, so that there
was more space for
people to engage with the
streetscape.

and design matter!) more connection to place, site, culture. Greater
focus on sustainability and addressing climate change.

○ It would be nice if developers and landlords didn't sit on properties
and let them fall into disrepair while they wait to capitalize on the
land. Caring for existing structures helps keep communities safe
and walkable, and would go a long way in improving quality of life
in the city.

○ Higher quality with focus on more resilience, connection to
outdoors and spaces around them.

○ I would like to see buildings foster regeneration of our
environment and its resources rather than its depletion.

THEME - ENGAGING STREETSCAPES
○ Bring the buildings to the street and put the parking in the back -

create streetscapes for pedestrians and cyclists. Plant more trees.
Use local materials. Put the buildings closer together. Put retail on
the ground floor of buildings and residential or business space
above.

○ More inviting public space, buffer areas which engage the public
realm more to form more comfortable spaces.

○ No parking attached to the front of buildings. Better choice of
materials, use more colours instead of the grey, white, black, beige.
Landscaping should be plants instead of stones, desert, or
astroturf. We need to take inspiration from existing buildings or
design some NEW avant-garde architecture, and we need to be
buildings more missing middle apartments and mixed-use
buildings.

○ Better engagement with pedestrians at the ground level, focus on
the perspective of someone walking, better performance, use
higher quality materials.

○ New buildings must understand that the spaces made around
...outside ...between ... are the most important .

QUESTION 7
Which
spaces
in your
community
inspire you?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1029 Responses

COMMENT ANALYSIS
The spaces that inspire
respondents the most are
greenspaces, such as
public parks, waterfronts
and natural settings. 63%
(492) of the comments are
focused on the

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

THEME - GREENSPACES
○ Great parks and natural spaces, growing urban areas with a distinct

character and point of view.

○ Waterfront green spaces , eco-engineered spaces (rainfall
gardens, purpose built wetlands).

○ I love the naturalized parks with bike trails that run through them. It
always feels so peaceful and refreshing cycling along these trails.

○ Mixed use, vibrant spaces that embrace people of all walks of life
and backgrounds. Spaces that speak to our higher, spiritual nature
and connect us to people and nature.

○ Green, open for active transportation, places with public art, car
free areas, parks, playgrounds, places that include everyone.

○ The parks host community activities (reading hours, music ,
markets), pedestrian streets bring back security, less stress (with
no cars) and a sense of wandering in your own city.



importance of nature as
the most inspiring spaces
within their communities.

The second most inspiring
spaces are those that
include art or culture, such
as art galleries, museums,
libraries, public art/murals,
artist spaces, churchs,
outdoor concert spaces,
and cultural buildings.

THEME - ARTS AND CULTURE
○ I like public spaces that provide and experience and allow you to

interact with plants, art, and buildings.

○ Pedestrian and bike-friendly heritage districts with large green
spaces and cultural amenities: the public parks, the public library,
the art museums and galleries, the independent art-house cinema,
the affordable restaurants (which are disappearing), the downtown
shopping mall (recently put up for sale).

○ The buildings that have a story, and that continue to tell the story.
The places that inspire the arts and artisans to showcase their
talents. The street is closed in the summer to allow for expanded
outdoor dining and live street music.

QUESTION 8
Which spaces
in your
community
concern you?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1033 Responses

COMMENT ANALYSIS
The number one concern
was derelict buildings,
especially heritage
buildings.

The second biggest
concern was with scale
and the context that
buildings are placed in.

The third biggest concern
was cars, traffic, and
parking lots with almost
20% (18.8%) of comments
focused on the negative
impact of these three
things on the city.

There is also a concern
about unkept parks,
homelessness, and public
substance misuse.

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS

THEME - DERELICT BUILDINGS
○ Poorly maintained properties and areas of the community,

including road & sidewalk  maintenance, lighting, etc.

○ Abandoned houses and empty lots.

○ Unkempt buildings, poorly lit entrances and walkways, lack of
parks, lack of fountains, lack of benches, lack of trees, lack of
segregated cycling routes, lack of indoor pools for winter fitness,
no cohesiveness of neighbourhood design.

THEME - SCALE AND CONTEXT
○ The spaces in my community which concern me are the old

buildings which are being demolished by neglect instead of being
preserved. The vacant land in my community is a threat as
developers can buy them and erect ugly monstrosities which do
not contribute to a sense of place. We need development to
succeed but it must be done in a beautiful, respectful, traditional
design, local vernacular, quality way.

○ Ugly, cookie-cutter new houses/condos that pave over green
space to make ugly garages. Lack of affordable housing for low
income people. Expanding highways into neighbourhoods. Unsafe
routes for cyclists, pedestrians.

○ Huge developments on very narrow one way streets with small
front yard setbacks.

THEME - CARS, TRAFFIC, AND PARKING
○ Parking, surface parking, street parking, parking minimums, all

massive wastes of space and sources of hazard.

○ Loud, heavy traffic with noise and particle pollution. Tall buildings
that press up right against the sidewalk, which look over people on
the street - no room for public space or streetscape experience.

○ Overly large highway-like roads throughout the city, sprawling and
unwalkable suburbs, vast parking lots, failing transit systems and
spaces that serve as homeless makeshift homes for unhoused
people rather than supporting public transit operations, streets
covered with litter, areas of big-box stores.



QUESTION 9
Canadian
communities are
facing several
important issues.
Please review the
list and rank
those that you
think are most
important to
address now.

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1086 Responses

RESPONSE ANALYSIS
The top three issues were
tied for most important,
with the second three
almost equally tied.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

QUESTION 10
Do you support
the need for
better policies
to guide the
planning and
design of our
communities,
including the
benefits of an
architecture
policy for
Canada?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1088 Responses
644 Comments

COMMENT ANALYSIS
A significant number of
comments focused on the
importance of a policy for
smaller communities, and
for a policy to be
enforceable or have
measurable outcomes.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

PARTICIPANT COMMENTS
○ The way we plan and design our buildings and communities

impacts all aspects of our lives and is a key to solving many of the
key challenges we face in an integrated way.

○ So many communities do not have any knowledge or experience in
design or how design can better a community and people’s lives. A
national architectural policy would be a first step for many of these
communities in helping better their building environment and
improving the lives of their members.

○ Without a policy, there is no consistent way to address the planning
and design of our communities.



QUESTION 11
Where do
you live?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1089 Responses

RESPONSE ANALYSIS
Over 50% of respondents
were from Ontario, with
15% from British Columbia
and 6% from Quebec.
Combined the Prairie
provinces represent 17%,
with the Maritimes
representing 7%, and 1%
from the Northern
Territories.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

QUESTION 12
How would
you describe
where you live?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
1088 Responses

RESPONSE ANALYSIS
The majority of those who
chose “other” indicated
that they lived in suburban
areas or in small cities,
which was not offered as a
survey response option.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES

QUESTION 13
Are you
connected
to the
architectural
profession?

RESPONSE SUMMARY
913 Responses
317 Comments

COMMENT ANALYSIS
About 100 responses were
from practicing or retired
architects.

PARTICIPANT RESPONSES



TOWARDS AN ARCHITECTURE POLICY FOR CANADA 

Appendix 7.

Independent research on the 
development of architecture policies
Following is the research findings of an overview of architectural policies in Europe by Joao 
Bento, commissioned by Rise for Architecture.
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INTRODUCTION 

This report provides an overview of architectural policy developments in Europe, both at European 

and national/regional level, as well as of the policies' main institutional actors, tools, and impact. 

Since the beginning of the 1990s, a growing number of European countries have been developing 

national policies on architecture. Reflecting the wide diversity of cultures across the European 

Union (EU), some Member States have adopted comprehensive policies setting up a wide range 

of initiatives while others have approved national legislation addressed to clients and stakeholders 

or have created new cultural institutions. Despite their differences, all the approaches share the 

will to promote well-designed living environments. Sharing these concerns, the European 

institutions have also been developing policies and initiatives on architecture, encouraging the 

Member States to promote design quality as a way to achieve high-quality environments.  

This report is divided into two parts. The first part provides a summarized overview of the 

development of architectural policies both at European and national levels, its main actors, tools, 

and impact. The second part presents the information in more detail: Section 1 describes the pan-

European developments in policymaking for high-quality architecture and related policy networks; 

Section 2 explores the European panorama of state-level policies setting design aspirations 

across the continent, the main policy approaches and progress; Section 3 looks at the institutional 

actors responsible for policy implementation and the set of informal tools of urban design 

governance in use across Europe with examples; Section 4 discusses the impact of architectural 

policies on processes of urban design governance based on the findings of three case studies 

developed in a previous research. A list of references is provided at the end. 

This report is based on previous research reports on the topic, available sources of information 

and desk research. Due to time and resource constraints, it has not been possible to present a 

comprehensive review of all approaches and types of policy and informal tools used across 

Europe, which would only be possible by a dedicated European survey. Nevertheless, the report 

summarizes and describes the main policy trends and tools currently used with examples to 

illustrate the range of approaches found.   
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PART A: BRIEF OVERVIEW 

I. European policies 

The European architectural policy was launched at the beginning of the millennium and is based 

on two pillars: the European Union’s (EU) architectural policies and the European Commission’s 

(EC) architectural and design initiatives (EC, 2021b).  

 
2.1 – The two strands of the European architectural policy: EU policies  

plus pan-European policy; and EC initiatives (source: João Bento)  

In the first strand, the first policy with a holistic approach on architecture at European level was 

the EU Council Resolution on Architectural Quality in Urban and Rural Environments1 adopted in 

2001, which encouraged the Member States to ‘promote architectural quality by means of 

exemplary public buildings policies’. This was followed by the EU Council Conclusions on 

Architecture: Culture’s Contribution to Sustainable Development2 adopted in 2008, which calls on 

the Member States to make allowance for architecture in all relevant policies and to raise 

awareness of the ‘role of architecture in the creation of a high-quality living environment’. 

Several other European policy developments have followed since then, namely the Urban Agenda 

for the EU3 (2016) or the New Leipzig Charter4 (2020), all reinforcing the importance of high-

quality architecture and public spaces for the common good. Following these trends, the Ministers 

for Culture adopted a pan-European Declaration in the framework of the Davos Economic Forum 
in Switzerland, entitled Towards a High-quality Baukultur for Europe5 (2018), in which the German 

term baukultur (building culture) was introduced in the European policymaking (see Section 3.1).  

 
1 http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2001:073:0006:0007:EN:PDF 
2 http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2008:319:0013:0014:EN:PDF  
3 https://www.urban-agenda.eu/  
4 https://ectp-ceu.eu/the-new-leipzig-charter/  
5 https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/  

http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2001:073:0006:0007:EN:PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2008:319:0013:0014:EN:PDF
https://www.urban-agenda.eu/
https://ectp-ceu.eu/the-new-leipzig-charter/
https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/
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More recently, in 2021, the EU Council adopted a third policy, Council Conclusions on Culture, 

high-quality architecture and built environment as key elements of the New European Bauhaus 

initiative6, which reinforced the current momentum and the European commitment for promoting 

high-quality sustainable living environments. Among others, Member States are urged to:  

• follow best practices for conducting architecture, landscape and spatial planning competitions;  
• use available financing tools to facilitate the delivery of high-quality standards;  

• contribute to creating a holistic understanding and shared culture of high-quality architecture 

by raising further awareness, e.g., through formal and informal education from an early age; 
• enhance policy coherence and coordination for high-quality architecture and built environment; 

• set up advisory expert groups such as the “State and City Architect Teams” (EU, 2021).  

Although they have been adopted by the EU Council, the above-mentioned policies are 
considered as soft policies, as they are not binding on the Member States. An European survey 

on the impact of the EU policies concluded that “looking at the progression of national architectural 

policies in the European Union, and similarly to other public policies, a process of Europeanisation 
is underway (…) where the pan-European policies seem to be having an impact on encouraging 

Member States to promote architectural quality as a precondition for improving the quality of life 

of their citizens” (Bento 2012: 86).  

In the second strand, the EC initiatives on architecture have also started in 2001 with the launch 

of the EU Prize for Contemporary Architecture – Mies van der Rohe Award. Highlighting best 

practice and outstanding realized works, the prize is awarded biennially to acknowledge and 
reward quality architectural production in Europe7. To set the example, the EC adopted its own 

architecture policy in 2009, setting high-quality aspirations for all its facilities, which should be 

taken into account by all stakeholders when implementing the Commission's buildings policy. 

Within the European Plan for Culture 2019-22, the EC established a Working Group of Member 

States’ Experts focusing on ‘High-quality architecture and Built Environment for Everyone’, that 

would be the predecessor of a new European initiative, the ‘New European Bauhaus’. The report 

of the Working Group was published at the end of 2021 compiling prevalent trends and best 

practices and providing a set of six recommendations to promote high-quality places8.  

In 2020, in her first State of the Union Address, the President of the EC announced the creation 

of a surprisingly wide European initiative, the ‘New European Bauhaus (NEB)’, a cooperative 

cultural project, which proclaims architectural quality and design thinking among its guiding 

principles. NEB aims at transforming the European Green Deal policy and its Renovation Wave 

Strategy into a new cultural project connected to the built environment. Bringing ideas of 

 
6 https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-14534-2021-INIT/en/pdf  
7 https://www.miesarch.com/  
8 https://op.europa.eu/pt/publication-detail/-/publication/bd7cba7e-2680-11ec-bd8e-01aa75ed71a1/language-en  

https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-14534-2021-INIT/en/pdf
https://www.miesarch.com/
https://op.europa.eu/pt/publication-detail/-/publication/bd7cba7e-2680-11ec-bd8e-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
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sustainability and innovation, it calls on all Europeans and on Member States to “imagine and 

build together a sustainable and inclusive future that is beautiful for our eyes, minds, and souls”9. 

With this new European initiative, the EC places innovation and design quality as a political goal 

that aims to create a design movement that inspires the transformation of European cities and of 

the built environment based on three main principles: sustainability (environmental sustainability), 

aesthetics (quality of experience) and inclusion (affordability and accessibility) (Ibidem).  

 
2.2 – New European Bauhaus three core inseparable values (source: EC, 2021a)  

The NEB will be carried out in three phases, called "Co-Design" (2020-21), "Delivery" (2021-23) 

and "Dissemination" (2023-24). The first phase focused on co-designing the NEB project, where 

the EC conducted a broad participatory co-creation process. The latter included an European call 

for the NEB Prizes, now in its second year, which aims to recognize and celebrate existing 

beautiful, sustainable, and inclusive achievements10. The NEB has started its “Delivery” phase 

last November, which will build on and mobilise existing EU programmes to launch a first set of 

dedicated calls for proposals in 2021-2022 (EC, 2021a).  

With an allocated budget of €85 million, the NEB will fund a wide variety of projects which 

contribute towards achieving its aims spread across the continent. In order to support the NEB’s 

implementation, the EC established the NEB Community, a network of partners that includes NEB 

official partners; High-Level Round Table members; National Contact Points (one by each EU 

Member State); NEB prize winners and finalists; the beneficiaries of NEB calls; NEB’s friends and 

members of the EC. In addition to the above, the EC created the NEB Lab that pursues a 

community-building strategy to embrace concrete projects (Ibidem).  

Although it is still uncertain to foresee the extent of the impact of such high-level initiatives on 

architecture and design on the different practices at national, regional and local levels, the wide 

range of ongoing initiatives reveal a gradual but increasingly committed will to place design 

excellence at the centre of European urban governance (Carmona et al., 2023).  

 
9 https://europa.eu/new-european-bauhaus/index_en 
10 https://europa.eu/new-european-bauhaus/get-involved/2022-prizes_en  

https://europa.eu/new-european-bauhaus/index_en
https://europa.eu/new-european-bauhaus/get-involved/2022-prizes_en
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II. National policies 

In the last 30 years there has been a growing recognition of the importance of design quality for 

social and cultural development, wealth creation and economic well-being. To support this goal, 

many European countries and regions have been developing high-level architecture and urban 

design policies in order to promote design excellence and raise public awareness about the 

importance of high-quality built environment (Bento & Carmona, 2020). 

Most of these policy frameworks take a ‘strategic comprehensive policy’ approach in which the 

design of the built environment is seen as a transversal concern impacting across a wide range 

of sectoral remits as covered by different governmental departments. By addressing the design 

of the built environment in this holistic way, governments can set high aspirations for design 

quality – albeit aspirational rather than legally binding – in a manner in which the responsibility of 

all public authorities (and others) is made explicit (ibidem).  

Across Europe, with very few exceptions, this move to deal with design more comprehensively 

as a strategic (national) policy priority is being increasingly prioritised. As the benchmarking of 

neighbours leads to a convergence in practices, administrations that have never previously 

developed a comprehensive policy framework on architecture are now doing so (Ibid.).  

With a different approach, few European countries have adopted a national law on architecture. 

In all of them, the laws formalize the principle of public interest of architecture and, depending on 

the case, they may include norms to regulate the architect’s profession; the obligation that building 

projects are subscribed by architects; design quality principles; design competitions mandatory 

for public buildings, creation of advisory design boards, setting of design awards, etc. Other 

countries/regions have adopted policies but only within a sectoral policy scope (e.g., culture).  

Elsewhere in Europe, differences in political, legal, and administrative systems mean that 

variations in practice are still large, and without in-depth sustained studies, it is difficult to 

determine the superiority of one approach over others.  

Currently, 28 administrations in the EU have an official architectural policy at national/regional 

level, plus Iceland, Norway, and Switzerland. This number has been increasing since the 

beginning of the 1990s and is expected to continue to grow in the following years, which means 

that Europe will soon be largely covered by such high-level architecture policies.  

Looking at the progression of architectural policies across the EU, it is possible to observe that a 

process of Europeanization is underway. The spread of architectural policies, together with 

informal policy networks on the topic, has been influential in the adoption of policy guidance on 

architecture by the European institutions. In the opposite direction, the EU guidance calls on 

Member States to promote design quality as a way to achieve better places granting political 

legitimacy to the countries that are developing their first policies. 
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2.3 – European countries/regions with an official publication, memorandum, or policy (marked in 

blue), or planning to have one (marked in dashed), that outlines Government aspirations on 

architecture and built environment design (source: Bento & Carmona, 2020). 

Architectural policies are based on the broad notion of architecture, which encompasses not only 

buildings but also public spaces and all built elements that form human settlements. Although the 

conceptual bases of the policies have been evolving over the years - initially focused on 

architecture design and close surroundings and later expanded to the scale of the city and territory 

- the central core of the policies is in fact the built environment. Aiming for integration, the policies 

started to include other related concepts that could better convey the inter-disciplinary nature of 

built environment design, such as spatial design in the Netherlands, place in the UK or design 

environment in Sweden.  

With a similar approach, the Germanic countries have been promoting the notion of Baukultur, 

which can be broadly translated as ‘building culture’. The latter offers a broad set of guiding 

principles across a wide range of disciplinary fields and making the case for design quality by 

recognising the economic, social, environmental, and cultural value of a high-quality built 

environment.  

In conclusion, if the aim is to promote better designed environments and successful places, the 

main issue is not whether its name is comprehensive enough, but rather whether it has the 

capacity to build bridges and reach compromises between different design professionals and 

stakeholders to accomplish better outcomes. 
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III. Actors and tools  

Following the policy commitments, several European countries have been making very significant 

efforts to implement a strategic comprehensive approach to the governance of design. To do so, 

some administrations have established dedicated departments/divisions that are responsible for 

monitoring the implementation of action plans and for delivering initiatives/actions that promote 

design quality.  

Others have appointed a state architect team or established dedicated institutions (e.g., arm’s-

length organizations) to pursue the architectural policy goals and action plans, often delivered 

through a range of informal tools for the governance of urban design. As with any policy arena, 

this concern with urban quality will only be delivered if it is properly resourced and effectively 

implemented. The range of tools (informal and otherwise) developed and used in different 

jurisdictions offers some indication of this commitment. 

The recent European Urban Maestro project11 (2021) showed that an increasing number of 

administrations (national to local) are developing an increasingly diverse and sophisticated set of 

approaches to offer clear leadership in this domain. To do this, governments across Europe are 

taking advantage of the informal tools of urban design governance to assist in the delivery of a 

better designed built environment using the soft powers of the state to encourage and cajole 

development actors, but in a discretionary (non-obligatory) manner.  

The project Urban Maestro further revealed that informal urban design governance tools are being 

actively and extensively used across Europe, broadly serving two purposes: first, to develop a 

positive culture within which decision-making on design can occur, and second, to assist in the 

delivery of better-quality projects and places. The tools can be defined in two meta-categories: 

• Quality culture tools – analysis, information, persuasion  –  which seek to establish a 

positive decision-making environment in which a consensus is gradually built around the 

notion that a better designed built environment delivers place value and is worth striving for; 

• Quality delivery tools – rating, support, exploration  –  which steer those decision-making 

processes in a more focussed manner, helping to ensure that design quality is delivered on 

every intervention in the built environment (Carmona, 2021).   

Some tools have been widely used and adopted by almost every European administration (e.g., 

design awards), whilst others are far more sporadic (e.g., design indicators). Some are well 

established in particular places (e.g., design competitions) and may not seem particularly 

innovative in those locations. Elsewhere they are hardly known, and their adoption would 

represent a significant innovation (see Section 5.2).  

 

 
11 https://urbanmaestro.org/  

https://urbanmaestro.org/
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2.4 – Urban Maestro ‘typology of urban design governance tools’ (Source: Carmona, 2021) 

Nonetheless, informal tools should be seen as important means to complement the formal side 

of the design governance landscape, and greatly extend the means available to state actors to 

influence how the built environment is shaped (Ibidem).  

IV. Impact of policies 

One of the main outputs of architecture policies has been the development of a new range of 

informal tools for urban design governance that did not exist before the policies. These are mostly 

soft power tools that aim to shape the preferences of development actors - developers, regulators, 

designers, or clients - influencing their choices and decisions through persuasion rather than 

coercion. Therefore, improving the quality of places must be seen as a long-term goal, as it 

involves processes of cultural change, which are difficult to achieve in the short term, since they 

involve influencing the system of norms, beliefs, and values of different actors. As such, it is not 

possible to sift this sort of ‘fuzzy’ assessment by using quantitative inference or exhaustive 

mapping of the number of initiatives and actions generated by the policy process. 

Furthermore, design governance contexts across Europe are very diverse due to differences in 

legal and administrative systems, financial resources, cultural and social environments, etc. 

Although in some contexts a specific tool may be seen as an innovation, in others it will simply be 

impossible to use. In other words, the type of tools and initiatives adopted are the result of the 

specific context where they are being used, which means that contextual factors must be taken 

into account in any cross-national research comparison.  
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Based on the findings of a PhD Thesis (Bento, 2017) focused on three case studies (The 

Netherlands, Ireland, and Scotland), and despite the differences between them, the research 

concluded that strategic comprehensive architectural policies are having substantial impacts, 

promoting best practices, and fostering a placemaking culture. Although more in some areas than 

in others, their intensity varies according to the amount of resources available and to the diversity 

of initiatives on the ground in each specific case. 

The research concluded that architectural policies will only have a positive impact and enhance 

the role of the state if they are effectively implemented. Otherwise, high-level policy statement on 

the value of good design will remain simply as well-meaning aspirations and will not be able to 

play a role on processes of design governance in the absence of steady coordination and enough 

implementation resources. This means architecture policies need to have some policy budget, 

even if it is a small one, or they will be prevented from enforcing any initiatives and will therefore 

become an ineffective policy. 

One of the main limitations of the policies however is the difficulty in persuading the constellation 

of public managers and principals to give more priority to design quality, both horizontally and 

vertically, across different sectors and levels of the state. The hierarchical and complex structure 

of modern states makes it difficult to coordinate and ensure integration of the wide range of 

policies that affect the built environment. This can be done by creating interdepartmental platforms 

or dedicated departments that can build bridges and facilitate communication across public 

administration, which can take on a leading role and push for a design agenda. Nevertheless, as 

with all public policies, these ‘change agents’ need to have strong political support to effectively 

introduce change and stimulate better practices of procurement and development control. 

Despite the limitations, all the interviewees in the three case studies were supportive of a greater 

involvement of the state in processes of urban design governance. Nonetheless, the question of 

effectiveness will always be difficult to perceive as some effects are visible artifacts or products 

generated by the policies, while others are of a very diffuse nature and focus on influencing the 

design processes and the actors’ decision environment rather than on making tangible 

interventions at the scale of the project.  
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PART B: DETAILED OVERVIEW 

1. EUROPEAN ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES  

The present section describes the rise of pan-European policies for high-quality architecture, its 

main policy outputs, and architecture related initiatives. A first part looks at the development of 

European architecture policy documents and its main goals. A second part focuses on initiatives 

promoted by European institutions fostering high-quality architecture and the built environment. 

A third and last part addresses informal policy networks, non-governmental organizations and 

social entrepreneurs operating at European scale. 

1.1 European policy documents 

Historically, the first European policy relating to architecture was the Council Architects Directive 

(85/384/EEC) dating from 1985. However, its scope was restricted to the mutual recognition of 

diplomas and other formal qualifications in architecture, in order to guarantee the freedom of 

movement of architects within the EU and that architects from different Member States had the 

same level of skills and competencies (Meijer & Visscher, 2005). Only in 2001, would a first 

comprehensive policy on architecture quality be adopted at European level (see below). 

Council Resolution on Architecture Quality (2001) 

In 2001, the EU Council of the Ministries for Culture adopted their first comprehensive policy on 

architecture, entitled Council Resolution on architectural quality in urban and rural environments 

(2001/C 73/04). The adoption of the Resolution was the political recognition of the value of 
architecture to improve the daily life of European citizens and as ‘one of the components of 

cultural identity and a vector of social cohesion and citizenship’ (EU, 2001).  

The proclamation of the importance of architecture was an innovation which would strengthen the 
role of culture in the European policy development (MCC, 2002, p. 6), stating that architecture 

‘constitutes the heritage of tomorrow’. Due to its ‘high political status’, the Resolution reinforced 

the value of existing architectural policies and legitimise the development of the new architecture 

policies that were in the making across Europe (see next Section).  

Despite its informal nature, the Resolution advocated for the convergence of cultural policies, 

town and country planning and the environment in this same quest for the improvement of 
everyone's living conditions and for deeper citizen involvement (Ibidem). In particular, it instigated 

EU Member States to “promote architecture and urban design quality by actions of promotion, 

dissemination and awareness of architectural and urban culture” (Ibid). In addition, it encouraged 
Member States to promote design quality by means of exemplary public building policies that 

emphasize the responsibility of states in the construction of public buildings and programs and 

heighten the awareness of commissioning authorities (Ibid).  
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Council Conclusions on Architecture (2008) 

In December 2008, the EU Council of the Ministries for Culture adopted a second policy, entitled 

Council Conclusions on Architecture: Culture's Contribution to Sustainable Development (2008/C 

319/05). This second policy maintained the same ideas of the Resolution (2001) about a holistic 

vision of architecture but placed a new emphasis on the contribution of culture for sustainable 

development, in view of ‘its impact on the cultural dimension of towns and cities, as well as on the 

economy, social cohesion and the environment’ (EU, 2008). H 

The Conclusions text emphasised that architecture is an example of the cross-cutting nature of 

culture, being affected by a number of public policies and not just cultural policies. It argues that 

architectural policy could play an integrating and innovative role in implementing sustainable 

urban development by ‘encouraging high-quality architectural creation as an economic stimulus 

and tourist attraction for towns and cities, reconciling the sometimes-differing requirements of 

building and landscape conservation and contemporary creation’ (EU, 2008). To reach these 

aims, it called on the EU Member States to: 

▪ make allowance for architecture and its specific features in all relevant policies, especially in 

research, economic and social cohesion, sustainable development and education; 

▪ encourage innovation and experimentation in sustainable development in architecture, urban 

planning and landscaping, particularly within the framework of European policies or programs 

and when commissioning public works; 

▪ raise public awareness about the role of architecture in the creation of a high-quality living 

environment and encourage public involvement in sustainable urban development’ (Ibid). 

European Commission’s Architectural Policy (2009) 

In response to the Council Conclusions12 mentioned above, the European Commission (EC) 

adopted its own architectural policy, in 2009. The policy sets high-quality aspirations for all its 
facilities and renovation or new buildings, which should be considered by all stakeholders when 

implementing the Commission's buildings policy (EC, 2009). Despite the complexity of the 

concept of design quality and the problem of defining it, due to its subjective nature, the EC policy 
establishes a set of design principles to be considered by property market stakeholders when 

submitting building proposals to the EC. To do so, it establishes ten criteria for evaluating design 

quality that make known the Commission's wishes regarding architectural quality: 

1. Urban integration 

2. Accessibility and mobility 

3. Respect for the environment and energy efficiency  
4. Quality of construction and well-being 

 
12 Namely when it invites the EC to ‘ensure that architectural quality and the specific nature of architectural service are 
taken into consideration in all its policies, measures, and programmes’ (Ibid.). 
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5. Innovation 

6. Clarity of purpose and comprehensibility of buildings  
7. Aesthetic aspect and image  

8. Functionality, modularity, and flexibility  

9. Costs 

10. Cohesion  

The EC policy also defined the need for ‘properly defined programmes, correct monitoring of 

project processes and systematic use of the various mechanisms for organising competitions to 

obtain ideas’. Finally, it sets that architecture and urban design competitions should be organised 

for all major property development projects of the Commission (ibidem).  

Davos Declaration on Baukultur (2018) 

In 2018, in the framework of the Davos World Economic Forum (WEF), the Swiss Federal Office 

of Culture (FOC) invited the European Ministries for Culture to a two-day international conference 

on ‘how to achieve a high-quality building culture’ (baukultur), with the aim of fostering high-quality 

environments in Europe and of promoting the concept of baukultur beyond German-speaking 

countries. Baukultur is a German concept that includes all aspects of the built environment, such 

as the spatial, infrastructure, social and economic context of towns, cities, and cultural 

landscapes13. The conference culminated with the adoption by the European Ministries for Culture 

and other stakeholders (e.g., Architects’ Council of Europe) of the Davos Declaration, entitled, 

‘Towards a High-quality Baukultur for Europe’ (DAVOS, 2018). 

The Davos Declaration highlighted the central role of culture in the built environment and called 

for an integrated quality approach to the way people shape their surroundings. It calls on the 
introduction of better strategies that embrace the concept of building culture and incorporate the 

vision of a high design culture as a primary political goal14. The concept of building culture 

(Baukultur) was further discussed at European level at the European Conferences on 

Architectural Policies (ECAP), that will be referred further ahead.  

In 2021, as an output of a second international meeting on this topic held in Geneva, the FOC 

launched the Davos Baukultur Quality System, a tool aimed to better define the concept of 
baukultur, as well as to allow users to make assessments about the quality of places (Swiss 

Federal Office of Culture, 2021). The Davos Quality System presents eight criteria for 

encompassing the different dimensions of a quality baukultur 15. This quality rating tool was 
referred to by the new Council Conclusions on architecture (2021) and adopted by the OMC 

Expert Group on ‘High-quality Architecture and Built Environment for Everyone’ (see below).  

 
13 The German expression Baukultur is a broad concept that can be translated into English as Building Culture, which 
includes all the disciplines that intervene in the built environment, such as architecture, heritage, public space, landscape, 
infrastructure, urban planning, engineering, etc. 
14 For more information see: https://davosdeclaration2018.ch  
15 For more information see: https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/quality-system/  

https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/
https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/quality-system/
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3.1 - Davos Baukultur Quality System: eight 
criteria for a high-quality baukultur (image 

Swiss Federal Office of Culture, 2021) 

Council Conclusions on Culture: high-quality architecture and built environment (2021) 

Following an initiative of the Slovenian Presidency of the EU Council, the EU Ministers for Culture 

adopted a new and third European policy document on architecture in December 2021, entitled 

‘Council Conclusions on Culture, high-quality architecture and built environment as key elements 

of the New European Bauhaus initiative (2021/C 501 I/03)16.  

This new European policy reflects the momentum gained by high-quality architecture in the 

political agenda in recent years. Recalling the importance of ensuring that both the development 

of existing building stock and new buildings and spaces are of high quality, it underlies the central 

role of architects ‘in all phases of the development of high-quality architecture and living 

environment and can therefore contribute in a significant manner to the public interest (EU, 2021). 

Among others, it calls on the Member States to:  

• follow best practices for conducting architecture, landscape, and spatial planning 

competitions;  

• use available financing tools to facilitate the delivery of high-quality standards;  

• contribute to creating a holistic understanding and shared culture of high-quality architecture 

by raising further awareness, e.g., through formal and informal education from an early age; 

• enhance policy coherence and coordination for high-quality architecture and built environment; 

• set up advisory expert groups such as the “State and City Architect Teams” (EU, 2021).   

The Council Conclusions also calls on various policy-makers – at both local and EU level – to 

mainstream the New European Bauhaus (discussed below) and the circular economy principles 

and approaches in the national socio-economic and territorial development strategies, and to 

facilitate synergies between relevant policy areas and other processes. Nevertheless, the new 

policy - and all the previous ones - is considered a soft policy, adopted as guidelines that are not 

binding on EU Member States, unlike EU Directives or Regulations. 

 
16 For more information see: https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-14534-2021-INIT/en/pdf  

https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-14534-2021-INIT/en/pdf
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1.2 European initiatives on architecture 

Besides the policy documents, the European Commission has been promoting several initiatives 

to encourage design excellence and foster high-quality built environments. The best known is 

probably the EU Prize for Contemporary Architecture, which is funded by the European 

Commission (EC) and co-organized with the Fundació Mies van der Rohe since 2001. More 

recently, born from its Work Plan for Culture 2019-2022, the EC supported an European Expert 

Working Group on High-quality Architecture, whose report was recently published. Finally, in 

2020, the EC created the ‘New European Bauhaus’ initiative, which is currently being 

implemented. 

EU Prize for Contemporary architecture (2001-…) 

In early 2000, the EC lunched an international call for the creation of an EU prize for architecture 

and urban design. The winning proposal was the ‘Mies van der Rohe Award’, submitted by the 

Fundació Mies van der Rohe, from Barcelona17. Funded by the EC since then, it became one of 

the EU official prizes under the name: ‘European Union Prize for Contemporary Architecture – 

Mies van der Rohe Award’ (EU Mies Award). 

 

3.2 – Winner of the ‘EU Mies Award’ 2019’. Transformation of 530 homes – Grand Parc Bordeaux  
by Architects Lacaton & Vassal, Frédéric Druot and Christophe Hutin (© Philippe Ruault) 

The EU Mies Award is a biennial prize focused on high-quality architectural works built across 

Europe. It includes an Advisory Committee composed of 16 institutions from different countries, 

where all the major decisions are made, such as the jury composition, selection of experts and 

 
17 The Mies van de Rohe Award was created in 1987, one year after the reconstruction of the Pavilion with the same 
name by the Mayor of Barcelona and a European Commissioner. The first biennial edition was held in 1988 as the 'Mies 
van der Rohe Award for European Architecture'. 
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any necessary changes to improve its efficiency18. Furthermore, it includes the collaboration of 

the 45 member organizations of the Architects' Council of Europe (ACE), who submit national 

entries for each edition, together with a group of independent experts and the Advisor Committee.  

After receiving the submissions, the jury members of the EU Mies Award meet to evaluate all the 

submitted works and draw up a shortlist and subsequently choose the finalist. Before making their 

decisions on the winner, the jury members visit the finalist works, where they meet with those who 

use the spaces. Finally, an award ceremony is held. A catalogue and an international travelling 

exhibition are produced to present the nominated, shortlisted and awarded projects for each prize. 

All the works nominated are available for consultation on the EU Mies Award online database, 

which showcases exemplary projects developed across Europe19. 

OMC Expert group on ‘High-quality Architecture and Built Environment’ (2019) 

In 2018, the EC published its European Plan for Culture 2019-2220, which, among other initiatives, 

established the creation of an Open Method of Coordination (OMC) group of Member States’ 

Experts focusing on ‘High-quality architecture and Built Environment for Everyone’21. The Member 

States’ experts were designated to exchange best practices with respect to “multi-disciplinary and 

participatory governance models contributing to social inclusion and sustainable development”, 

putting focus on “architecture as a discipline that encompasses the right balance between cultural, 

social, economic, environmental and technical aspects for the common good” (EC, 2021b). 

Coordinated by the EC, the EU Expert Group started to meet in early 2020 and in September 

2021 a report entitled ‘Towards a shared culture of architecture. Investing in a high-quality living 

environment for everyone’ was published. The report emphasises how architectural quality and 

design thinking are key factors that can foster a positive change of the built environment across 

Europe. The main message is that quality architecture and spatial design should become part of 

the multidisciplinary response to social and policy demands (Ibidem). The final Report of the 

Expert Group made six key recommendations : 

• High-quality procedures and solutions become best-practice models: adopting best-practice 

principles as defined by the Davos quality criteria (see above) so that decision-making 

enhances and never reduces the quality of the built environment; 

 
18 The ‘European Union Prize for Contemporary Architecture – Mies van der Rohe Award’ Advisory Committee consists 
of: Architekturzentrum Wien, Vienna; Danish Architecture Centre, Copenhagen; DESSA Gallery, Ljubljana; German 
Architecture Museum, Frankfurt; Fundació Mies van der Rohe, Barcelona; Hungarian Contemporary Architecture Centre, 
Budapest; Institut français d’architecture, Paris; Museum of Architecture, Wroclaw; Museum of Estonian Architecture, 
Tallinn; Museum of Finnish Architecture, Helsinki; Museum of Architecture and Design, Ljubljana; National Museum of 
Art, Architecture and Design, Oslo; RIBA, London; The Berlage, Delft; and Triennale di Milano, Milan. 
19 For more information see: https://www.miesarch.com/  
20 For more info, see: Council Work Plan for Culture 2019-2022 
21 The OMC group included 39 experts from 23 EU Member States, plus Switzerland and Norway. 

https://www.miesarch.com/
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1597921978169&uri=CELEX:52018XG1221(01)
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• Everyone has access to knowledge about quality: democratising knowledge on place quality 

through education about the qualities and challenges relating to the built environment and 

spreading knowledge through awards and other initiatives; 

• Decision-makers subscribe to quality: enhancing skills and knowledge in administration so that 

all decisions on the design and use of space with long-term impact on the living environment 

benefit from the latest expertise and competences; 

• Co-creation with quality in mind: co-creation with quality in mind with regard to decisions on 

funding, location, design briefs, construction and so on, so that all people and organizations 

affected by decisions have an opportunity to contribute; 

• Consistent planning to achieve quality: injecting a quality dimension into planning across all 

departmental and administrative levels, from strategic planning decisions to architectural 

decisions relating to the life cycle, regeneration, and recycling of buildings; 

• Regulations, standards, and guidelines help to achieve quality: ensuring that all formal 

regulatory, public procurement and related funding mechanisms fully reflect quality principles 

both in their preparation and throughout their subsequent use. 

EC New European Bauhaus (2020-2024) 

In 2020, in her State of the Union address, the European Commissioner, Ursula von der Leyen, 

announced the creation of a ‘New European Bauhaus (NEB)’, a cooperative cultural project, which 

proclaims architectural quality and design thinking among its guiding principles. NEB aims at 

transforming the European Green Deal policy and its Renovation Wave Strategy - mainly focused 

on improving the energy performance of buildings - into a new cultural project connected to the 

built environment22. Bringing ideas of sustainability, innovation, and inclusion, it calls on all 

Europeans and EU Member States to “imagine and build together a sustainable and inclusive 

future that is beautiful for our eyes, minds, and souls” (EC, 2021a). 

With this surprising initiative, the EC places design quality as a political goal that aims to create a 

design movement that inspires the transformation of European cities and of the built environment 

based in three main principles: sustainability (environmental sustainability), aesthetics (quality of 

experience) and inclusion (affordability and accessibility) (Ibidem)23. This creative and 

interdisciplinary endeavour aims to go beyond the strict technological and economical dimensions 

of the projects in order to accelerate the green transition in the different sectors of the European 

economy and to promote wellbeing for society at large. 

In practical terms, according to the EC website, the NEB will be, at the same time: a forum for 

discussion; a space for art, culture, and technology; an experimentation laboratory; an accelerator 

for new solutions; a “hub” for global networks of experts, among others. The initiative is supported 
 

22 Within the scope of its “Renovation Wave Strategy” (2020), the European Commission intends to double the rate of 
renovation of buildings in the next ten years and to ensure that renovations lead to greater efficiency in the use of energy. 
23 For more information see: https://europa.eu/new-european-bauhaus/index_en  

https://europa.eu/new-european-bauhaus/index_en
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by an advisory board of external experts, which includes scientists, architects, designers, artists, 

engineers, and other elements of civil society.  The NEB will be developed in three phases, called 

"Co-Design" (2020-21), "Delivery" (2021-23) and "Dissemination" (2023-24). 

The first phase focused on co-designing how the NEB project would take place and which new 

ideas would shape it. In this context, the EC conducted a broad participatory co-creation process, 
with the aim of launching public tenders ("Calls") for proposals in relevant programs in the next 

Multiannual Financial Framework. This included a European call for the NEB Prizes to recognize 

and celebrate existing beautiful, sustainable, and inclusive achievements. 

Since last September, NEB started its “Delivery” phase, which will build on and mobilise existing 

EU programmes to launch a first set of dedicated calls for proposals in 2021-2022 (EC, 2021a). 

With a dedicated budget of €85 million, NEB will fund a wide range of contributory projects spread 
across Europe to achieve its aims. In order to support NEB’s implementation, the EC established 

the NEB Community, a network of partners that includes NEB official partners; High-Level Round 

Table members; National Contact Points (one by each EU Member State); NEB prize winners 
and finalists; the beneficiaries of NEB calls (which are a combination of several EU financing 

instruments); NEB’s friends and members of the EC.  

Besides the above, the EC has created the NEB Lab that pursues a community-building strategy 
to embrace concrete projects. These projects should have sustainability concerns, combined with 

art and culture, each adapted to local conditions and with a specific focus, such as, for example, 

the use of natural building materials, energy efficiency, demography, oriented mobility for the 
future or resource-efficient digital innovation, etc. Whether backed by EU funding or by other 

initiatives, the purpose is to bring them together for mutual support and learning24 (EC, 2021a).  

A wide diversity of open calls have been launched to support innovative initiatives that may deliver 
and spread the NEB aims and principles across Europe. For example, an open call on ‘Co-

creation of public space through citizen engagement’, that provides financial support for citizens, 

cities, and towns to implement local projects; or an open call for technical assistance to small and 
medium-sized municipalities, which will benefit from tailored support on the ground provided by 

interdisciplinary experts (methodological, technical, regulatory, financial, and socio-economic 

expertise). Adding to this, the EC is promoting a NEB Festival, which will take place over three 
days in June 2022. To foster wider engagement, the NEB Festival includes three calls for 

expressions of interest for organizing side events, project exhibitions and/or artistic activities25.  

Finally, throughout 2023, the ‘Dissemination’ phase of the Bauhaus projects and networks will 

take place across Europe. The creation of platforms and creative spaces as well as of a 

knowledge hub where interested partners and citizens can get involved have been announced. 

 
24 As an example, the project ‘New European Bauhaus goes South’ connects six south European counties which join 
forces to improve education through architecture. For more info: https://www.up.pt/neb-goes-south/  
25 For more information: https://new-european-bauhaus-festival.eu   

https://www.up.pt/neb-goes-south/
https://new-european-bauhaus-festival.eu/
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1.3 European policy networks and related initiatives 

Like other public policy arenas, architectural policies and initiatives are informed and developed 

within a community of experts and policy networks, involving governmental, NGOs and private 

actors. The present section looks at the different European architectural policy networks that have 

been set up across the continent, some more formal than others, as well as at some European 

design competitions and awards, which are raising the profile of design quality at international 

level facilitating the Europeanization process of architecture as public policy. 

European Conferences on Architectural Policies (ECAP) 

The first international meeting on architecture policies was held in Rotterdam, in 1997. Held under 

the Dutch Presidency of the EU Council, the event had the particular feature of gathering 

governmental agencies, cultural institutions, and professional bodies across Europe. Based on 

this first encounter, a second meeting took place during the Finnish presidency of the EU Council, 

in 1999, with the objective of creating a network organization at European level likely to lead to 

the creation of the European Forum for Architectural Policies (EFAP).  

Since then, the EFAP network meets every six months under the country that holds the EU 

presidency. As a result of its activities, the EFAP regularly issues policy declarations, conclusions 

texts, and less often, policy manifests on design-related issues. The EFAP network allowed for 

policy exchange among Member States and led to the publication of a ‘Survey on Architectural 

Policies in Europe’, in 201226, which concluded that the European policies were having a positive 

impact in the adoption of national architecture policies across the continent (Bento, 2012).  

In 2013, the EFAP meeting under the Irish Presidency of the EU Council took stock of the 

implementation of the Council Conclusions on Architecture (2008) and summarized the results in 

their report (EFAP, 2013). It pointed out two key issues as being central to the future development 

of architectural policies across Europe, which had also emerged from the EFAP survey: 

1. Public awareness and political commitment are vital for the successful fostering of good 

design and spatial quality. There is an urgent need to take the interest of architecture beyond 

the sphere of the profession. It is also a challenge for NGOs and policymakers to act jointly 

and create demand for a well-designed living environment by all EU citizens. 

2. Research and design initiatives should be strengthened and supported via eligible funding. 

An international non-profit association, based in Brussels, was established to support the EFAP 

network activities. However, due to financial constraints, this association was formally dissolved 

in 2016. Nevertheless, an informal policy network still exists, and the meetings continue to be 

held, now under the title: European Conferences on Architectural Policies (ECAP). 

 
26 For more information: http://www.efap-fepa.org/  

http://www.efap-fepa.org/
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The latest ECAP meeting was held in October 2021 in a three-day cross border event in Graz 

(Austria) and Maribor (Slovenia), gathering around 300 people from 22 European countries, under 

the topic: “Building Europe. Towards a Culture of High-Quality Architecture and Built 

Environment”. The next ECAP event is scheduled for October 2022, in Prague, Czech Republic.  

 

3.3 – ECAP meeting held in Graz (Austria) and Maribor (Slovenia), October 2021 (© HBO) 

EU Meetings of Directors of Architecture (2017-…) 

In 2017, as a follow-up of the EFAP meetings, the French Ministry for Culture promoted a first 

European Meeting of Directors of Architecture from the EU Member States to exchange views on 

the developments and initiatives of architecture policies. This meeting gathered only public 

officials and representatives of governmental departments responsible for architecture and was 

repeated in Vienna (2018), Geneva (2019), Brussels (2020), Maribor (2021) and Paris (2022). 

Architects’ Council of Europe  

The Architects’ Council of Europe (ACE) is composed of 43 Member Organizations from 31 

European countries: the national regulatory and professional representative bodies of architecture 

in the EU Member States, Serbia, Switzerland, and Norway27. ACE receives financial support 

from the EC Creative Europe Program as a European Network for Architecture activities (2022-

2024), which aims to reinforce the profession’s capacity to face current and forthcoming 

challenges: cross-border and transnational mobility, increased competition from outside the EU, 

adaptation to digital technologies, acquisition of new skills and competences.  

Europan competition 

Europan is a biennial competition of ideas open to young professionals under 40 years of age 

with a university degree in architecture, urban design, and related fields, recognised by the EU 

Directive 2005/36/EC on the recognition of professional qualifications. It was first set up in 1988 

 
27 For more info: https://www.ace-cae.eu/  

https://www.ace-cae.eu/
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and reached its 15th edition in 2019, each with its own, different overarching theme. Europan is 

organised by a federation with the same name, consisting of national structures in participating 

countries and aided by cross-national scientific and technical committees28. 

 

3.4 – Winner of the Europan 15 in Uddevalla, Jälla (Sweden) (© s2studio) 

The Europan competition is simultaneously launched for all the sites in different European cities, 

with identical rules and judging methods for all. After completing their registration on the European 

website, competitors are free to choose any of the available sites to obtain more information and 

digitally submit a proposal. A national jury of experts preselects the most innovative projects per 

site. A central Scientific Council then compares and analyses these projects at European level 

and organises forums for debate between the site representatives and the jury members. National 

juries have the final say in decisions. The Europan organisers further assist the winning teams in 

obtaining commissions for the projects that are to be implemented (following the suitable revision 

processes) by bringing together the designers, city representatives, and juries. 

Placemaking Europe 

Following a similar initiative that emerged in the USA, Placemaking Europe is a non-profit network 

for placemaking in Europe that connects practitioners, academics, community leaders, market 

actors and policy makers throughout Europe in the field of placemaking, public space, social life, 

human scale, and the city at eye level. The aim of the network is to empower European 

communities to use Placemaking strategies in their built environment. The leaders and members 

of the network share best practices, publications, and tools. The best-known activity is the 

´Placemaking Week’, an annual event lasting several days held in a European city29. 

 
28 For more info: https://www.europan-europe.eu/ 
29 For more info: https://placemaking-europe.eu/  

https://placemaking-europe.eu/
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European Prize for Urban Public Space  

The European Prize for Urban Public Space is a biennial award established in 2000 to recognise 

the best works transforming the public space in Europe. The Prize upholds an open, compact city 

of universal access, guaranteeing harmonious coexistence of citizens, mixed uses, sustainable 

mobility, preserving the historical memory of places, and favouring the participation of citizens in 

the design of its shared spaces. The prize is organised by the CCCB (Centre de Cultura 

Contemporània de Barcelona), in collaboration with five other European institutions30. 

Aside from its partners, the prize is also supported by a team of experts consisting of public space 

specialists from around Europe, which guarantees a broad geographic scope and ensures the 

quality of the works eligible for the prize. Entries are open to works that have created, recovered, 

or improved public space and were carried out in the two years following the previous edition. The 

Prize is jointly presented to the authors (e.g., designers) of the projects and to the city, branch of 

public authority or other institution that sponsored/promoted it. 

 

3.5 – Joint prize winner 2014. Marseille Vieux Port (© Foster and Partners) 

While the prize does not rule out large-scale interventions, it encourages particularly smaller, 

more low-key, and targeted works that nevertheless play a large role in improving the life of local 

citizens, with the prize’s distinctive European focus being another key element. However, mostly 

by explicitly recognising both the designer(s) and the responsible local authority, the prize moves 

away from a purely design-based view towards the importance of effective partnerships and, 

indirectly, of the underlying governance processes that are essential to developing and creating 

successful places31.  

 
30 The Architecture Foundation (London), the Architekturzentrum Wien (Vienna), the Cité de l’Architecture et du Patrimoine 
(Paris), the Deutsches Architekturmuseum (Frankfurt) and the Museum of Architecture and Design (Ljubljana). 
31 For more info: https://www.publicspace.org/en//the-prize  

https://www.publicspace.org/en/the-prize


ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES IN EUROPE: AN OVERVIEW 25 

2. NATIONAL ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES  

Since the early 1990s, several European countries began to adopt national policies on 

architecture and urban design. This innovation was followed by several others and today almost 

all the EU Members States have some form of high policy statement on architecture. In this 

context, this Section is four-folded. A first part examines the emergence of architectural policies 

and its developments, namely between 1991 and 2001. A second part summarizes the results of 

two European surveys that confirmed the spread of architectural policies across the continent. A 

third part looks at the different policies approaches and its main features. Finally, the fourth and 

last part examines the progression of policies and those that are still in the making. 

2.1 The rise of governmental policies on architecture 

In the European panorama, France was the first country to adopt a national policy on architecture 

with the parliamentary approval of the Architecture Law, in 1977. The French Law placed 

architectural promotion at the head of cultural policy by proclaiming architecture as an expression 

of culture and a matter of public interest (Champy, 2001). The Law organised the profession of 

architects and established a new intervention framework as well as the basis for the Councils for 

Architecture, Urbanism, and the Environment (see next part). However, probably due to its 

legislative nature, the French model was not followed by any other European country. 

It was not until 1991 that the Dutch government, despite a long tradition in land-use planning and 

urban design32, adopted a ground-breaking policy at national level that set high aspirations on 

architecture and urban design, entitled 'Space for Architecture'. Signed by two ministries, the 

Dutch initiative was a pioneering policy by adopting a comprehensive approach on architecture 

and urban design aiming to raise the design quality of public buildings and the built environment 

bridging culture and building policy (Netherlands, 1991).  

Following a strategic policy approach, the Dutch architecture policy established two main 

objectives: to promote good practices among public authorities and to create a favourable climate 

for architecture and urban design (Dings, 2009, p. 133). The former intended to set the example 

for society at large and for development actors in particular by developing high-quality public 

buildings and urban projects (Netherlands, 1991, p. 13), whereas the latter intended to improve 

the architectural climate and promote a culture of design. For this purpose, a set of design 

institutions and a wide range of measures was put in place, supported by an inter-ministerial 

financial envelope of several millions of Euros for a four-year period (Bento, 2017). 

As with most innovations, this pioneering policy did not start from scratch. Ten years prior, a 

bottom-up movement of local initiatives started to develop, giving impetus to an overall 

 
32 For a historical overview see: Dings (2009), ‘Historic perspective 1900-2010’, in ‘Design and politics’, edit by Henk Ovink 
& Elien Wierenga, O10 publishers. Rotterdam. 
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improvement of the architectural climate in the Netherlands (Ibidem). At the same time, debates 

were being held regarding the location of the new Netherlands Architecture Institute (NAi)33 

(Ulzen, 2007, p. 171). Officially established in 1988, the NAi was the result of a merger between 

three existing architectural bodies that used to work in parallel to promote architectural initiatives 

with different publics and decided to merge to share resources and infrastructures (4.2)34.  

 

 4.1 – The new building of the Netherlands Architecture Institute (NAI), opened in 1993  

This architectural grassroots movement that occurred throughout the 1980s was also a reflection 

of the dissatisfaction with the quality of buildings and urban spaces developed in the preceding 

decades. A huge amount of low-quality housing had been developed during the 1970s, influenced 

by post-war housing models in which design was not valued by the market (Figueiredo, 2010b). 

This discontent reinforced the idea that design quality needed to be promoted, both socially and 

in market terms. Another important factor was the national restructuring of the Dutch cultural 

policy at the end of the 1980s, which led the then Minister for Culture and the Minister for Housing, 

Planning and Environment to work together on a joint architectural policy, adopted in 199135.  

Since then, the Dutch government has renewed its architectural policy every four years to approve 

its multi-year policy budget, introducing new themes and updating its action plan. Its second 

policy, entitled ‘Architecture of Space’, was adopted in 1996, widely expanding its policy scope, 

introducing the broader concept of ‘spatial design’ and focusing on the goal of promoting ‘spatial 

quality’ cross-cutting different disciplinary areas, such as architecture, urban planning, landscape 

and infrastructural design (Netherlands, 1996). One of its measures was to organize a European 

meeting on architecture policies, which was held one year later in Rotterdam under the Dutch EU 

Presidency and would lead to the EFAP network (see previous Section).  

 
33 After a design competition and construction, the new building of the NAI would open its doors in 1993. 
34 Architecture Museum Foundation, Netherlands Centre for Architecture Documentation and Foundation “Housing/Living” 
(Stichting Wonen) (Figueiredo, 2010a). 
35 In 1989, Hedy d’Ancona (Minister of Culture) and J.G.M. Alders (Minister for Housing, Planning and Environment) 
followed up the idea of developing a joint Architectural policy that could politically frame ‘The Netherlands Architecture 
Institute’ (NAi) and bring building and culture policy closer by establishing a policy platform between the two ministries. 
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Following the Dutch example, several other European countries started to develop their own 

national architecture policy, namely Ireland (1996), Finland (1996), Sweden (1998), England 

(1999), Flanders (1999) and Scotland (2000). In Ireland, the idea of developing a policy originated 

from an conference held in Amsterdam in 1992, where board members of the Royal Institute of 

Architects first took note of the new Dutch policy. Back home, a small team was set up to persuade 

the Irish government to adopt an architecture policy (Bento, 2017, p. 173). In 1996, a consultation 

document was finally published that resulted in the adoption of a national policy on architecture, 

which recognized the importance of design quality for the Irish citizens (Ireland, 1996, p. 69)36.  

In Finland, also inspired by the Dutch policy, the policy process began with the appointment of a 

committee to prepare the first Finnish architectural policy in 1996. After an extensive round of 

comments on a draft version, the policy was officially adopted by the Council of Ministers in 1998. 

At the time, the Finnish policy was considered a reference document – being translated in several 

languages – because of its focus on young generations and on the importance of education for 

the creation of cultural values for the Finnish society (Finland, 1998). In a different approach, the 

Swedish parliament approved a Bill on architecture, entitled ‘Forms for the Future - An action plan 

for Architecture and Design’, in 1998 (see next section). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4.2 – Finnish Architectural policy (1998) 

In England, following the work of the Urban Task Force, chaired by Richard Rogers, to devise a 

strategy to promote the urban revival of English cities and its concluding report ‘Towards an Urban 

Renaissance’ (UTF, 1999), the government decided to set up the Commission for Architecture 

and the Built Environment (CABE) in 1999, a new arm’s length organization dedicated to 

championing, promoting, and advocating for design quality across government and beyond.  

In 1999, inspired by the Dutch Chief Government Architect, the Flemish government (Belgium) 

decided to appoint a State Architect (Bouwmeester) as an independent expert to support public 

clients and champion design quality across regional and local governments, operating in 

conjunction with the Architecture Institute of Flanders (Bento, 2021)37.  

 
36 It was not until 2000 that an interdepartmental working group was established to define policy proposals and actions 
and, in 2002, Ireland’s new policy on architecture was adopted under the title of Action on Architecture 2002-2005. 
37 For more information see: https://www.vlaamsbouwmeester.be/  

https://www.vlaamsbouwmeester.be/
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Finally, the development of the Scottish policy started in 1997 with the devolution process, where 

the first Government Programme included the specific initiative: “to develop the first ever national 

policy on architecture’ (Scotland, 1999)38. In 1999, four months after the Scottish elections, the 

new Executive published a framework document for public consultation (Scotland, 1999). Under 

the coordination of the Chief Architect's Office, a series of public meetings was held across 

Scotland leading to the approval of the first Scottish architecture policy, in 2001.  

Looking at the ten-year period since the first Dutch policy (1991), it is possible to note that the 

first two Dutch policies were highly influential in inspiring other European countries to develop 

their own national/regional architectural policies. The emergence of architecture as a new policy 

domain would pass from a national to a supranational concern with the holding of European 

meetings on the topic that led to the adoption of the EU Council Resolution on Architectural 

Quality in 2001 (see previous Section).  

2.2 The dissemination of architecture policies across Europe 

After the first wave of architectural policies and the adoption of the EU Councill Resolution in 

2001, the number of EU Member States with national policies increased significantly. In the ten 

years between 2000 and 2010, Estonia (2002), Wales (2002), Luxembourg (2004), Lithuania 

(2005), Northern Ireland (2006), Denmark (2007), Norway (2009) and Latvia (2009) all adopted a 

policy. Following these trends, the EU Council adopted a second policy, the EU Council 

Conclusion on Architecture in 2008, that was referred to previously. 

To take stock of the impact of the two pan-European policies on the progress of national/regional 

policies, the EFAP promoted a Survey on Architectural Policies in Europe, in 201139. At the time 

of the survey, 18 administrations (including Iceland and Norway) had an official document on 

architectural policy, while 14 additional administrations were at different stages in producing one 

or were actively considering producing one. Analysing the different policy documents, the survey 

also identified different policy approaches that will be discussed in the next section.  

The survey concluded that, “Looking at the progression of national architectural policies in the 

EU, like other public policies a process of Europeanization is occurring, where, through 

benchmarking, each country learns from the other and makes possible for greater convergence 

between the policies. Nevertheless, the nature and content of the policies cannot be divorced 

from the constitutional, administrative, and political framework in which the policy was developed”. 

As such, the European resolutions seemed to be having an impact on encouraging states to 

promote design quality for improving their citizens quality of life (Bento 2012: 86).  

 
38 The idea of a design policy in Scotland was in part influenced by several major events: the new Parliament building; the 
Glasgow year of architecture and the establishment of a national centre for architecture and design, The Lighthouse. 
39 The survey was published in book format with the support of the Swedish Museum of Architecture in 2012.   
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In the years that followed, several others European countries and regions also adopted their own 

architectural policies, namely: Croatia (2013), Hungary (2015), Czech Republic (2015), Portugal 

(2015), Austria (2017) and Catalonia (2017). In addition, several countries and regions that 

already had a policy in this domain, reviewed and adopted second or third generation policy 

documents (Denmark, Ireland, France, Lithuania, The Netherlands, Scotland, Sweden). 

In 2019, a similar European Survey on Informal design governance tools was conducted under 

the Urban Maestro (UM) research project, that also covered high policies on architecture and built 

environment design (Bento & Carmona, 2020)40. The UM Survey confirmed the continuing spread 

and consolidation of architectural policies across Europe, identifying 28 administrations with an 

architectural policy while 6 referred that they were planning to develop one. The Survey concluded 

that the recent additions and those soon to be delivered meant that Europe is largely covered by 

such high-level architecture policies (4.3).  

 

4.3 – European countries/regions with an official publication, memorandum, or policy (marked in 

blue), or planning to have one (marked in dashed), that outlines Government aspirations on 

architecture and built environment design (updated from: Bento & Carmona, 2020). 

 
40 See Survey report at: https://urbanmaestro.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/um_survey-report.pdf  

https://urbanmaestro.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/um_survey-report.pdf
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2.3 Policy approaches 

After analysing and comparing the policy documents collected, the UM Survey divided the 

documents into three types, according to the nature of the documents (comprehensive, sectoral 

and institution-specific), which deliberately excluded policies in form of legislation because the 

study was focused on informal policies and tools. For the present report, to provide a more holistic 

panorama of architectural polices in Europe, merging the information collected by the EFAP 

survey and the UM Survey complemented by desktop research, the national/regional architectural 

policy documents can be classified in four main types: 

a. Legislation (France, Lithuania, Catalonia, Sweden); 

b. Strategic comprehensive policy (Austria; Croatia; Czech Republic; Denmark; Estonia; 
Finland; France; Hungary; Ireland; Latvia; Luxembourg; The Netherlands; Poland; Portugal; 
Slovenia; Switzerland, Scotland / UK; Northern Ireland  / UK; Iceland and Norway); 

c. Sectoral policy (Cyprus; Malta; England / UK; Wales / UK; Wallonia/BE); 

d. Institution-specific (Brussels-Capital/BE, Flanders/BE, Wallonia/BE, Poland). 

The first type includes architectural policy documents of a legislative nature, which have a binding 

force and impose a set of principles on government and public administration. In all of these, the 

policies formalize the principle of public interest of architecture and, depending on the case, they 

may include norms to regulate the architect’s profession; obligation for the building projects to be 

subscribed by architects; design quality principles; design competitions mandatory for public 

buildings, creation of advisory design boards, setting design awards, etc (see below). 

The second type includes architectural policies of a strategic nature with a comprehensive scope 

that were adopted by the majority of countries with a formal policy on architecture, crossing a 

wide range of departments and involving a wide range of public and private actors in its 

implementation. Although this type of policies does not have binding force they establish high 

policy statements on design quality, define several objectives and establish a wide set of policy 

initiatives aimed at fostering spatial quality by improving the processes of design governance.  

The third type includes policies with a sectoral approach that consists of official documents 

outlining governmental policy on architecture and urban design with a sectoral dimension (e.g., 

cultural, or urban planning). Finally, the fourth and last type includes policy documents that only 

cover the institution that developed them (e.g., chief government architect, arm’s length 

organization, or architecture museum).  

The distribution of European countries/regions in the four types mentioned above is based on 

their main policy approach. This means that most countries have adopted only one of the 

approaches, while others such as France, Lithuania or Ireland have gone for a mix of two or more 

types (see below).  
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Legislation 

Only four states in Europe have adopted a national law on architecture. Due to its specificities, 

this section looks into each and identifies their main legislative features..  

France 

As mentioned earlier, France was the first European country to adopt a national policy on 

architecture with the approval of the Architectural Law in 1977. Besides proclaiming the public 

interest of Architecture, it established a new intervention framework and the modes to practice it. 

Although the architect’s title was already protected by the creation of the Order of Architects in 

1940, the intervention of the architect was not mandatory and the use of architectural services by 

clients and promoters was very limited (Brandão, 2004). The new Law made it mandatory for the 

architectural project to be signed by an architect for all building permits, with the exception of 

minor works and small buildings (with less than 170 square meters). 

In addition, the French Law also set the different ways to practise the profession, according to 

which only registered architects can use the Title. The Law also obliges architectural societies to 

register in order to engage in the activities required by the profession. Additionally, it defines the 

organizational structure of the Order of Architects, responsible for the registration and the 

protection of the Title. Moreover, the Law established a Code of professional conduct and a 

chamber of discipline.  

Finally, the 1977 Law established the basis for the Councils of Architecture, Urbanism, and the 

Environment (CAUE), that are non-profit organizations that provide design advice, develop 

didactic materials/publications, and promote public awareness and participation in the field of 

architecture, urban planning, and the environment. Operating at departmental level, the CAUE 

offer free design advice to local citizens and public officials, among other tasks, which indirectly 

contributes to the quality of the built environment. Currently, there are 93 CAUEs spread across 

all French departments41.  

Besides the above, the 1977 Law led to the creation of several institutions. Two of them play an 

important role in the French design governance system: the Inter-Ministry Mission for Quality in 

Public Construction (MIQCP) and the Institut Français d'Architecture (IFA). The MIQCP is a 

government architectural agency responsible for raising the general standard of all public 

architecture through the education and training of those who commission buildings. Another 

output of the Law was the creation of the IFA, in 1980, which is responsible for the dissemination 

of architectural knowledge to the wider public. In 2004, IFA merged with two other entities creating 

a new enlarged architectural centre: the Cité de l’Architecture et du Patrimoine42.  

 
41 In French, Conseils d’Architecture, d’Urbanisme et Environment. For more info see: http://www.fncaue.com/  
42 For more info see: https://www.citedelarchitecture.fr/fr  

http://www.fncaue.com/
https://www.citedelarchitecture.fr/fr
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A second legislative policy with a strong impact on the design quality of public buildings in France 

was the MOP Act (the acronym MOP comes from the French expression ‘Maitrise d'Ouvrage 

Public’), published in 1985, which establishes the relations between public clients and private 

project consultants. Besides establishing public client responsibilities, the MOP Law established 

the extent of the mission of project consultants, which includes all preliminary studies, the different 

design phases during construction works (France, 1985). The MOP law defined that all 

architectural missions assigned by public bodies had to be complete assignments (Brandão, 

2004). The MOP law applied to all contracts signed with public clients for carrying out new 

buildings, rehabilitation, or reuse works (Biau, 2002a).  

A major innovation in the French Public procurement, besides the full architectural assignment, 

was the obligation to conduct architectural design competitions (Punter, 1999). In fact, design 

competitions have become mandatory for all new public buildings above a predefined threshold 

since 1980. Because of this rule, design competitions have spread out all over the country, and 

more than 1000 competitions are held each year, promoted by the national government 

department to the smallest municipality (Biau, 2002a). As mentioned above, the implementation 

of French public design competitions is overseen by MIQCP.  

More recently, the French Government decided to develop a national comprehensive policy on 

architecture, which was formally adopted in 2015, establishing a strategic plan for architecture 

and setting several goals, complementing the Law, which is still in force (see next section). 

Sweden 

As referred earlier, the Swedish parliament approved a Bill on architecture, entitled Forms for the 

Future - An action plan for Architecture and Design, in 1998. The Act puts forward a number of 

goals to improve the quality of architecture and introduces aesthetic clauses in the planning and 

building act, Roads and Highways Act and the Railway Construction Act. One of the instruments 

predicted in the Swedish Act is that all state agencies involved in the construction and 

maintenance of buildings have to develop and report their own measures to improve quality of 

the built environment in their respective fields of responsibility (Sweden, 1998). 

The approval of the Swedish architecture policy coincided with the opening of the new building of 

the Swedish Museum on Architecture, which was founded in the 1950s. In 2009, the government 

decided to broaden its scope to include other fields of spatial design, such as urbanism, 

architecture, landscape design, product design and digital media. In 2013, the government 

changed its name to ‘Swedish Centre for Architecture and Design’ (ArkDes), with the mission of 

promoting the value of architecture and design to improve citizens’ quality of life to positively raise 

design quality in Sweden by fostering a culture of design. This is done through exhibitions, events 

and debates, educational programmes, collection, and library, etc43.  

 
43 For more info: https://arkdes.se/  

https://arkdes.se/
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In 2017, almost twenty years later, the Council of Ministers adopted a new Bill for architecture 

and design, entitled “Policy for Designed Living Environment”. Although adopted in the form of 

legislation, the Swedish policy tends to be very similar to a comprehensive architecture policy, 

focused on improving the quality of the built and non-built environment by promoting a culture of 

design excellence (Sweden, 2018). The new bill takes an integrated approach of the notion of 

architecture perceived as ’designed living environment’, including architecture, form, design, art, 

and cultural heritage. It sets high ambitions and promotes the value of design quality “to create a 

sustainable, equitable and less segregated society with carefully designed living environments” 

(ibidem). The following six objectives were established:  

• sustainability and quality are not made subservient to short-term financial considerations; 

• knowledge in the fields of architecture and design is developed and disseminated; 

• the public sector acts as a role model; 

• aesthetic, artistic, and cultural assets are preserved and developed; 

• environments are designed to be accessible for all; and 

• cooperation and collaboration are developed both nationally and internationally (Ibid.). 

Within this framework, the Swedish National Board of Housing, Building and Planning (Boverket) 

was given overall responsibility for the policy coordination, implementation monitoring, provision 

of competence support and promotion of initiatives to public actors at national, regional and local 

levels in matters of architecture and designed living environment. In 2019, Boverket established 

within its structure the position of a National State Architect to help implementing and supervising 

the policy, to provide design leadership and promote design excellence throughout public 

administration44. This will be reviewed in the next section.  

Lithuania 

Although Lithuania had already adopted a comprehensive architectural policy from 2005, the 

Lithuanian Ministry for Culture adopted a revised policy, entitled ‘Guidelines for the Development 

of Architecture and Design’, in 2015. The policy set the main governmental objectives, the role 

and importance of architecture in a social, educational, economic and cultural context45. One of 

the outputs of this policy was the development of the Law on Architecture, approved in 201746. 

The purpose of the Architecture Law is to define and regulate the design governance process in 

the field of architecture in order to promote high-quality environments.  

The Architecture Law is broadly divided into four main areas. The first part sets the requirements, 

conditions, and procedures for the training of architects and their qualifications. It also includes 

the rights and obligations of architects and the quality requirements applicable to their activity and 

 
44 For example: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/national-architect-of-sweden/ 
45 There was a previous policy from 2005, approved by Resolution No. 554. 
46 Reference: 2017 June 8 No. XIII-425 
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its results47. Within this block, it also defines the qualification requirements and competence 

(duties and functions) of Chief municipal architects operating in municipalities (article 10).  

A second part of the Law establishes a set of design quality requirements to achieve well design 

buildings and spaces. First, that design proposals and urban development concepts must be 
signed by a certified architect. Second, the obligation of design competitions for the planning or 

design of buildings of architectural, urban, state, or public interest (article 13). Although a list of 

what is considered to be of public interest is provided, the specific works and buildings that must 
enter a design competition need to be adopted by each local authority. The Law also defines ten 

criteria to be used as reference when assessing design quality (article 11): 

1. urban integrity;  

2. compliance with the principle of sustainable development;  

3. quality of construction and created environment (ergonomics), durability;  

4. innovation (use of new technologies, materials, architectural, urban solutions);  

5. preservation of immovable cultural heritage;  

6. adaptation of the environment to citizens - application of the principles of design for all 
(universal design), ensuring the mobility of human flows and the accessibility of the projected 
objects;  

7. architectural idea;  

8. development of a functional building structure;  

9. aesthetics;  

10. rationality of decisions, considering the optimality of the ratio of the design price of the building 
and the project realization price. 

A third part sets the architectural competences of the government, the municipalities, and the 

Chamber of Architects. It also establishes the Regional Councils of Architecture (RCA) to 

‘examine the areas of architecture, spatial planning, architectural and urban heritage and other 

issues related to architecture, to provide recommendations and proposals to state and municipal 

institutions by making decisions relating to architecture, and to assess the quality of architecture’ 

(article 18). Like design advisory boards that exist elsewhere, RCA operate at regional level and 

are composed of at least 13 members appointed for a three-year period by different institutions. 

The Chamber of Architects plays has a relevant role in the governance of the Law. The regulations 

and composition of the RCA shall be approved by the Chamber of Architects in coordination with 

the Ministries for Environment and Culture. In addition, the Chamber of Architects should define 

the harmonization of the rules and procedures of architectural competitions in coordination with 

the Ministry for Environment (article 13). Finally, it should represent and protect the public interest 

of architecture in court lawsuits, when necessary.  

 
47 In 2006, the Lithuanian government approved a Law on Architects’ Chamber that regulates the establishment, functions, 
activities, and management of the Architects’ Chamber of Lithuania. 



ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES IN EUROPE: AN OVERVIEW 35 

Catalonia (Spain) 

In June 2017, inspired by the French Law described above, the Catalonia Parliament approved 

its Law on Architecture - the first of this kind in Spain - that proclaims architecture as an activity 

of general interest and the foundation for well-being and social cohesion. It sets that the 

government and public administrations should establish actions to foster and promote 

architectural and urban design quality and implement measures to promote the proper framework 

for action in public procurement and also as a benchmark for activities in the private sector 

(Catalonia, 2017)48.  

Although in the form of legislation49, the document tends to be similar to a comprehensive policy 

as it sets out principles and goals – determining the public interest in architecture – as well as 

measures of dissemination, awareness, and knowledge of architecture. The Law firstly 

establishes the values inherent to architecture that should be used as reference when assessing 

design quality (Beirak, 2019)50.   

The first part of the Catalonia Law establishes several measures for the dissemination of 

knowledge and awareness raising initiatives to promote architecture quality, such as research 

and debate, publications, dissemination initiatives, teaching, etc. The second part focuses on the 

promotion of design quality in urban planning policy by furthering municipal ordinances that lay 

down concrete measures to improve and preserve architectural quality. In addition, it promotes 

the creation of awards and distinctions for good practices by stakeholders involved in the design 

process, establishing the ‘Award for Architecture and Built Heritage’.  

Finally, it introduces complementary regulations for procurement, establishing as a general 

principle that in tender processes quality criteria shall prevail over price. It defines that design 

public tenders should be in the two-round design competition and makes mandatory the 

establishment of juries in design tender processes to ensure that the best bid is chosen, as well 

as the transparency and obligatory disclosure of jury minutes and of the bids presented. (Ibidem). 

As governance model, the Law creates the Council of Architectural and Urban Quality of 

Catalonia, an advisory and consultative body of the Catalonia administration on design quality. 

Among other tasks, the Council should propose the criteria and technical content in terms of 

design quality that must be taken into account by the competent bodies in the management and 

contracting of architectural works. In addition, it should carry out annual evaluation reports of the 

results of the Architectural law. It also establishes the possibility for municipalities to create similar 

consultative bodies for architectural and urban quality (Ibid.). 

 
48 Catalonia is one of the 17 Spanish autonomous communities. See: https://web.gencat.cat/  
49 Adopted in the form of Law with the Catalan reference: Ley 12/2017 de la Arquitectura de Cataluña. 
50 This include the following: a) The suitability and technical quality of the constructions; b) Improving people's quality of 
life, ensuring their well-being and comfort; c) The contribution to social cohesion and citizens relationship with artistic and 
cultural dimension; d) Adaptation to the environment and landscape of urban settlements or open spaces; e) Sustainability 
in the environmental, economic and social aspects, energy efficiency, etc; f) Beauty and artistic interest. 

https://web.gencat.cat/
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Strategic comprehensive policies  

The second and most common type across Europe is the strategic comprehensive policy on 

architecture (see 4.4). While the legislative approach was only adopted by a reduced number of 

countries, the strategic comprehensive policy was adopted by most of the countries probably due 

to its strategic and informal nature (not binding). 

Year  Country Policy document 

1991  Netherlands  Space for Architecture  

1996  Denmark  Architecture 1996  

1997  Netherlands  The Architecture of Space  

1997  Norway  Aesthetics in Government Building and Constructions  

1998  Finland  The Finish Architectural Policy  

2001  Netherlands  Shaping the Netherlands  

2001  Scotland  A Policy on Architecture for Scotland  

2002  Estonia  The Architectural Policy of Estonia  

2002  Ireland  Action on Architecture: 2002 – 2005  

2004  Luxembourg  Pour une Politique architecturale  

2005  Lithuania  Architectural Policy Trends in the Republic of Lithuania  

2005  Netherlands  Architecture and Belvedere Policy  

2006  Northern Ireland  Architecture and the Built Environment for Northern Ireland  

2007  Denmark  Nation of Architecture  

2007  Iceland  Icelandic Government Policy on Architecture  

2007  Scotland  Building our Legacy. Statement on Scotland’s Architectural policy  

2009  Netherlands  Culture of Design. 2009-2012 

2009  Ireland  Towards a Sustainable Future: Delivering Quality in the Built Environment  

2009  Latvia  Architectural policy Guidelines 2009 – 2015  

2009  Norway  Architecture.now  

2013  Croatia  Architectural Policies of the Republic of Croatia. 2013–2020.  

2013  Netherlands  Building on the Strength of Design 2013-2016  

2013  Scotland  Creating Places – A policy statement on architecture and place for Scotland  

2014 Denmark Danish Architectural Policy. Putting people first 

2015 France Stratégie Nationale pour l'Architecture 

2015 Hungary National Architectural Policy 

2015 Portugal Política Nacional de Arquitectura e Paisagem 

2015  Lithuania Guidelines for the Development of Architecture and Design 

2017 Netherlands Working together on design strength 2017-2020 

2017 Austria Federal guidelines on Baukultur 

2020 Switzerland Strategie Baukultur 

2021 Netherlands Spatial Design Action Program 2021-2024 

2022 Finland Sustainable Architecture  

4.4 – List of strategic comprehensive architectural policies in Europe (updated from Bento, 2012) 
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Although each policy has its own characteristics, a comprehensive architectural policy can be 

described as an official policy of high-level strategic orientation dealing with the design of the built 

environment in a holistic or cross-sectorial manner, where the government defines the main goals 

and objectives to promote design quality in architecture, urban design and cultural heritage which 

are then implemented by public authorities within their jurisdiction (Bento, 2017).  

If one compares the different policy documents, it becomes clear that policies are based on a 

broad notion of architecture, which encompasses not only buildings but also public spaces and 

all built elements that compose human settlements. Architecture is a polysemic term and can 

have very different interpretations according to the context in which it is used. This semantic divide 

is exacerbated in contexts with a strong professional divide. Traditionally, architecture was mainly 

seen as building design. When considering a broad definition, architecture constitutes a vital part 

of public policies, like housing and building, urban policy, environmental and landscape policy. 

Looking across the different policy documents, it is possible to observe that the policy scope has 

been expanding. Over the years, the policies started to include other related concepts that could 

better convey the inter-disciplinary nature of built environment, such as spatial design in the 

Netherlands, place in Anglo-Saxon countries and baukultur in the Germanic states, now widely 

used with the Davos Declaration on Baukultur (see previous Section).   

 

4.5 – Expansion of the scope of comprehensive architectural policies (Source: João Bento) 

All policies present a common discourse that proclaims the value of architecture for the quality of 

life of citizens and claims that the government has the responsibility for promoting high-quality 

places. Adding to this, some polices refer that a good living environment is a constitutional right 

of all citizens while others defend that developing an architectural policy will provide better 

coherence between sectoral policies. To this extent, it is possible to identify four main arguments 

to adapt an architectural policy: a) architecture is a matter of public interest; b) government 

responsibility; c) right to a good living environment; and d) better policy efficiency. 
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A third issue that is similar across the documents is that all policies aim to improve the quality of 

the built environment. However, design quality as an issue of public concern can be considered 

a complex social problem, as it is rooted in a wide range of causes involving both private and 

public actors (Cousins, 2009). As such, all policies emphasize the importance of creating a 

favourable climate for good design through the implementation of a diversified policy agenda.  

The specific way in which architectural polices intend to achieve their aims is influenced by the 

context in which they are produced, such as legal and administrative traditions, cultural 

background of the people involved and a particular period in time. Although the range of the policy 

target areas differ for each policy, it is possible to identify six main policy dimensions: 1) leading 

by example; 2) internationalization of architecture; 3) urban planning; 4); awareness and 

knowledge 5) architectural heritage; 6) sustainability and resilience (Bento, 2017). 

 

4.6 – Architectural policies main areas of intervention (source: João Bento) 

In general terms, the first and the fourth target areas have been the backbone of almost all 

architectural policies, whereas the remaining four areas have been present at different degrees 

according to the time period in which they were created. For example, in Finland, information and 

education on architecture is part of the educational programme.  Another example is the inclusion 

of sustainability and resilience objectives as a reaction to climate change issues. In some policies, 

reuse and vacancy have become the dominant concern, replacing more traditional themes 

relating to cultural heritage. 
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Sectoral policies 

The third type consists of official documents outlining governmental policy on architecture and 

urban design with a sectoral dimension. Although other countries may also have official design 

policies with a sectoral dimension, only five administrations made explicit reference to them in the 

UM survey: Cyprus, Malta, England (UK), Wales (UK) and Wallonia (Belgium). 

Cyprus 

In Cyprus, design policies are included in all statutory spatial development plans that are prepared 

under the Town and Country Planning Law, which include Local Plans, Area Schemes, and the 

Policy Statement for the Countryside. All of these instruments contain policies on architectural 

quality and include an Annex with Principles and Guidelines for the Aesthetic Improvement and 

Upgrading of the Quality of the Built Environment. Most of these were introduced in the 1990s 

and significantly developed in the decade after 2010. In addition, a separate national policy on 

architectural competitions for public buildings has been adopted. 

England (UK) 

Although government guidance on design in England goes back to at least 1966 (for history of 

aesthetic control in England, see: Punter, 1986) one of the first attempts to define a national 

design policy in England was launched in 1994 by John Gummer, Secretary of State for the 

Environment, with the title Quality in Town and Country. The initiative intended to raise awareness 

and promote understanding of the importance of good design and quality in buildings and in the 

built environment as a whole (England, 1994). One of its main initiatives was the Urban Design 

Campaign, launched in June 1995 to encourage a wider debate, particularly at the local level, 

about urban design and its contribution to enhancing the built environment and promoting the 

exchange of ideas, proposals and local experience and thereby drawing attention to urban design 

considerations at an early stage of the development process.  

In 1999, the government established the Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment 

(CABE), a national body devoted to championing design quality (Macmillan, 2004). Over its 11 

years of operation, CABE has made a huge effort to raise the standards of design quality in the 

built environment, championing and advocating design quality and researching and producing 

evidence on the value of good design (Carmona et al., 2017). However, in 2011, the Government 

of the time removed CABE’s funding to reduce public spending. As a reaction, several institutions 

and individuals have come together as the Place Alliance to promote better places and quality 

environments and press for political action from the government. This is a loose network of 

interested parties with a mission to campaign for place quality in England, largely through the 

production and dissemination of research evidence51. 

 
51 For more information: http://placealliance.org.uk/ 

http://placealliance.org.uk/
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In 2018, the English government planning policies established a framework setting out national 

expectations on design. The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) recognises that 

design quality matters and that planning authorities should drive up standards across all forms of 

development, providing associated national guidance, which includes a National Design Guide 

(2020) and a National Model Design Code (2021), to support the use of design codes in the 

planning system52. In 2021, amongst other initiatives, the English Government set up a new Office 

for Place to lead and foster a larger culture change on design. 

Wales (UK) 

In 2002, the Welsh government reinforced architectural and design concerns in the Technical 

Advice Note 12: Design, aimed at providing advice on how to promote ‘sustainability through good 

design’ as part of the planning process53. Since its adoption, TAN 12 has undergone several 

revisions, the latest of which in March 2016. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

4.7 – Welsh Technical Advice Note 12: Design (versions 2009 and 2016) 

Also in 2002, the Welsh Government established a Design Commission for Wales (DCFW) to 

champion high standards in architecture and urban design to enhance the built environment in 

Wales. In order to do so, it provides design advice to the public and private sectors and promotes 

and campaigns for the benefits of good design across the country. In the former, DCFW provides 

design support for commissioned clients by helping and guiding them during the early stages of 

the brief’s development as well as assistance in securing the right design team and national 

design review services for early consultation on plans and projects, plus access to independent 

multi-disciplinary experts. DCFW also offers specialized training for local authorities, 

professionals, and practitioners (e.g., accreditation for Building for Life 12 Wales)54. For the latter, 

it organizes and promotes several events and networks to raise awareness, stimulate wider 

debate and communicate the benefits of good design. In addition, it produces a wide range of 

publications and online case studies about design and the design process.  

 
52 For more information: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/design  
53 For more information: http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/tans/tan12/?lang=en  
54 For more information: https://dcfw.org/  

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/design
http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/tans/tan12/?lang=en
https://dcfw.org/
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Wallonia (Brussels) 

In 2007, the Wallonia government (French-speaking community in Belgium) established the 

‘Architecture Unit” (Cellule architecture). Although it does not have the same mission and 

competences of the Flemish State Architect (see below), the Architecture Unit aims to promote 

architectural quality articulated through three main objectives:  

1. Guarantee architectural quality in buildings and spaces accessible to the public. To achieve 

this, the Architecture Unit has developed a series of standard documents in the form of a 

practical guide to facilitate the work of local operators (choice of procedure, terms of reference, 

timeline, organization of the jury, pre-analysis framework for the files, attribution, etc.). It also 

provides a support service to public clients for the designer designation contracts (assistance 

with the drafting of programs, identification of constraints, establishment of favourable 

conditions for the smooth running of teams' competition, communication, etc.).  

2. Support and develop the integration of works of art in public buildings; for which we will not go 

into detail here, and finally, 

3. Promote architecture as a cultural discipline through a policy of implementation and support 

for both public and private initiatives involved in the identification, promotion and enhancement 

of architecture and associated disciplines.  

In this framework, the Ministry for Culture adopted a Wallonia cultural policy in 2017 under the 

title “Cultural entrepreneurship and methods of financing culture”, establishing the financial 

framework for the different cultural sectors including the role of architecture as a cultural 

discipline55. 

Institution-specific policies 

The fourth and last type includes policies that highlight the importance of design quality but 

committing only the public institution that developed it. This is the case of State Architect offices 

or dedicated design institutions that produce their own policy documents, such as a policy vision 

for their mandate to renew their budget, policy guidance or political manifestos (see below). 

Flanders (Belgium) 

In 1999, the Flemish Government appointed the Government Architect (Bouwmeester) to provide 

long-term support to the regional government in preparing and implementing an architectural 

policy that promotes high-quality environments in Flanders (Schreurs, 2000: 63). Within this remit, 

every four years, the Flemish Government Architect presents a policy document to be approved 

by the government. The latest policy document is entitled: ‘Ambition memorandum of the Flemish 

Government Architect 2020-2025: Creating opportunities for meeting’.  

 
55 Ministère de la Culture de la Fédération Wallonie-Bruxelles entitled: “Bouger la lignes, Coupole - Entrepreneuriat culturel 
et modes de financement de la culture”, 2017. 
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4.8 – The latest two policies of the Flemish Government Architect (2017-20 / 2020-2025)  

Brussels-Capital (Belgium) 

Similar to the case of Flanders, the Brussels-Capital Government created the position of Chief 

Architect (Bouwmeester Maître Architecte – BMA) in 2009. The mission of Chief Architect and his 

team is to ensure the quality of urban space, both architecturally and in terms of urban planning 

and public space design in the Brussels-Capital Region, thus driving forward Brussels’ ambitions 

in urban development. The Chief Architect is an independent position, whereas his team is 

employed by the region planning authorities. He is also responsible for assisting, advising, and 

encouraging public and private clients, using a variety of tools (see next Section)56. 

The Chief Architect also issues a policy document that must be submitted to the government. The 

latest is entitled, “Note d’orientation”, and establishes the key principles for its mandate 2020-24.  

  

 

 

 

 

4.9 – The two latest policies of the Chief Architect of Brussels-Capital (2015-19 / 2020-24) 

Ireland 

Despite the existence of a National Policy on Architecture (see previous section), under the 

responsibility of the Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage, the Arts Council 

decided to adopt its own architectural policy. After a two-stage consultation process, the Arts 

Council of Ireland adopted an architecture policy, entitled Championing Architecture, in 2021. The 

policy lays out a vision for Ireland and sets a strategic action plan to champion architecture culture 

and promote the benefits of high-quality architecture.  

 
56 For more information: http://bma.brussels/  

http://bma.brussels/
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4.10 – The Architectural Policy of the Arts Council of Ireland (2021-25) 

The Irish Arts Council has been delivering a funding programme since 2010, under the title 

‘Engaging with Architecture Scheme’. The objective of the scheme is to support innovative and 

high-quality initiatives that specifically aim to enhance and extend the public’s experience of and 

engagement with architecture. The scheme finances cultural projects and initiatives, and is open 

to individuals, local authorities, and organizations57.  

Poland 

In 2016, the Polish Government established the National Institute of Architecture and Urban 

Planning (NAU), to disseminate and popularize knowledge on architecture and urban planning 

across the country. Acting as a state-owned cultural institution, NAU promotes campaigns, 

exhibitions, educational and editorial activities, with the aim of raising awareness and promoting 

a culture of design quality. In 2020, NAU published a manifesto on the importance of an 

architectural policy, gathering several critical analysis and contributions to the definition and 

implementation of a national policy on architecture in Poland (Chwaliboga, 2020). 

 

4.11 – Cover of the NAU’s manifesto on architecture policy (2020)  

 
57 For more info: https://www.artscouncil.ie/Funds/engaging-with-architecture-scheme/  

https://www.artscouncil.ie/Funds/engaging-with-architecture-scheme/
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2.4 Implementation progress of policies

Looking at the empirical data, it is relevant to emphasize that in the last 30 years there has been 

a remarkable growth in the number of countries that have developed a formal policy on 

architecture at national and regional level. This number has been increasing since the early 1990s

and is expected to continue to grow in the following years. Despite the differences in approaches, 

Europe will soon be covered with national/regional policies on architecture. 

4.12 – Progression of architectural policy documents in Europe (adapted from Bento, 2012)

The past Survey (2012:86) concluded that “Looking at the progression of national architectural 

policies in the EU, like other public policies a process of Europeanization is occurring, where, 

through benchmarking, each country learns from the other and makes a greater convergence 

between the policies possible. Nevertheless, the nature and content of the policies cannot be 

divorced from the constitutional and political framework in which the policy was developed”.

Davos (2018)

be covered with national/regional policies on architecture. 

Conclusions (2008)

be covered with national/regional policies on architecture. 

Resolution (2001)
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As such, the pan-European soft policy discussed in the previous Section – Resolution (2001), 

Conclusions (2008) and Davos Declaration (2018) – seemed to be having a positive impact on 

encouraging states to promote architectural quality as a precondition for improving the quality of 

life of their citizens, through architectural policies and a diversified mix of policy tools.  

Although there is no space in this report to provide a systematic analysis about the policy making 

process and the main differences among the policies, the following findings can be highlighted:  

• Despite having a national Law on Architecture since 1977, after a long preparation and 

several reports (Castelo Branco, 2021), the French government adopted a National Strategy 

for Architecture for the first time in 2015. The policy document establishes six objectives, 

most of them similar to comprehensive policies of other countries, including an aspiration of 

raising awareness and developing knowledge on architecture among the general public and 

all public and private urban stakeholders. This breaks down into 30 more concrete measures. 

 

4.13 – Cover of the French National Strategy of Architecture (2015) 

• In the case of Lithuania, although it had a comprehensive policy from 2005, the government 

adopted a National Law on Architecture in 2017 (see section 4.2); 

• After a long period of preparation, Portugal also adopted its first policy in 2015. In the 

European context, the Portuguese national policy is exceptional in combining architecture 

and landscape policy, aiming at protecting the ecological function of the landscape, 

improving the quality features of built-up areas, and promoting the identity of place (Portugal, 

2015) 58.  

• More recently, countries that had not yet adopted an architectural policy due to its federal 

governmental system have also joined the group. In 2017, the Austrian Council of Ministers 

adopted its first national Federal Guidelines on Building Culture to comprehensively “promote 

building culture and create a broader societal awareness of its principles, especially among 

leaders in politics, business, and administration” (Austria, 2017). To achieve this, it is argued 

 
58 In the same year, Czech Republic (2015) and Hungary (2015) also approved their policies. 
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that a comprehensive strategy is needed at federal level that will anchor building culture 

across all departments and disciplines at federal, provincial, and local levels.  

 

 

 

 

 

4.14 – Austrian Federal Guidelines for Building Culture (2017) 

• Outside the EU, three countries have adopted architectural policies (Iceland, Norway and 

Switzerland). In 2020, the Swiss Federal Council formally adopted its first ‘Interdepartmental 

strategy for the promotion of building culture”. Arguing that to achieve a high-quality building 

culture (Baukultur) the federal government should set the example, the policy connects all 

design related operations of the different federal offices, defining seven strategic goals and 

41 measures, with aspects of public engagement, capacity-building, and cooperation59. 

• 13 administrations are still in the first generation of their architectural policies; 

• Several countries have reviewed their architectural policies: The Netherlands have reviewed 

their architectural policies every 5 years; Denmark, Ireland, England (UK), Wales (UK). 

Scotland (UK), Sweden and Norway have reviewed their policy documents but with different 

time schedules. For example, after more than twenty years, Finland adopted in 2022 a 

second and revised policy, focused on sustainability concerns. 

 

4.15 – Cover of the Finnish Architectural policy (2022)  

• Before the adoption of the Council Resolution on Architectural Quality in 2001, only 8 states 

had adopted an official architectural policy; after the Resolution and until the Conclusions on 

Architecture (2008), another 8 states have adopted an official document; 

 
59 For more information: https://www.bak.admin.ch/bak/de/home/kulturerbe/zeitgenoessische-baukultur.html 

https://www.bak.admin.ch/bak/de/home/kulturerbe/zeitgenoessische-baukultur.html
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• After the adoption of the Council Conclusions on Architecture (2008), until the Davos 

Declaration (2018), 8 states have adopted an official document on architectural policy. After 

the Davos Declaration (2018) another two states have also joined the group. 

Administrations planning to develop a policy  

In the group of administrations that do not have an official policy document on architecture and 

design of the built environment, four administrations have mentioned that they are planning to 
adopt one in the near future: Germany, Italy, Romania, and Spain. Nevertheless, this does not 

mean that it will be a consensual or speedy process. As with all public policies, busy governmental 

agendas, different perspectives of what the policy objectives should be, electoral cycles, and 
economic cycles, can all delay the policy process (Bento, 2017). In this group of administrations, 

Germany is pursuing a building culture (Baukultur) approach, similar to Austria, as Italy and Spain 

are pursuing a legislative approach, similar to France and Lithuania.  

Germany 

Since 2000, Germany has been very active in promoting discussions, debates and publications 

on architecture and building culture under the concept of building culture (baukultur)60. In 2000, 
the German Federal Building Ministry launched The Architecture and Baukultur Initiative to 

stimulate and focus public discussion of the quality of planning and building in Germany. The 

initiative promoted a series of workshops and events addressing Baukultur in Germany. Two 
reports were published, the first in 2001, entitled, Status Report on Building Culture in Germany. 

Initial Situation and Recommendations; and the second in 2005, entitled 2nd Status Report on 

Building Culture in Germany – Information, arguments, and concepts61. 

In 2006, the German Federal government approved an Act establishing the Federal Foundation 

for Baukultur62. The Foundation is based in Potsdam and works as an independent and active 

platform for all issues relating to architecture and Baukultur (see Section 4.2.3). During the 
meeting of the European Forum for Architectural Policies held in Hamburg in April 2007, the 

federal government promoted a third publication, entitled Baukultur! – Planning and Building in 

Germany. In 2015, the Foundation published its first biennial report (2014-15), repeating this 

status reports every two years, the latest of which was published in 2020.  

In 2019, the German federal government announced its intention to develop a national policy 

document on baukultur to be submitted for public consultation. The process is still being prepared 
and there is no official policy yet. Nonetheless, the Federal Government supports several 

initiatives related to it, such as the International Building Exhibitions (IBA)63. 

 
60 The German expression Baukultur is a broad concept that can be translated into English as Building Culture, which 
includes all aspects of the built environment, such as the spatial, infrastructure, social and economic context of towns, 
cities, and cultural landscapes. Therefore, the concept integrates architecture, civil engineering, urban and regional 
planning, heritage conservation interests, landscape architecture, interior design, and art for public buildings. 
61 GERMANY, Status Report on Building Culture in Germany. Initial Situation and Recommendations; German Ministry 
for Transport, Building and Housing, Berlin, 2001. 
62 For more information: http://www.bundesstiftung-baukultur.de/  
63 For more information: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/international-building-exhibition-iba/  

http://www.bundesstiftung-baukultur.de/
https://urbanmaestro.org/example/international-building-exhibition-iba/
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4.16 – Baukultur reports in Germany (2014, 2016 and 2020). 

Italy 

Following a legislative approach, the Italian Council of Ministers approved a Bill on Architectural 

Quality (Legge-Quadro Sulla Qualità Architettonica) in 2008. The Bill was sent to the Italian 

Senate but did not receive approval64. In 2018, following other initiatives, the Congress of the 

National Council of Architects approved a manifesto asking for a Law on Architecture. This was 

followed by a civil movement lead by the MAXXI National Museum of 21st Century Arts that 

promotes the establishment of an Italian Law for Architecture65. More recently, in December 2020, 

the Higher Council for Public Works (CSLP) approved the draft Guidelines for the Quality of 

Architecture (Linee guida per la qualità dell'Architettura) prepared by the Ministry for Cultural 

Heritage. It is expected that the Guidelines will be formally adopted soon.  

Spain  

In 2020, inspired by the Regional Catalan Law described in section 4.2, the  Spanish Ministry for 

Transport, Mobility and Urban Agenda launched a public consultation to inform the legislative 

development of a future Law on Architecture Quality66. In January 2022, the draft Law on 

Architecture Quality (Ley de Calidad de la Arquitectura) has been approved by the Council of 

Ministers and sent to the National Parliament. The draft law establishes the public interest of 

architecture and introduces a few changes to the legal framework to enhance the architectural 

quality of public buildings and the built environment. Among other measures, it defines the 

creation of two new bodies, the ‘House of Architecture’ and the ‘Architecture Quality Council’. 

Romania  

In June 2019, the Romanian Order of Architects (OAR) and the Ministry for Regional Development 

and Public Administration (MDRAP) signed a joint statement for a national architecture policy in 

Romania aimed at developing a framework for an open decision-making process, based on 

principles and providing tools that help raise the quality of the built environment in Romania.   

 
64 The 2008 Italian Bill on Architecture established instruments for the promotion of architectural quality, such as 
competitions, prizes to young professionals, the obligation for the government to allocate 2% of spending on new buildings 
for the addition of works of art, a three-year plan for architectural quality in public buildings, etc. 
65 For more information: http://www.versounaleggeperlarchitettura.it/  
66 For more information: https://leyarquitectura.mitma.es/ 

http://www.versounaleggeperlarchitettura.it/
https://leyarquitectura.mitma.es/


ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES IN EUROPE: AN OVERVIEW 49 

3. ACTORS AND POLICY TOOLS 

Following the review of the European and national policies on architecture, this section is twofold: 

the first part identifies the institutional actors responsible for policy implementation as well as the 

main types of dedicated design institutions in Europe; the second part explores the different 

informal policy tools at their disposal, based on a typology of urban design governance tools. 

3.1 Institutional actors 

The search for better designed environments has long been a legitimate concern of the state 

(Carmona, 2016). In general terms, this concern has been materialized in planning policies and 

development control mechanisms through which the public sector exerts an important influence 

on the built environment and on the development process, much of which is exercised at local 

level. As such, the built environment is affected by a huge number of policies of the different 

sectors and levels of the administration, each affecting the quality of architecture in its own 

specific mode. 

In this context, one of the main issues that architectural policies have to face with respect to their 

implementation strategies is how to influence different state departments and improve the co-

ordination of the wide range of policies that affect the built environment. To do so, some countries 

/ regions have a specific department / division to push for and monitor the policy implementation, 

sometimes involving inter-departmental commissions. Others have appointed a State Architect 

team to lead a design agenda, while others delegate part of its policy to non-governmental / arm’s-

length organizations, to deliver a wide set of cultural initiatives on design. 

Departments responsible for architectural policy 

One of the first goals of the EFAP Survey (2012) was to identify the public departments 

responsible for the government’s policy on architecture in each Member State, and as a result, to 

clarify if architectural policy was the responsibility of a single department of if it was a shared 

responsibility between several departments. Looking at the findings of the Survey (2012), it was 

possible to verify that in the 37 states surveyed, 16 administrations had a specific department 

responsible for the architectural policy whereas in the remaining 21 the architectural policy was a 

responsibility shared by several departments (5.1). 

 

 

 

 

5.1 – Does a specific department/division in charge of architectural policy exist? (Source: Bento, 2012) 
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Considering the location of the departments inside the administrative structures, it is possible to 

verify that in the countries that have a specific department, the majority of the departments are 

located within the scope of the Ministries for Culture / Arts.  Nonetheless, in Germany and in 

Lithuania the competent bodies operate within the scope of the Ministries for the Environment / 

Urban Development; in Hungary architecture falls within the sphere of activity of the Ministry for 

the Interior. In the 21 administrations in which architectural policy is a responsibility shared by two 

or more departments, the policy responsibility in most cases is divided between the Ministry for 

Culture / Arts and the Ministry for the Environment / Urban Development67 (5.2). 

 

(a) Also designated as Ministry for Culture, Education and/or Arts. 

(b) Also designated as Ministry for Environment and Urban Development and / or Regional Development. 

(c) Also designated as Ministry for Infrastructures and/or Building / Housing. 

NOTE: The present table is a generalization. In some cases, it does not correspond exactly to the name of the Ministry.  

5.2 – Ministry responsible for the architectural policy (Source: Bento, 2012) 

Only in Luxembourg is the responsibility divided between three Ministries: Culture / Arts, 

Environment / Urban Development and Interior. In countries with a federal system, the national 

government does not have exclusive powers on architectural policy, which means that the federal 

government will have an indirect influence - through legislation, guidelines, and subsidies - on 

federal provinces due to their large autonomy on these matters (Switzerland, Germany and 

Austria). 

In the cases where the responsibility for the architectural policy lies with a specific department 

(16 administrations), it is possible to observe that the scope and configuration of the departments 

is diverse and includes other duties besides architectural policy. Nonetheless, some countries, 

such as France, Hungary, or Wallonia (Belgium) have a specific division solely dedicated to 

architecture policy. The majority of these specific departments (11 administrations) fall under the 

scope of Cultural Ministries, generally associated with cultural heritage or arts policy. In some 

instances, the responsibility rests with other Ministries such as the Ministry for the Environment 

(5.3). 

 
67 In the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia (FYROM) and in Turkey, the responsibility is shared by the Ministry for 
Public Works and the Ministry for the Environment / Urban Development. 
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5.3 – Name of specific departments in charge of architectural policy (Source: Bento, 2012) 

Although the Ministries for Culture have important competences in promoting architectural quality, 
protecting architectural heritage, and supporting the arts and creativity, namely through the direct 

patronage of bodies and institutions, they present some limitations with regard to their capacity 

to influence the policy of other relevant departments, such as spatial planning, public works, or 

transports. As Michael O’Doherty (EFAP 2005) notes: 

 ‘the limited influence of many Cultural Ministers was noted in terms of ensuring that 

architectural quality and the specific nature of architectural services as a cultural 
activity are taken into consideration in national policies and particularly in 

development programmes (…) and to make contracting authorities more aware of 

and better trained in the appreciation of architectural, urban and landscape culture’.  

This is particularly relevant in the building policy, in which Ministries for Culture responsible for 

the architectural policy are not directly engaged in the procurement processes. As such, their 

sphere of influence in procurement operational areas of other departments can be limited or non-
existent, particularly when cross-sectoral communication mechanisms are not yet operational or 

are not fully developed (Ibidem). In the case of urban planning, the same difficulties also apply, 

as their operationalization occurs mostly at local level, within local authorities.  

Some countries established a dedicated institution to promote design quality across the public 

administration, This is the case of the French Inter-ministerial Mission for the Quality of Public 

Buildings (MIQCP), created in 1977. MIQCP aims to promote quality in the public construction 
sector, which is supposed to include any new or maintenance work on buildings, infrastructures, 

and open spaces under the responsibility of the State or local authorities, mainly by bringing 

together different actors involved in built environment projects68. 

 
68 For more information see: http://www.miqcp.gouv.fr/index.php?lang=en  

http://www.miqcp.gouv.fr/index.php?lang=en
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Some countries have created inter-departmental committees / platforms to ensure good 

cooperation / coordination between the different administrative sectors. It is the case of the 
Netherlands and Ireland, which have created inter-ministerial architectural policy platforms (see 

5.4). For example, in 2017, Portugal created an Architecture and Landscape Monitoring 

Committee, encompassing stakeholders from two Ministries – Environment and Culture – and 
two professional bodies – the Order of Architects and the Portuguese Association of Landscape 

Architects — which is in charge of setting the policy action plan, monitoring its execution, 

developing annual progress and evaluation reports and issuing recommendations as requested. 

 

5.4 – Implementation diagram of the Irish architectural policy, involving an advisor 
committee, an implementation group and three lines of actions  (Source: Ireland, 2009)  

State Architects (Chief Government Architects) 

Following the policy ambitions and commitments, several European countries and regions have 

appointed a ‘State Architect’ or ‘Chief Government Architect’ (from now on, only referred as State 

Architect) team within their administrations to provide design leadership and strategic advice to 

government to improve the design of public buildings, promote spatial quality and foster a 

placemaking culture. Although in some countries and states around the world State Architects 

have long been established, in several others, it is a relatively recent position within public 

administration. In addition, this is still the exception in the European landscape, and is for the 

most part a northern European phenomenon. 

The Netherlands have had a Chief Architect since the beginning of the nineteenth century 

(Netherlands, 2006). Nowadays, the Dutch Chief Architect is assisted by a Board of Government 
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Advisors (CRa) and a small staff team69. Among other tasks, the Chief Architect promotes and 

monitors the urban integration and design quality of public buildings, harmonizing architecture 

with urban and rural planning, monument preservation and the use of art works.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.5 – In 2018, the Board of Government Advisors launched the campaign ‘‘Panorama Nederland’ 
that facilitated a debate on the future of spatial planning in the Netherlands (Source: College van 

Rijksadviseurs) 

The Dutch Chief Architect served as an influence for regions of Belgium, starting with Flanders in 

1999, in the creation of their own version of the position under the designation of ‘Bouwmeester’. 

Then in 2009, as referred previously, the position was also introduced in the Brussels-Capital 

region, followed soon after by Charleroi and by Ghent in 2017. The Irish policy established the 

position of State Architect in 2009, as an upgrade of the previous position of ‘principal architect’ 

within a specific department. More recently, in 2018, Sweden´s government has appointed its first 

national architect. 

In general terms, the  State Architect is often supported by a small team composed of a group of 

officials and administrative staff, whose size and structure varies according to its specific 

competences (Bento, 2012). The State Architect and its team usually form an organizational unit 

with the same name as the State Architect (e.g., the Office of the State Architect, or similar), 

notably Ireland’s State Architect, whilst elsewhere the roles are more diffuse, for example the 

Scottish Chief Architect only has a small team in the Government with delivery of programmes 

largely taking place through the auspices of the arm’s length Architecture and Design Scotland 

(A+DS)70.   

 
69 For more info: https//www.collegevanrijksadviseurs.nl/  
70 For more information see: https://www.ads.org.uk/  

https://www.collegevanrijksadviseurs.nl/
https://www.ads.org.uk/
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Although the specific competences and areas of responsibility of a State Architect vary according 

to the national/state context, they normally involve responsibility for the promotion of design 

quality of public constructions and buildings. However, the need for proper facilities to perform 

state activities is shared across the administration, involving almost all state policies, such as 

education, health, justice, defence, etc. In many countries, each sectoral area has its own small 

public works department responsible for the management of its sectoral building stock, while in 

other countries this is centralized in major building and property agencies71. 

Regardless of the size and distribution of the architecture pie slices, most of these state 

departments do not have the capacity to prepare the designs and specifications for larger public 

(as in state-owned) building projects. To this extent, the State Architect helps in the process of 

selecting and overseeing the work of architectural firms contracted by the state. Following this 

phase, in some cases it also helps reviewing and approving designs prepared by private-sector 

architects. For example, the Flemish Government Architect provides a free service for the 

organization of design competitions for public clients (“Open Call”)72.  

Bento and Laopoulou (2019) examined the role, the instruments, and the impact of State Architect 

teams and of similar institutions in fostering spatial quality and a place-making culture across five 

European states (Denmark, Ireland, Flanders, Scotland, and Vienna). Based on a series of in-

depth interviews to main stakeholders, they have concluded that: 

• dedicated institutions such as state architects create the institutional conditions for improved 

public action on spatial quality, improving coordination and interaction between different 

stakeholders; 

• such positions provide leadership and strategic advice to government cutting across the wide 

range of sectorial departments that are involved in design; 

• responsibilities vary from the design and construction of public buildings to the establishment 

of cross-sector policy frameworks and related advice, to supporting cultural activities on 

design; 

• through these means, state architect teams have had a positive impact on design governance 

processes. The underlying belief being “that, by improving the design process that leads to 

the public construction, we can also, in turn, improve the overall quality of the built outcome” 

(Bento & Laopoulou, 2019, p. 90). 

As with any policy arena, this concern with urban quality will only be delivered if properly 

resourced and effectively implemented, otherwise high-level policy statements on the value of 

good design will simply remain as well-meaning aspirations. Although the range of tools at the 

disposal of State Architects varies, the organisational arrangements put in place for their delivery 

offer a tangible demonstration of this commitment on design quality (Carmona, et al, 2022).   

 
71 Danish Building and Property Agency. See: https://en.bygst.dk/  
72 For more information see: https://www.vlaamsbouwmeester.be/en/instruments/open-call 

https://en.bygst.dk/
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Non-governmental / arm’s length organizations 

One of the outputs of the architectural policies has been the establishment of dedicated design 

institutions. This includes those organizations that are funded by the public sector, which can be 

integrated within the public administration apparatus (e.g., museum)73 or may have an 

independent status of some sort (e.g., arm’s length organization), such as the Design Commission 

for Wales (DCFW) or the Scottish Architecture and Design Scotland  (A+DS). Since then, a 

growing number of new design institutions have been established all over Europe, both at the 

national and local level, promoting the cultural importance of architecture and of the built 

environment (e.g., the Netherlands Architecture Institute, in 1989). 

Although most of these organizations have an independent status, they are government-

subsidised bodies, and like others in similar positions, have to navigate the balance of retaining 

their independence and maintaining a functional link with the administration. Entrusted with a set 

of public assignments, they usually have to submit to the relevant minister or governmental 

department their annual activity plans and financial report to renew their funding.  

All of these design organizations are delivering an agenda of activities that promote awareness 

raising and contribute to a culture of design, but it would be difficult for them to fulfil their roles 

without the direct patronage of the central administrations and local authorities. For example, the 

funding of the Estonian Museum of Architecture comes mainly from the state (from the Ministry 

for culture), other sources including earned income (tickets, services) and project-based financing 

mainly from the Cultural Endowment (an independent state fund). The ratio is roughly: 85% state 

support (for rent, salaries, other expenses), 8% earned income and 7% from projects (exhibitions, 

publications, public programmes). 

Most non-governmental organizations draw their funding from various sources, including private 

sponsorship, state subsidies, as well as contributions and donations from partners. In some 

countries, governments have established multi-stakeholder partnership agreements to finance 

organizations to deliver a design quality cultural agenda (see section 5.2.5).  

An interesting example is the Danish Architecture Centre (DAK), that was founded in 1985 thanks 

to a collaboration between the Danish Ministry for Culture, the Ministry for Economic and Business 

Affairs and the private Realdania foundation. Since then, DAC’s core funding is ensured by a 

public-private partnership between Realdania and the Danish state74. Based on this pact, the 

Danish government defines that DAC ‘works as principal operator in the co-ordination and 

implementation of the new inter-ministerial architectural policy’ (Denmark, 2007, p. 52). 

 
73 One of the first museums solely dedicated to safeguard and exhibit design collections in Europe was the Museum of 
Finnish Architecture in 1954. For more information: http://www.mfa.fi/  
74 DAC used to be installed in an old harbour building called the Gammel Dok, in Copenhagen. Currently it is installed in 
a major new building design by OMA architects, which comprises several cultural institutions. 

http://www.mfa.fi/
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5.6 – Danish Architecture Centre (DAK) is located in the cultural hub the BLOX 
(Copenhagen, Denmark) (Source: Rasmus Hjortshøj, Designer: OMA 2018) 

DAC’s main goal is to facilitate a wider interest in architecture and urban design, to clear the way 

for new ideas traversing traditional boundaries and to show how design creates cultural and 

economic assets for people, the industry and society. To do so, it offers a wide range of 

professional and cultural activities, including exhibitions, seminars, guided city tours, and so forth.  

Through Danish and international exhibitions, DAC presents relevant themes and trends in 

architecture, construction, and urban development. The exhibitions are often a result of long-term 

development and co-operation projects75.  

In this context, DAC promotes architecture and urban design from the creative process, through 

planning and urban development to the construction and finished space. DAC is also a platform 

for developing the entire construction industry, namely for a Building Lab DK, which is a unit of 

DAC. The latter carry out projects in close co-operation with leading Danish and international 

stakeholders in the construction industry. It advises companies about innovative processes and 

projects from the early idea through to the finished solution. 

  

 
75 For more info: https://dac.dk/en/  

https://dac.dk/en/
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3.2 Informal policy tools 

The European research project Urban Maestro (UM), that ran from 2019 to 2021, mapped and 

identified innovative informal tools of urban design governance across Europe and beyond. The 

project’s starting point was the notion of urban design governance, which can be defined as: 

“intervention in the means and processes of designing and managing the built environment in 

order to shape both processes and outcomes in a defined public interest. It achieves this by 

intervening in the decision-making environment of development stakeholders (whether public or 

private) in order that their decisions have a clear place-based quality dimension” (Carmona, 

2021).  

Based on this conceptual framework, the UM project defined an ‘European typology of tools for 

urban design governance’ (https://urbanmaestro.org/). The first point is that the typology 

distinguishes the tools by whether they are ‘informal’ or ‘formal’ in nature. In other words, the 

informal tools are discretionary and therefore optional, drawing on the state's soft powers, 

whereas the formal tools are legally defined as ‘required’ roles, using the hard powers of the state. 

(5.7). 

 
5.7 – Urban Maestro ‘typology of urban design governance tools’ (Source: Carmona, 2021) 

Informal tools can also be divided into Delivery tools and Culture tools. Culture tools seek to 

establish a positive decision-making environment to prioritise design quality; Delivery Tools steer 

decision-making processes in a more focused and directive manner. This section will use this 

framework to illustrate the range of informal tools used across Europe.  

https://urbanmaestro.org/
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3.2.1 Quality culture tools 

Analysis tools 

Analysis is the first type of ‘culture quality tools’. These tools provide us with evidence to better 

understand how the built environment is shaped, through which processes and with what 

consequences, such as research or audits of the state of the built environment. Most public 

departments across Europe conduct or commission research on design related themes by central 

or local administrations or by other external agencies (e.g., universities). This research often 

focuses on understanding the effectiveness of different policy tools or the state of a given territory 

(Bento & Carmona, 2020).  

To provide an example. At national level, the German Biennial Baukultur reports began in 2014 

and they correspond to official status reports on planning and construction in Germany76. The 

reports are coordinated by the Federal Foundation of Baukultur on behalf of the German federal 

government. The preparation process includes Baukultur workshops, expert discussions,  

statistical data, municipal survey on planning practices and a population survey on housing and 

the living environment. The collected findings lead to practical recommendations for action for all 

actors involved in planning and construction (5.8). 

 

5.8 – The overall process of the preparation of the Baukultur report 2014/15  
(Source: Federal Foundation of Baukultur 2016) 

As a local example, developed every four years, the ‘State of the Territory Report’ of Zagreb 

presents a comprehensive picture of the state of the territory and suggests possible directions for 

development77. The Report also provides an analysis of the current situation, outlines problems 

and spatial development alternatives which result in proposals and recommendations for action. 

 
76 For more info: www.bundesstiftung-baukultur.de/  
77 For more info: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/state-of-the-territory-report/  

http://www.bundesstiftung-baukultur.de/
https://urbanmaestro.org/example/state-of-the-territory-report/
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Information tools 

The second type of the informal ‘culture quality tools’ is information, which acts to disseminate 

knowledge about the nature of good (or poor) design practices and processes, as well as related 

development practices, and why they matter. They help to raise awareness and understanding 

amongst stakeholders on best practices and processes. This might include detached and passive 

learning tools, such as publications and practical guides (e.g., how to conduct a design 

competition) to the compilation of best practice case studies libraries; or hands-on and active 

training tools involving the direct engagement of participants (Ibidem). 

According to the UM Survey (2019), about half of the governmental departments publish case 

studies of successful examples to inspire, challenge and encourage decision makers. In contrast, 

few governmental departments offer basic and/or specialist training activities covering the design 

of the built environment, but this is a major activity amongst allied pseudo-governmental 

organizations or non-governmental bodies (e.g., professional organizations). To provide an 

example, in 2014, the Welsh Government (UK) commissioned to the Design Commission for 

Wales (DCfW) a practice guidance on sustainable buildings and the importance of integrating 

these design principles early in the development process (5.9)78.  

 

5.9 – Practice guidance ‘Planning for Sustainable Buildings, 2014 
(Source: Welsh Government, UK) 

At local level, municipalities also publishes documents and manuals on a regular basis. For 

example, the “Public Space Design Manual” from the Prague Institute of Planning and 

Development, which is one of the tools for fulfilling the city’s strategy in designing and managing 

quality public spaces79. Collectively, information tools are perhaps the most widely used informal 

tools and are increasingly being delivered by more sophisticated online and interactive means.  

 

 
78 For more info: https://gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2018-09/planning-sustainable-buildings.pdf  
79 https://urbanmaestro.org/example/prague-public-space-design-manual/  

https://gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2018-09/planning-sustainable-buildings.pdf
https://urbanmaestro.org/example/prague-public-space-design-manual/
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Information tools also comprise active training tools, such as educational activities offering basic 

and / or specialist training around aspects of the design of the built environment and its importance 

to design professionals, contracting authorities, regulators, and others. The specialist training 

tools are focused on improving the capacity of professional stakeholders to deliver better-

designed buildings and spaces, from technical training (e.g., designing cycling facilities), to 

process issues (e.g., dealing with the planning system), to forward looking trends such as how to 

achieve greener design. The more basic training encompasses educational programmes focused 

on laypersons or young people so that they become active and participant citizens in city decision-

making processes. 

 

5.10 – Basic educational training activity ‘Be Like an Architect’, 2019 
National Institute of Architecture and Town Planning (NIAU), Poland (Source: NIAU) 

Persuasion tools 

Persuasion is the third type of the informal ‘culture quality tools’. Persuasion tools actively make 

the case for particular design responses in a proactive manner. Instead of waiting for 

organizations and individuals to seek out knowledge (for example in research or guidance), these 

tools take the knowledge to them physically or through the media; seeking to package key 

messages in a manner that engages attention and persuades (Carmona, 2021).  

Although approaches vary across the continent, the majority of governmental institutions and 

pseudo/non-governmental organizations often use persuasion tools to promote good design and 

build up a cultural climate that values design quality. These tools aim to promote design by 

delivering a series of awareness raising initiatives focused on particular audiences and direct 

advocacy to influence legislation and policy. Looking at the information collected by the Urban 

Maestro project, two main types of persuasion tools were identified:  

• Awareness raising initiatives such as design awards schemes, events and festivals or 

structured campaigns focused on changing perceptions and practices in key areas; 

• Influencing tools through direct advocacy or alliance building to shape policies and 

programmes and partnership working across key actor groups. 
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The first category covers all different types of design awards to exemplary projects, buildings and 

procurement processes promoted across Europe, from high profile international prizes to local 

awards. Design awards are focused on rewarding excellence and best practices on design and 

completed schemes given by third parties detached from the commissioning process, which 

contrast with design competitions (Biddulph et al., 2006). Through public recognition of excellent 

design, institutions hope to raise design quality by creating new benchmarks for practice. Although 

the headline goal of design awards is always to reward good practice, awards have a second 

more important goal, to raise the profile of the sectors and/or organizations that create them and 

to stimulate better practices (Carmona, et al 2017:178). 

There is a wide range of institutions using this type of persuasion tools, including state, regional 

and local governments, non/pseudo-governmental organizations as well as private companies, 

which leads to a great diversity of design awards across Europe. Within the proliferation of prizes, 

governmental awards tend to promote best practice within particular policy fields, such as urban 

renewal, social housing, sustainable construction, etc. Some governments created design awards 

recognizing good practices in procurement processes of public developments, such as the ‘Public 

Procurement Award’ in Wallonia (5.11).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.11 – Wallonie-Bruxelles’ Public Project Procurement Award  
(Prix de la Maîtrise d’Ouvrage Publique) 

This category also included awareness raising initiatives, such as events – festivals, congress, 

biennales, etc – and active campaigns communicated through the media and networks to promote 

awareness among the general public, professionals, regulators, and others about key issues of 

concern in the built environment. The major goal of these initiatives is to raise awareness about 

the subject amongst those involved in commissioning and delivering buildings and developments 

as well as end users and the general public. Thus, campaigning and events focus on ensuring 

that public bodies, private developers, and regulatory authorities incorporate design quality more 

prominently into their processes and decisions. An increasingly goal is directed to everyday users 

of buildings and spaces, about whom it is believed that demand for higher standards in the built 

environment will influence the producing side of the market (Carmona et al., 2017, p. 180). 
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As an example, the French “National Days of Architecture” is a national campaign aiming to raise 

awareness and stimulate architectural and urban design knowledge among professionals and the 

general public80. In its fifth edition, this national event lasts for three days and includes a diverse 

programme with more than 1,000 free events across the country, such as meetings and debates, 

visits to architectural offices, visits to buildings and sites, urban walks, exhibitions, films, 

educational workshops, etc. Several cities also have architectural events that last for one day or 

more, such as the Open House or similar events81.  

 

5.12 – Caixa forum cultural centre by Herzog & de Meuron, Madrid (Spain)  
(Source: Rubén P. Bescós). The Madrid Architecture Week is organised by the Architects’ 
Association of Madrid (COAM) through its Architectural Foundation together with the City 

Council and the Regional Community of Madrid. 

Proactive inter-governmental or cross-stakeholder advocacy and partnership working around the 

delivery of design quality is a notable feature where some governments established dedicated 

institutions or have appointed a state architect or similar body to act as design champion across 

the public sector. Usually, these are pseudo-governmental institutions with a non-profit nature or 

working as an arm’s length organisation with an independent status. According to their statutory 

mission, although the size and structure of these organizations varies across Europe, as well as 

the resources available, they implement several informal urban design governance tools, where 

advocating for good design is usually one of its core tasks. Nevertheless, different informal 

networks are often taking a lead in Europe by using proactive advocacy to shape policies and 

programmes or just to spread best practices. 

 
80 Journées Nationales de l’Architecture. For more info: https://journeesarchitecture.culture.gouv.fr/ 
81 Open House is an annual festival at city scale, now spread around the world. See: 
https://www.openhouseworldwide.org/  

https://journeesarchitecture.culture.gouv.fr/
https://www.openhouseworldwide.org/
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3.2.2 Quality delivery tools 

The “quality delivery tools’ steer those decision-making processes in a more focused manner, 

helping to ensure that design quality is delivered in specific interventions in the built environment. 

This means delivery tools move beyond the previous culture tools because they are more 

interventionalist in the design process, instead of focusing on the broader culture within which 

decisions on design are made, they focus on particular projects, places, or processes with 

potential to shape actual outcomes (Carmona, 2021).  

Rating tools 

Rating is the first type of the informal ‘quality delivery tools’, which allow judgments to be made 

about the quality of design in a systematic and structured manner, usually by parties (e.g., other 

professionals or community groups) external to, and therefore independent from, the particular 

design process being evaluated (Carmona, 2021). This includes formative evaluation tools, such 

as indicators or informal design review process which evaluate projects; and summative 

evaluation tools, such as certification schemes or competitions which allow design proposals to 

be evaluated prior to their development.  

Within formative evaluation, for example, the Scottish Place Standard tool is a simple framework 

developed a couple of years ago to structure conversations about place and its physical elements 

as well as its social aspects. It includes 14 questions on the physical aspects of a place (buildings, 

open spaces, transport) and on the social aspects (for example, whether people feel they have a 

say in decision-making); each question is then rated on a 1 to 7 scale. Launched in 2015, Place 

Standard is currently being applied in several European countries.  

 

5.13 – Example of Place Standard final spider diagram (source: www.placestandard.scot). The tool was 
developed by Architecture and Design Scotland (A&DS), together with NHS Health Scotland and the 

Planning & Architecture Department of the Scottish Government. 

http://www.placestandard.scot/
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Nevertheless, according to the UM findings, this type of indicator or certification tools does not 

seem to be widely used in Europe at urban design level, although the small number of examples 

revealed by the survey are well developed (see UM Survey). The use of expert design review 

panels or design advisory boards in different forms is far more widespread and growing.  

Design review is a peer review process of evaluating the design quality of built environment 

projects in an independent manner by experts without any links to the schemes under review. Its 

immediate function is to improve the design quality of individual development schemes by 

providing advice from a pool of experts whose joint experience can be tapped into. This brings a 

breadth and depth of experience that may not be available to the project team or to the planning 

authority, not least on more specialist areas such as inclusion, heritage, or sustainability.  

Across the continent, design review panels are also known as design advisory boards 

(gestaltungsbeiräten), design commissions or building committees (baukollegiums), and the 

process itself is also referred to by other names including quality review, place review, design 

review, project review, and design surgery, etc. Design review is also one of the tools used by 

State Architects and City Chief Architects to promote design quality.  

 

5.14 – Example of a presentation session to the Design Advisory Board (baukollegium) of Zurich, 
Switzerland (Source: Eisinger & Reuther, 2007, p. 254)  

Among the summative evaluation tools, design competitions are widely used, even if 

intermittently, throughout Europe by both state and local governments. Looking at the UM 

findings, there are diverse practices relating to the use of design competitions across Europe. 

Nevertheless, design competitions are viewed as a form of promoting innovation in design and 

stimulating the building sector, as several designers respond to the same design problem 

according to a defined set of rules. Competitions usually involve a jury that assesses the different 

designs from an independent point of view. Although a design competition can be organized in 

several ways, there are two fundamental types of design competitions: conceptual (ideas only) 

and project (relating to a tangible building project) (Lehrer, 2011). 
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For example, in France design competitions have been mandatory for all new public buildings 

above a set threshold since 1980 (Biau, 2002b). More than 1000 competitions are held across 

the country every year, promoted by the national government down to the smallest municipality. 

A second decree, approved in 1988, obliges French competition organisers to compensate the 

candidates for a minimum of 80% of the value of the assignment carried out for the service 

provided. Because of this decree, competitions are always restricted, usually to three to five 

teams. The implementation of design competitions in France is overseen by the Inter-Ministry 

Mission for Quality in Public Construction (MIQCP) (see previous section). 

Although design competitions are routinely used in some countries for bigger building projects, 

particularly those commissioned by governmental bodies, and are strongly favoured as a means 

of encouraging more innovative design solutions. Their use is relatively rare elsewhere (e.g., 

England / UK), unless there is some compulsion in their use because their cost implications tend 

to count against them  (Bento & Carmona, 2020). An interesting example of a competition related 

to tangible building projects is the Open Call procedure from the Flemish Government Architect 

(Belgium). Created in 2000, the Open Call has been operating for almost 20 years and more than 

700 projects have used the approach (Liefooghe & van den Driessche, 2019). The Open Call is 

free of charge for all public and semi-public organizations, including regional public services, city, 

and municipal authorities, as well as housing agencies, non-profit organizations, etc82.  

 
5.15 – Open Call 0229 bridge in Vroenhoven (Source: FGA, 2019 © Stijn Bollaert) 

In Germany, several cities are using concept tendering procedures, which is an alternative means 

for municipalities to sell (or rather lease over the long-term) land that is in their direct sphere of 

influence (typically public land). Instead of using either a direct award, wherein conditions must 

be agreed upon with the buyer, or a bidding process, wherein price is the deciding factor, concept 

tendering brings to the fore the qualities and aspects of design/place by making them a key 

decision-making factor, equal to or even more important than price (Temel, 2019).83 

 
82 For a full list of projects see: https://www.vlaamsbouwmeester.be/en/instruments/open-call  
83 For more information see: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/konzeptvergabe/  

https://www.vlaamsbouwmeester.be/en/instruments/open-call
https://urbanmaestro.org/example/konzeptvergabe/
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Support tools 

The second type of informal ‘quality delivery tools’ is support, which is a more directive approach 

within the design process itself as it involves directly assisting or enabling design / development 

teams with particular projects, or with the commissioning of projects, or the preparation of design 

guidance and other tools. They potentially encompass a range of financial means that can be 

used to encourage better design outcomes, providing financial support to key initiatives / delivery 

organizations or the raising / steering / transferring of funding for better design (Carmona, 2021). 

Based on this differentiation, two main types of support tools were identified:  

• Indirect support tools, notably financial support to key delivery organizations (e.g., arm’s length 

agencies or centres with a design remit) or subsidies tied to the delivery of defined quality / 

quality culture objectives; 

• Direct support tools that include the provision of hands-on professional enabling, negotiation 

or advice. 

The first type refers to indirect support tools, such as the provision of grants-in-aid to support 

arm’s length agencies and other key design organizations with a remit to instil and support a 

culture of good design or to deliver well-defined quality objectives in the built environment. This 

can be done in two ways: through financial support to key design organizations or the provision 

of subsidies for the delivery of tools or initiatives.  

The recognition of the importance of a culture of design quality has led several governments to 

financially support arm’s length agencies and centres with design remit dedicated to the cultural 

promotion of design quality at national, regional, and local level. The aim is to foster a 

placemaking culture across stakeholders and to raise public awareness about the value of design 

quality. These tools involve the provision of financial support directly to arm’s length organizations, 

national/regional/local design centres or non-profit organizations, who may also obtain funding 

from other sources, from local authorities to private sponsorships.  

For example, the Flanders Architecture Institute (VAi) is solely dedicated to architectural 

promotion and is responsible for delivering the cultural dimension of the Flemish architectural 

policy, through exhibitions and other activities aimed at making the general public aware of 

architecture and urban design84. Funded by the Flemish government, VAI was entrusted with the 

management of the Flanders Architecture Archives, which was being taken care of by regional 

and provincial authorities across Flanders. Since 2002, VAI is also responsible for the publication 

of the Architectural Yearbooks designed to highlight architecture achievements and to keep a 

broader public informed about it (5.16)85.  

 
84 The Flemish government established the Flanders Architecture Institute the international arts centre ‘deSingel’ in 2001. 
85 For more info see https://www.vai.be/en/  

https://www.vai.be/en/
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5.16 – Flanders Architecture Institute (VAI), Belgium (Source: VAI) 

Some countries have created partnership agreements to finance new cultural organizations to 

deliver part of their architectural policy programmes. For example, the 2002 Irish architectural 

policy included a proposal to create a new Virtual Architecture Centre. Although this measure 

never came to be materialized, it facilitated the establishment of a partnership agreement between 

several institutions to create and provide financial support to the Irish Architecture Foundation 

(IAF) in 2005. The partnership involved two government departments, Dublin local administration 

and two non-governmental bodies, all contributing financially to support IAF. This agreement is 

still in force today (see Table). 

Source Amount € 
Arts Council 58,000 
DOEHLG 60,000 
Dublin City Council 30,000 
Office of Public Works 30,000 
RIAI 50,000 

TOTAL 228,000 

5.17 – Principal Core Funding Contributions to IAF in 2008  
(based on the Report of the Arts Council Public Engagement & Architecture, 2008) 

Another interesting example of financial support through partnerships is that of the Houses of 

Architecture in Austria, where each federal province (Bundesland) has created its own centre of 

architecture, which receives funding from federal, state, and local administrations86. At the 

beginning of the 1990s, a funding scheme for architecture and design was introduced by the 

Austrian federal government to ensure the continuity of the Houses of Architecture by covering 

part of their operation costs. Depending on the federal state, the remaining funding is 

 
86 Although the Austrian Society for Architecture was set up in the 1960s, the first House of Architecture was created in 
Graz/Steiermark in 1988, followed by the Architecture Centre Vienna (Az W – Architekturzentrum Wien) in 1993. 
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supplemented by financial support from federal states and / or municipalities, membership fees 

and private sponsors87. 

Some governments use funding programmes to support innovative cultural projects, such as 

temporary installations, experimental projects, or exhibitions, etc. For example, the Architecture 

Unit of the Fédération Wallonie-Bruxelles has been managing a budget article for several years 

entitled "Subsidies to associations for the defence and enhancement of architecture", which has 

benefited several dozen actions in Wallonia and Brussels (exhibitions, publications, seminars, 

conferences, debates, documentaries, etc.). Another interesting example is that of the Czech 

subsidies for design competitions, which supports architectural and urban design competitions for 

the local procurement of design services of public buildings, public spaces, and planning 

documents, by subsidizing half the costs associated with competition prizes88.  

The second type was direct support tools, which includes the provision of hands-on professional 

enabling, negotiation or advice, offered in relation to particular projects. As referred to in the 

previous section, some states across Europe have been appointing a ‘State Architect’ to provide 

support to public actors (see previous section). At a lower level, these approaches are echoed in 

municipalities that have appointed a city architect (and team) tasked with providing proactive 

advocacy and direct enabling of good design, such as in the examples of Budapest (Hungary), 

Copenhagen (Denmark) or Warsaw (Poland). 

 

5.18 – Budapest City Architect TÉR_KÖZ programme public space interventions (Source: Budapest City) 

This role is also played by non-governmental bodies, such as the French Councils for 

Architecture, Urbanism, and the Environment (CAUE), which among other tools, provide free 

design advice and support to local councils and citizens (see previous Section).   

 
87 In 1996, the nine Houses of Architecture, along with the Austrian Society for Architecture, founded an Umbrella 
Organisation, The Austrian Architectural Foundation, which is a common public platform for Austrian architectural 
initiatives. Along with statutory professional associations, educational faculties, and independent architectural initiatives, 
it constitutes an important third pillar for upholding the Austrian building culture. 
88 The Czech program aims to promote more frequent use of design competitions by municipalities, which would in turn 
foster higher quality architectural and urban works. This subsidy is coordinated by the Czech Ministry of Regional 
Development. For more info see: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/subsidies-for-architectural-and-urban-competitions/ 
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Exploration tools 

Exploration is the third and final type of informal ‘quality delivery tools’ of the typology of tools of 

urban design governance. Exploration tools engage directly in the design process through 

mechanisms that investigate, test out and involve the community in particular design approaches. 

They are hands on but exploratory in nature, either utilising temporary interventions or inputting 

into larger project or place-shaping processes (Carmona et al., 2022).  

According to the UM findings,  exploration tools can be classified in two main types depending on 

whether the focus of the tool is public or professional: 

• Proactive engagement tools, such as design-led community participation or co-governance 

agreements; 

• Professional investigation tools, such as research by design and testing and on-site 

experimentation. 

The first type of exploration tools includes different types of proactive engagement activities with 

local stakeholders and communities in design processes, such as design-led community 

participation activities, as a precursor to major development projects. By actively involving 

communities in place-shaping processes, these initiatives promote a wider inclusion of local 

concerns in the decision-making environment of new development projects or in the definition of 

local development strategies. Furthermore, they have the potential to empower local communities 

by strengthening their capacities and improving communication between authorities and 

concerned citizens, such as co-design of projects, workshops or design charrettes (Ibidem). 

 

5.19  – One example of the Nantes citizens vote, France (Source: Régis Routier, Ville de Nantes) 

A complementary way of promoting engagement with local stakeholders and communities in 

design processes has been through the establishment of co-governance agreements between 

local authorities and citizens for improving their close surroundings or managing vacant and 

underused spaces, which sometimes are also referred to as ‘urban commons’. Although there is 



ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES IN EUROPE: AN OVERVIEW 70 

usually a formal arrangement underpinning such agreements (known in Italy as ‘pact’), there are 

also extended processes of informal collaboration between the stakeholders involved, such as 

local councils, housing associations and residents (Ibid.).  

The second type of exploration tools includes different investigation tools, which investigate 

particular design issues in order to identify and test out innovative solutions, such as research by 

design or testing and on-site experimentation. In the former, research by design is usually used 

to explore design alternatives for key projects, places, or problems, which can include different 

visualization methods to explore alternative solutions. This is mostly used at local level by design 

teams (e.g., city architects) to stimulate design thinking about particular areas or in cooperative 

planning processes with stakeholders in large urban development projects.  

In the latter, testing and on-site experimentation has been applied in several cities across Europe, 

such as temporary occupation of non-used sites and places as an experimental process to test. 

Although this can be done in very different forms and timeframes, the main purpose is to bring 

unused properties temporarily to life, to test new uses and activities in order to adapt these places 

to the current needs of the citizens or just activate them. One interesting example was the Grand 

Voizins project, which encompasses the temporary occupation of a former hospital in Paris, 

considered to be one of the most successful examples of temporary occupation across Europe89. 

In a different format, some cities have been supporting ‘urban labs’ to develop research and new 

insights about urban challenges bringing together a wide range of development actors around a 

particular area or topic. Urban labs may use a variety of tools to explore urban design problems 

as well as to develop different initiatives aiming at co-designing new spatial solutions together 

with the various actors and agents present in a certain place, such as design workshops, public 

debates, artistic installations, social media engagement, etc. Urban labs may last for a week, a 

month or even several years (e.g., International Building Exhibitions - IBA90). 

 

 

  

 
89 For more info see: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/les-grands-voisins/  
90 For more info see: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/international-building-exhibition-iba/  

https://urbanmaestro.org/example/les-grands-voisins/
https://urbanmaestro.org/example/international-building-exhibition-iba/
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4. IMPACT OF ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES 

The present section intends to discuss the impact of national architectural policies based on the 

findings of a PhD research (Bento, 2017) about the role of national architectural policies focused 

on three case studies: Ireland, The Netherlands and Scotland. Since the success of the policies 

is dependent on several variables besides the policy itself, this section will start by examining the 

policy implementation performance in the three countries. Based on the experience of the case 

studies, a second part will explore the impacts of architectural policies on processes of design 

governance and, finally, a third part will discuss the main limitations of architectural policies 

revealing the red lines of policies and the short-range impact of most of their tools.  

4.1 Architecture policy implementation 

Although the previous two sections offer a diverse pallet of architectural policies and tools across 

Europe, when it comes to their implementation there are substantial differences between the 

different countries. This derives mostly from the level of support and resources available (time, 

personal, financial, organizational) in each context, which leads to different grades of execution 

among countries / regions. Inevitably, these restrictions will directly impact the results on the 

ground and on the policy’s effectiveness in reaching its aims. Within complex systems literature, 

the implementation process is defined as “the process of preparing an organization for an 

organizational change and the actual implementation and embedding of that change” (Rooimans, 

Theye & Koop, 2003)91. Therefore, public policies must be seen as an incremental process that 

it is not assessed only by visible outputs but also by an ongoing process of (social/cultural) change 

that needs to be considered before drawing any conclusions on the effectiveness of policies.  

Looking at the policies of the three case studies - Ireland, the Netherlands, and Scotland -, it is 

possible to highlight several differences. Firstly, from a chronological perspective, the Netherlands 

was the first to adopt a policy on architecture, almost ten years before the two other countries. 

Since then, the Dutch government has been revising its policy every four years to renew its policy 

budget, being currently in its eight version; whereas Scotland has revised its policy two times and 

Ireland only once. This regularity provides spaces for reflection and the continuous involvement 

of the different stakeholders around the Dutch architectural policy and its mains goals, tools, and 

initiatives. Furthermore, preceding most of the new policy versions, the Dutch government 

commissioned evaluation studies, generally to an independent institution or an expert panel, to 

assess the policy’s success in reaching its intended aims. 

 
91 In this context, the implementation process represents the way implementations in general are being realized within an 
organization (Ibidem). According to this theory, the overall maturity of an implementation process within an organization 
can be assessed and determined by an evaluation matrix with at least four indicators: process, human resource, 
information, means and control (Ibidem). 
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6.1 – Chronological development of the architectural policies of the three countries (source: João Bento) 

Secondly, the policy budget is another important indicator that distinguishes the Dutch policies 

from those of the two other countries. Comparing the three policy budgets, the Netherlands is by 

far the country that has invested the most in its architectural policy implementation: an annual 

budget of 10.8 million Euros. It is important to highlight that the Dutch policy has been supporting 

the Netherlands Architecture Institute (NAi) and the Fund for Architecture from the outset, which 

consumes most of its policy budget. The Scottish policy has almost 3 million Euros per year to 

support its policy programme, mostly delivered by A+DS, while the Irish policy, and with the lowest 

budget, has less than a quarter of the Scottish annual budget and a very small part of the Dutch.   

 The Netherlands Scotland (UK) Ireland 

Annual policy budget 
(average) 

10,8 million Euros* 2 million Pounds 
(2,8 million Euros) 

400.000€** 

* 4.5 million Euros of the Dutch budgets go to the Institute for Creative Industries (former NAi) and 3.9 million go to the 
Stimulation fund for architecture, design, and e-culture (former Fund for Architecture) 

** This amount has suffered cuts over the years due to budget reduction (Irish Public Official, 2015: Interview) 

6.2 – Architectural policy annual budget in the three countries (situation in 2017) 92. 

In the opposite direction, the Irish policy’s annual budget was reduced by 80% between 2015-16, 

due to the strong financial crisis that hit the country in 2016, having only 70.000 Euros available 

per year. To overcome these constraints, the Irish Government has formed partnerships with 

several institutions to advance its policy actions such as the creation of the Irish Architectural 

Foundation, in 2005 (see previous Section). This means that part of the impact of the architectural 

policies is not expressed only in visible artefacts but as invisible drivers of design governance 

processes. However, architectural policies need a policy budget, no matter how small, otherwise 

the policy will be unable to carry out most of its action plan and will therefore become an ineffective 

policy instrument, largely due to the informal nature of its policy tools.  

 

 
92 Although the Scottish and the Irish policy does not include a policy budget, the analysis of the information contained in  
the progress reports and in the interviews makes it possible to build a comparative annual budget for the three countries. 

Ireland 0 1 2

Scotland (UK) 0 1 2 3

The Netherlands 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0 – Documents for public discussion; 1, 2, 3, 4 – Number of the official policy document

2010200519951990 2000 2015 2020



ARCHITECTURAL POLICIES IN EUROPE: AN OVERVIEW 73 

Thirdly, it is important to underline the strong social awareness on spatial quality and landscape 

that exists in the Netherlands (Bento, 2017). According to a Dutch local officer (Ibidem), a cultural 

and social concern with the landscape and the territory is embedded in Dutch culture given the 

country’s continuing struggle against floods, which demanded careful planning of the countryside 

and of the water system. This means that aspects as traditions and values were a strong 

determinant for the Netherlands to be a pioneering and innovative country in environmental 

policies, including architecture and land-use planning. All these aspects indicate the serious 

commitment of the Dutch government to its architectural policy, which has inspired most of the 

countries with a policy in this domain.  

 

6.3 – Aqueduct Ringvaart over the A4 Highway, Haarlemmermeer, The Netherlands (2006). 

Cross-analysing the findings of the three case studies (for a full analysis see Bento, 2017), it is 

possible to classify them in three levels of implementation performance:  

• Advance - the Dutch policy shows the highest level of execution, with a diverse range of 

policy tools and regular annual budget. In the European panorama, the Netherlands stands 

out as the country that has been putting more efforts and resources into the delivery of its 

policy tools. The 30 years of architectural policies have successfully raised the profile of 

architecture and the level of awareness of clients and the general public, which ended up 

influencing the producing side of the development process and led to the improvement of the 

quality of the Dutch built environment and landscape. This has been the result of a continued 

investment in its policy tools, together with a sophisticated planning system and other social 

aspects described above, which could not be thoroughly examined in this report. Although it 

is not possible to determine with accuracy the impacts of the policies on the design quality 

of places, as they are also the result of a combination of several policies and other social 

factors, the Dutch Architectural policies have clearly had an impact on the development 

actors decision-making environments and have played a key role in raising the standards.  
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• Good - the Scottish government has also been implementing the majority of its architecture 

policy tools and investing considerable amounts of resources in its execution, although not 

in the same proportion as the Dutch policies. Again, the question of whether the Scottish 

policies are effectively improving the quality of places has to be seen in the light of its context, 

in which most of the policy tools are informal in nature and long-term aimed. According to 

the interviewees, the wide range of activities and programmes developed by A+DS are 

having a positive impact on the wider community, clients, and designers. A+DS is also 

delivering design review services, which is quite a unique policy instrument, improving the 

standards of design of the built environment.  

• Intermediate - Of the three countries, Ireland has been the least successful in putting its 

architecture policy in operation. In its first seven years, the policy did not generate any visible 

results and its implementation was considered low. Nevertheless, the second Irish policy 

introduced a much more comprehensive action plan, identifying and committing the different 

policy stakeholders, which included not only public bodies but also several non-governmental 

entities. Despite the huge difference with the Dutch budget, the Irish department in charge 

of the second policy was able to guarantee an annual funding for the total seven-year period, 

although in the last three it has suffered a reduction by more than 80%. Hence, the level of 

impact of the Irish policy actions does not have the same extent as the more diversified 

agenda of the other two countries. According to several interviewees, the new IAF is having 

a considerable impact, even if the range of initiatives is more restricted than in the other two 

countries. The schoolchildren’s programme or the Open House event are examples of two 

initiatives which are successfully creating an audience and raising awareness about the 

value of design. Equally important has been the commitment of several government players 

revealing a new impetus for better places that did not exist before. 

Following this brief overview of the policy implementation of the three case studies, the referred 

PhD research (Bento, 2017) aimed to understand the main policy successes and barriers through 

a serious of in-depth interviews with major stakeholders. Based on these past research findings, 

the next two parts will discuss the architectural policy impacts and its main limitations in processes 

of design governance. 
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4.2 Architectural policy impacts in the governance of design 

‘DCAL Ministerial Advisory Group (MAG) on Architecture and the Built Environment emphasised that 

having a formal Architectural policy owned by government can be ‘enormously helpful in encouraging 

better outcomes’. (…) ‘it has taken several years and excellent Ministerial leadership to give it 

confidence and connections that are now making real differences to places week by week and 

establishing methods of working in central and local government’  (Northern Ireland 2013, p. 9)  

The above excerpt is quite explicit in terms of the added value of having a governmental policy 

on architecture, saying that the policy has been extremely helpful for the government to lead and 

encourage central and local governments to aim for better places. Although at different degrees, 

the same positive view on the role of the architectural policies has been given by almost all 

interviewees of the three case studies. In fact, they all agree in one crucial point: having a policy 

on architecture is important to raise the profile of the value of design quality and set an agenda 

for future action, even if the extent of its impact may not be easily perceived. To understand the 

reason for this positive opinion, this section will break down the impacts of a formal policy on 

architecture in four dimensions. 

Improvement of design governance processes 

One of the main impacts of a national policy on architecture is, according to interviewees, its 

capacity to improve the processes of design governance. A conceptual shift from ‘government to 

governance’ has been taking place since the beginning of the 1990s, which embodies the idea of 

a ‘new way of thinking about state capabilities and sate-society relationships’ (Pierre & Peters, 

2000). In all the three case studies, the adoption of the architectural policies was preceded by a 

process of participation and negotiation between policy actors, including public and private 

stakeholders. In addition, in the Irish and Scottish cases, there have been periods of public 

consultation before the adoption of the policies, animated by debates to improve the policy 

formulation and integrate as many different views as possible93.  

The development of the policies also facilitated the development of networks of trust and 

cooperation between the actors, based on the assumption that the state will achieve better results 

by persuading others and by creating incentives instead of issuing orders in an ‘authoritarian way’. 

Considering the complex system of actors involved in the design of built environment, the 

development of the policies provided opportunities to reconcile different interests on design and 

the establishment of compromises among stakeholders in order to achieve better places. In 

addition, the state does not have the financial capacity to implement many of the policy actions 

alone, which means that it has to build partnerships and share decisions and investments (e.g., 

Irish Architectural Foundation in Ireland).  

 
93 In the Dutch case, although there were no public consultations documents, there were always several round tables to 
discuss and improve the policy formulation and integrate as many different views as possible. 
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6.4 – Carré Apartments, Breda, The Netherlands (1999); Design:  
Kem Koolhas (OMA Office); Client: Municipality of Breda (Source: Gerhard Bissell) 

Furthermore, architecture policy initiatives open new spaces for dialogue about subjects that 

otherwise would be difficult to create, sitting different people at the same table to exchange 

strategies aimed at improving the system of rules, stimulus and structures involved in the 

processes of design. It is therefore possible to conclude that the processes involved in the 

preparation and development of a national policy on architecture contributed to a better process 

of design governance, involving a wide range actor in a cooperative and inclusive way.  

Design leadership – design quality as a corporative aim 

The adoption of a national architectural policy is a direct way for the government to take a leading 

role in the promotion of design excellence and fostering a place-making culture. In accordance to 

governance theory (Pierre, 2000), from a governance perspective the state should ‘steer and not 

row’. This means that by setting a public policy on design quality based on a medium and long-

term view, the government shows the direction that society and development actors should go in, 

or in other words, by ‘encouraging organizations to act holistically and work in a joined-up fashion 

with others to achieve a quality place rather than think and act in silos to suit their own professional 

interests’ (Adams & Tiesdell, 2013).  

Besides the policy documents, all three countries have dedicated actors to promote high-quality 

public works. Setting up a public agenda to promote better buildings and places plays an 

important role in convincing other public departments to engage and raise the quality of their 

developments. Although the public recognition of the value of design quality in itself is not enough 

to improve the quality of the built environment, an architectural policy can produce an impact and 

give an impetus to cultural change if dedicated institutional actors take the lead and demonstrate 

the willingness to invest in the front-end vision to achieve quality places. 
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New set of informal design quality tools 

One of the main impacts of the architecture policies of the three countries was the creation of a 

wide range of informal design quality tools (see previous Section) delivered by dedicated design 

institutions, such as State Architects offices, arm’s length agencies (e.g., Scottish A+DS) or 

architecture centres (e.g., Irish Architecture Foundation). These institutions have produced a 

large number of activities, colloquiums, exhibitions, design guidance, design review, etc., that did 

not exist before the policy. Nonetheless, the impact of informal quality tools on the perception of 

different development actors on design quality is not easy to assess. Although there is a danger 

of “simply talking to the converted, telling architect, that it should be into placemaking, that good 

design is important” (Scottish policy expert, 2015: interview), informal tools are important to 

complement regulatory design instruments, that alone may not be enough to improve the quality 

of places. Cultural change has to be seen as a long-term objective (see below). 

 

6.6 – The design of the new building of Department of Finance was coordinated by OPW Architectural 
Services, led by the Irish State Architect, Dublin, Ireland (2009); Design: Grafton Architects / OPW 
Architectural Services; Client: The Commissioners of Public Works (Source DG - Denis Gilbert). 

Improvement of interdepartmental coordination  

Another advantage of having a national policy on architecture that emerges from the case studies 

is the improvement of inter-ministerial coordination on design quality issues. In fact, as a result of 

architectural policy, all three case studies have developed mechanisms of transversal 

collaboration between different state departments and agencies with the objective of placing 

design quality as a corporate aim. To do so, all three countries have established an 

interdepartmental policy platform to assist in the co-ordination of initiatives and delivery of actions 

between built environment bodies. The platforms meet regularly to debate the progress in 

architectural policy and monitor its action agenda. According to some interviewees, the joint 

meetings are important to develop bridges and stimulate connections between different 

government departments with responsibilities in built environment issues (e.g., planning, 

transport, heritage, public works, and education). Nonetheless, as will be seen below, the capacity 

to improve interdepartmental policy coordination is one of the main difficulties of the policies.  
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4.3 The limitations of architectural policies 

‘There is a complete and cynical disconnection between the political rhetoric on the value of design 

and place-making, and the reality of procurement in Scotland.’ (Paul Stallan, Stallan-Brand Architects) 

‘How do you get the policy to relate to people on the ground (…) the average housebuilder / developer 

would not comply with the policy recommendations. Its lack of statutory powers diminished its 

effectiveness.’ (BEFS workshop, 2013) 

The first quote reveals a paradox between government statements on the value of design quality 

and the procurement practices of most public authorities and agencies in Scotland. In fact, the 

state is a complex and multi-level organization, and it is extremely difficult to mobilize and 

persuade the wide array of departments and public agencies to raise their design standards 

against the culture of the lowest price. The second quote points out to a lack of effectiveness of 

the architectural policy instruments in introducing changes in the development process. There is 

a permanent tension between the architectural policy goals and the building and planning reality 

because under market conditions design quality is most of the times regarded as superficial and 

is not seen as a safe investment. The construction industry, estate promoters and urban 

developers are mostly guided by commercial interests and market considerations, which do not 

take a longer-term view (Bento, 2017). As such, if architectural policies are to have a positive 

impact on procurement and development processes, they must adopt a mix of informal policy 

tools and legal measures, since merely demonstrating that investment in quality pays off may not 

do the trick. Against this background, this section will try to address the main limitations of 

architectural policies, identify the main barriers to policy and which levers need to be pulled. 

The lack of statutory ‘status’ and regulatory tools  

The wide range of architectural policy tools are essentially informal cultural and capacity-

building/delivery tools, generally known as soft instruments. Although these tools are important to 

complement the formal tools, by raising awareness and stimulating the demand side, there is a 

risk that they might not be able to influence the choices of producers (investors, developers), who 

end up having most of the decision-making power on the overall quality of developments.  

The development process is mostly a profit-driven process in which commercial pressures often 

go against long-term investment in design quality. The problem is complex, as most decisions 

related to the built environment are carried out by development actors ‘far removed from their 

impact on the ground’ (Carmona et al. 2003). For this reason, exhortations of the public benefits 

of good design will have a limited impact on a climate in which financial value and return are the 

main drivers for private sector investment (Ibidem). The question of effectiveness is therefore one 

of the crucial issues that architectural policies need to address and better convene in the future.  
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Although each national context has its own regulatory system, there are certain quality criteria 

that may be introduced in the procurement and development processes without restricting the 

design capacity for innovation too much (see the new Catalonia and Spanish Law in Section 5). 

For example, the new Scottish policy Place and Architecture (2013) introduces principles of good 

design as ‘material considerations in determining planning applications and appeals’. Another 

example is the Place Standard assessment tool, aimed at creating greater certainty around quality 

of place. Another interesting example was the establishment of Quality teams in the Dutch local 

authorities, to introduce design quality concerns early on in the development process94. 

Nevertheless, local design statement and non-statutory design guidance within the planning 

policy are also important tools. In this regard, architectural policies should pursue a mix of policy 

tools, combining regulatory and informal tools, in order to raise the effectiveness of the policies. 

 

6.5 – The Dublin Docklands Area, a major project of physical,  
social and economic regeneration in the East side of Dublin, managed by the Dublin Docklands  

Development Authority established in 1997 (Source: Kennedy Wilson). 

Inter-sectoral barriers and the need for better co-ordination 

One of the main barriers that architectural policies have to face with regard to their implementation 

strategies is how to influence different state departments and improve the co-ordination of the 

wide range of policies that affect the built environment. As the policy scope increased to higher 

spatial scales (e.g., urban planning, infrastructure, and landscape design), the number of 

supporting departments that need to be involved also increased. In addition, architectural policies 

proclaim that the state should present itself as an exemplary client committed to quality in every 

aspect of building procurement and property development. However, public administration is a 

complex and multi-level organization. Consequently, to achieve their aims, architectural policies 

have to be able to persuade a constellation of public managers and principals, who have their 

own agendas and priorities, to give more priority to design quality rather than to the lowest price. 

 
94 See: https://urbanmaestro.org/example/q-teams/  

https://urbanmaestro.org/example/q-teams/
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Looking at the three case studies, one of the ways to address this has been to create an inter-

departmental platform and to set up the position of a State Architect / Chief Government Architect. 

As seen earlier, the creation of an inter-departmental working group may get different state actors 

involved in the policy formulation, to monitor the policy progress and improve inter-departmental 

co-ordination. As a complement, the State Architect teams are playing an important role in 

influencing and providing design support services to other public departments and clients to 

ensure that design quality is a priority and not seen as an optional extra.  

In the Scottish case, some of the interviewees mentioned that the Chief Architect was not placed 

higher enough in the governmental structure, which curtailed his or her capacity to demand higher 

design standards in public agencies outside his or her department. Some interviewees suggested 

that the position should sit near the cabinet. This means that, despite the title and the small team 

that supports its activities, inter-departmental barriers will continue to be a difficult challenge if the 

State Architect does not have enough political support.  

 

6.7 - Robin House Children’s Hospice, Loch Lomond, Scotland (2005); Design: Gareth 
Hoskins Architects; Client: Children Hospice Association (Source: Andrew Lee Photography) 

A long-term goal: the need to create a virtuous circle of production  

The production of the built environment is a complex field where multiple actors intervene and 

where several interests are at stake. This means that the quality of the urban environment derives 

from various interventions and policy decisions over time and reflects the collective work of 

multiple stakeholders – public, private and community (Urban Maestro, 2021). To achieve better 

places, a constant endeavour from all actors involved in the production of the built environment 

is required. As such, it is not enough only to regulate (formal tools) the development process to 

achieve better places, it is also necessary to raise awareness and motivate the producers 

(investors, developers, designers) as well as to promote informed and educated demand (clients 

and consumers), to be able to create a virtuous circle of production.  
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Through an architectural policy, governments define a strategic vision and action plan to promote 

successful and sustainable places, which is a long-term goal. Several interviewees mentioned 

that while the interest in architecture has increased, it remains circumscribed to a select group of 

people. In addition, they mention a gap between the professional and the public debate that was 

difficult to bridge. This shows the complex task and long-term goals of architectural policies. In 

fact, changing attitudes towards better design, and developing skills where they barely exist, will 

be a slow process. Thus, the policy objectives will not be achieved in a short period of time, which 

hinders the perception of decision-makers of the impact of policies.  

Policy reorientation in a period of austerity 

The prosperous times of the 1990s, which lay down the fertile ground for the birth of the first 

generation of architectural policies, are over. Besides the economic turn, the social and political 

context has also changed. Considering the new scenario, architectural policies have been facing 

great challenges. In fact, all the interviewees mentioned the effects of the financial crisis on the 

budget of architectural policies, leading to a recalibration of their tools. The Dutch cultural budget 

suffered a 25% reduction, which led to a restructuring of architectural policy tools, with a new 

discourse about the economic value of design with a stronger focus on cultural industries, product 

innovation and internationalization. In the Irish case, the policy budget also suffered notable cuts 

that have prevented the execution of most of its actions. This means that in a time of crisis and 

austerity, architectural policies need to reinvent themselves otherwise they will face the risk of 

losing their position as a policy. Issues like lack of housing, shrinking cities and vacancy have 

entered the agenda, and architectural policies should take advantage of design thinking to 

propose new ways of improving social conditions in a holistic manner with fewer resources. 

Bridging with local authorities 

In all three countries, interviewees reported that local authorities were slowly losing their design 

skills by dismissing architects and designers. Although some of the architectural policies 

contained an explicit reference to this phenomenon, the central state has been unable to reverse 

this trend. Some of the policies introduced the wish to appoint city and county architects in each 

county, to act as design champions. The aim was to strengthen design processes at local 

government level to better co-ordinate the design and planning processes, ensuring design skills 

at all stages of the planning process as a way to encourage good design quality. According to the 

interviewees, however, they were not able to financially support these positions due to budget 

cuts, which means that design deficit continues to be a challenge for most small and medium-

sized local authorities. 
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KEY ONLINE RESOURCES  

- New European Bauhaus  

https://new-european-bauhaus.europa.eu/ 

- Davos Declaration  

https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/  

- Architectural policies in Europe (ACE-CAE) 

https://www.ace-cae.eu/architects-in-europe/eu-architectural-policy/ 

- Project Urban Maestro: 

https://urbanmaestro.org/ 
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Appendix 8.

Resources
Following is a list of resources and publications we have gathered throughout the process.

More than 30 countries have adopted or are developing a national architecture policy. Follow the links 
below to learn more about policies and related initiatives in different countries and contexts. For an 
overview of alternative governance strategies for urban design and quality of the built environment in 
Europe, see Urban Maestro.

ARCHITECTURE POLICIES AND STRATEGIES AROUND THE WORLD

Australia / NSW

Austria

Denmark

Australia / NSW
Link

Belgium / Flanders

Denmark

Australia / Vic

LinkLink

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Link

Croatia

Estonia

European Union

Denmark 2014

Finland

European Union / Romania

Denmark 2017

Finland

https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/-/media/OEH/Corporate-Site/Documents/Heritage/better-placed-heritage-design-guide.pdf
https://www.ovga.vic.gov.au/case-good-design-guide-government
https://www.governmentarchitect.nsw.gov.au/policies/better-placed
https://www.ace-cae.eu/fileadmin/New_Upload/6._Architecture_in_Europe/EU_Policy/HZ-report.pdf
http://www.arhliit.ee/uploads/files/the_architectural_policy_of_estonia.pdf
https://www.baukulturpolitik.at/english-short-summary.html
https://www.danskeark.com/vocabulary/arkitektur-med-mervaerdi?field_case_filters_target_id%5B10%5D=10
https://davosdeclaration2018.ch/en/dd;nav/index/davos-declaration
https://news.cision.com/danish-agency-for-culture/r/new-danish-architecture-policy-is-putting-people-first,c9562357
https://www.ace-cae.eu/fileadmin/New_Upload/6._Architecture_in_Europe/EU_Policy/FI-report.pdf
https://www.vlaamsbouwmeester.be/en/multiannual-program-2017-2020
https://www.danskeark.dk/content/architect-document-your-value-creation
http://ecap.oar.archi/
https://www.danskeark.dk/sites/default/files/2017-06/Architecture_creates_value.pdf
https://www.safa.fi/commongood/
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Ireland

France

Lithuania

Poland

Ireland

France

Luxembourg

Portugal

Ireland

Germany

Malta

Romania

Italy

Hungary

Netherlands

Slovenia

Latvia

Iceland

Norway

Sweden

UK / Infrastructure

Sweden

UK / Northern Ireland

USA - NYC DDC

UK / Green Building Council

Switzerland

UK / Wales

Singapore

UK / RIBA

Turkey

UK / Wales

International Czech Republic

UK / England

United Kingdom

United States of America

UK / Scotland

UK  /  National Design Guide

United States of America

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

LinkLink

Link

LinkLink

https://gov.wales/planning-policy-wales
https://kamratalperiti.org/wp-content/uploads/urbanChallenge.pdf
http://www.mo.org.tr/UIKDocs/turkey.pdf
https://www.bundesstiftung-baukultur.de/fileadmin/files/medien/8349/downloads/bsbk_bkb-20-21.pdf
http://www.designdeclaration.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/01/Montreal_Design_Declaration_2017_WEB.pdf
https://oar.archi/evenimente/arhiva-evenimente/mdrap-si-oar-declaratie-comuna-pentru-dezvoltarea-unei-politici-publice-nationale-de-arhitectura/
https://www.architecture.com/knowledge-and-resources/resources-landing-page/social-value-toolkit-for-architecture
https://www.gov.ie/en/publication/8a59b-national-landscape-strategy/
https://www.communities-ni.gov.uk/publications/architecture-and-built-environment-policy
https://issuu.com/dizainosavaite/docs/lt_design_policy_report_03.05.16
https://www.government.se/information-material/2019/01/policy-for-designed-living-environment/
https://www.ace-cae.eu/fileadmin/New_Upload/6._Architecture_in_Europe/EU_Policy/FR_-_Strategie_national_2015.pdf
https://www1.nyc.gov/site/ddc/about/ddc-strategic-plan.page
https://www.sarp.pl/
https://nic.org.uk/about/design-group/
https://www.yumpu.com/en/document/read/46333115/government-policy-on-architecture-2009-a-2015-department-of-arts-
https://www.lafoundation.org/take-action/new-landscape-declaration
https://www.samenwerkenaanontwerpkracht.nl/en/index.html
https://www.designcouncil.org.uk/our-work/news-opinion/watch-design-economy-2018-education/
http://en.epiteszetpolitika.hu/
https://www.mmr.cz/getmedia/2991e21f-5490-4088-b66b-53b816d779b7/Architecture-and-Building-Culture-Policy-of-the-Czech-Republic.pdf
https://www.ace-cae.eu/fileadmin/New_Upload/6._Architecture_in_Europe/EU_Policy/SL-Architectural_policy_Slovenia_2017-new.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/creating-space-for-beauty-interim-report-of-the-building-better-building-beautiful-commission
https://www.ace-cae.eu/fileadmin/New_Upload/6._Architecture_in_Europe/EU_Policy/ITA-report.pdf
https://gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2018-09/tan12-design.pdf
https://www.oai.lu/fr/26/accueil/mediatheque/documentation/
https://www.bak.admin.ch/bak/en/home/baukultur/konzept-baukultur/strategie-baukultur.html
https://resilientcitiesnetwork.org/downloadable_resources/Network/Paris-Resilience-Strategy-English.pdf
https://designsingapore.org/resources/design-2025
https://arquitectos.pt/?no=2020186316,139
https://www.ukgbc.org/ukgbc-work/delivering-social-value-measurement/
https://www.gov.ie/pdf/?file=https://assets.gov.ie/95898/c0aa6164-439d-4723-8444-6fbf649bb154.pdf#page=null
https://blueprintforbetter.org/
https://www.regjeringen.no/en/dokumenter/architecturenow/id574549/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide
https://www.honnunarmidstod.is/en
https://www.ace-cae.eu/fileadmin/New_Upload/6._Architecture_in_Europe/EU_Policy/SE-report.pdf
https://www.webarchive.org.uk/wayback/archive/20170702014729/http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2007/02/19145552/9
https://likumi.lv/ta/en/id/196034-architecture-policy-guidelines2009--2015
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In 2018, l’Ordre des architectes du Québec (OAQ) published a White Paper for a Québec Policy on Architecture: 
Support, Vision, Milestones (Livre Blanc pour une Politique Québécoise de l’Architecture: Appuis Vision Jalons). 
Based on four years of research and public consultations, the paper called on the province to develop unified 
strategies to incentivize design excellence and raise awareness of best practices. In April 2019, the Québec 
Minister of Culture and Communications, together with the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, announced 
that they would begin working with the OAQ and Québec citizens to develop a Québec Architecture Strategy 
(OAQ Stratégie québécoise de l’architecture). This strategy supports the province’s 2018 cultural policy and plan 
of action: Partout, La Culture: Politique Culturelle du Québec; and Plan d’action gouvernemental en culture 2018-
2023. 
In 2022 the Province of Québec announced its first national policy on architecture and land use planning: 
Politique nationale d’architecture et d’aménagement du territoire.

ARCHITECTURE POLICIES and Canada

Montreal 2030

2018 QC Cultural Policy

2019 News 2018 Livre Blanc 2018 White Paper 2014-17 Public Conversation

Canada does not have a federal department dedicated to advancing quality in the built environment, and 
“architecture” does not appear in any mandate letter. However, there are over 30 Ministers, many of which have 
obligations and priorities that clearly impact architecture. For instance, the Minister of Canadian Heritage is 
responsible for promoting creative industries that reflect Canada’s multicultural identity. The Minister of Families, 
Children and Social Development oversees the Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation and is responsible for 
supporting affordable housing and helping all Canadians live with dignity. The Minister of Environment and Climate 
Change leads efforts on environmental stewardship, developing green infrastructure, reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions, accelerating transition to zero carbon buildings, and protecting communities from climate change. 
This is done in collaboration with the Ministers of Natural Resources, Innovation, Science and Industry, and 
others. The Minister of Infrastructure and Communities strategizes investments in social infrastructure intended 
to benefit communities of all sizes. Several other ministers have purview over building development for specific 
regions or industries, including the Minister of Transport, Public Safety and Emergency Preparedness, and 
Agriculture and Agri-Food. Other Ministers promote health, equity, accessibility, and quality of life issues that are 
often directly impacted by the quality of the physical environment, including the Ministers of Health, Seniors, 
Employment, Workforce Development and Disability Inclusion, and Immigration Refugees and Citizenship. 
Several Ministers are working to renew Indigenous rights, together with suitable housing and land access, including 
the Minister of Justice, Indigenous Services, and Crown-Indigenous Relations.
What if these Ministers worked together to study how their mandates impact the built environment and, 
reciprocally, how the quality of the designed environment impacts their social and economic mandates?  
What if the Canadian government created unified strategies and collaborative processes to foster more 
sustainable, equitable and engaging built environments for everyone?
Read the Mandate Letters for each federal Minister and browse the Departments and Agencies to discover how 
architectural issues intersect the overarching goals and top priorities of the Government of Canada.

The 1951 Report of the Royal Commission on National Development in Arts, Letters & Sciences (or Massey 
Report), remains one of the most significant federal initiatives to impact the development of architecture in 
Canada. Recent policies, reports and initiatives intersecting architectural issues include the following:

Government of Canada

Recent policies and reports intersecting architectural issues:

Ready, set, grow: How the 

green building industry can 

reignite Canada’s economy

The Case for a 
Canadian Urban Policy 
Observation

A National Urban Policy 

for Canada? The Implicit 

Federal Agenda

Cultural Diplomacy: 
Canada’s Foreign 
Policy

Investing in Canada 
- Building a Better 
Canada

LinkLink

Link

LinkLink Link

LinkLink  Link Link

https://www.oaq.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/LIV-PQA-20180410.pdf
https://designmontreal.com/en/news/montreal-2030-agenda
https://mcc.gouv.qc.ca/fileadmin/documents/Politique_culturelle/Partoutlaculture_Polculturelle_Web.pdf
https://architecturecanada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/OAQ-WHITE-PAPER-2018_ENG-1.pdf
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/quebec-plans-development-of-provincial-architecture-strategy/
https://www.oaq.com/ordre/a-propos/actualites-et-evenements/
https://irpp.org/research-studies/national-urban-policy-canada-implicit-federal-agenda/
https://www.canadianarchitect.com/cagbc-tables-recommendations-for-canadas-post-covid-19-economic-recovery/
https://canurb.org/publications/the-case-for-a-canadian-urban-policy-observatory/
https://www.infrastructure.gc.ca/plan/about-invest-apropos-eng.html
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Indigenous Homes 

Innovation Initiative

Assembly of First Nations: 

Office of the National Chief

National Infrastructure 

Assessment: Building the 

Canada We want in 2050

Smart Cities Challenge: 

Spotlight on Finalist

Inuit Nunangat 
Housing Strategy

National Active 
Transportation 
Strategy

Community Wellbeing: A 

Framework for the Design 

Professionals

GHG Grand Program Guide 

for Buildings and Industry

Creative Canada: Policy 

Framework

ICSP Toolkit

Pan-Canada Framework on 

Clean Growth and Climate 

Change

Canada’s National 
Housing Strategy

Charter of the Assemble of 

First Nations

Truth and Reconciliation 

Commission of Canada: 

Calls to Action

Institute for Research of Public Policy

Federation of Canadian Municipalities

Canada 2020

Better Policies of Better Lives

Council of Canadian Academics

Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives

Canadian Urban Institute

Innovation and Entrepreneurship

Smart Prosperity Institute 

Principles respecting the 
Government of Canada’s 
relationship with Indigenous 
peoples

Treaties, agreements, 
and negotiations

OECD Rural Policy Reviews: 
Linking Indigenous 
Communities with Regional 
Development in Canada

The Constitution Acts, 
1867 – 1982: Rights of 
the Aboriginal Peoples of 
Canada

Government of Canada and Assembly of First Nations

Policy Development Resources

National Infrastructure Commission - Link 
Public Policy Forum - Link
Yellowhead Institute - Link
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https://nic.org.uk/
https://ppforum.ca/
https://yellowheadinstitute.org/about/
https://www.rcaanc-cirnac.gc.ca/eng/1100100028568/1529354090684
https://www.conferenceboard.ca/(X(1)S(nto5r23uqss2vsyugwo3a2yk))/e-library/abstract.aspx?did=9787&AspxAutoDetectCookieSupport=1
https://www.infrastructure.gc.ca/nia-eni/index-eng.html
https://www.afn.ca/policy-sectors/housing-infrastructure-water-emergency-services/first-nations-housing/
https://irpp.org/
https://fcm.ca/en
https://canada2020.ca/
https://www.oecd.org/CANADA/
https://cca-reports.ca/CCA-REPORTS/
https://policyalternatives.ca/
https://canurb.org/
https://brookfieldinstitute.ca/
https://institute.smartprosperity.ca/
https://impact.canada.ca/en/challenges/indigenous-homes
https://www.afn.ca/about-afn/
http://www.buildingnunavut.com/en/index.asp
https://read.oecd-ilibrary.org/urban-rural-and-regional-development/linking-indigenous-communities-with-regional-development-in-canada_fa0f60c6-en#page1
https://www.canada.ca/en/canadian-heritage/campaigns/creative-canada.html
https://www.infrastructure.gc.ca/alt-format/pdf/nats-snta/nats-strat-snta-en.pdf
https://www.itk.ca/inuit-nunangat-housing-strategy/
https://www.justice.gc.ca/eng/csj-sjc/principles-principes.html
https://impact.canada.ca/en/challenges/smart-cities
https://www.placetocallhome.ca/
https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/const/page-13.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/environment/weather/climatechange/pan-canadian-framework/climate-change-plan.html
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University of Manitoba: 
Indigenous Planning & 
Design Principles

Policy on Planning and 
Reconciliation

NZ, Te Aranga Māori 
Design Principles

Working Effectively 
with Indigenous 
Peoples

UN Declaration on the 
Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples

CSLA Statement on 
Reconciliation and the 
Profession

NZ, Te Aranga Māori 
Cultural Landscape 
Strategy

Indigenous Peoples 
within Canada

Australian Indigenous 
Design Charter

RAIC International 

Indigenous Architecture and 

Design Symposium

Kiskinohamatowin: An 
International Academic 
Forum on the Human Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples

Honouring the Truth, 
Reconciliation for the 
Future

New Zealand Covenant 
Te Kawenata o Rata

Unceded – Voices of 
the Land

Indigenous Relations: 
Insights, Tips & Suggestions 
to Make Reconciliation a 
Reality

Indigenous Writes - A Guide 

to First Nations, Métis, & 

Inuit Issues in Canada

International 
Indigenous Design 
Charter

The Urban Indigenous 
Action Plan

21 Things You May Not 
Have Known About 
The Indian Act

Braiding Sweetgrass 
– Indigenous Wisdom, 
Scientific Knowledge, and 
the Teachings of Plants

Indigenous in the City – 

Contemporary Identities 

and Cultural Innovation

Decolonizing 
Methodologies

Aboriginal Peoples 
in Canadian Cities – 
Transformations and 
Continuities

“Real” Indians and Others – 
Mixed-Blood Urban Native 
Peoples and Indigenous 
Nationhood

Indigenous Resources in Canadian Design and Planning

Link

Link

Link

LinkLink

Link

Link

Link

Link Link Link Link Link

Link

Link

Link

LinkLink

Link

Link

LinkLink

Link

Link

https://raic.org/sites/raic.org/files/highlightreport_english.pdf
https://www.wlupress.wlu.ca/Books/A/Aboriginal-Peoples-in-Canadian-Cities
https://www.cigionline.org/publications/kiskinohamatowin-international-academic-forum-human-rights-indigenous-peoples/
https://nctr.ca/records/reports/
https://www.cip-icu.ca/getattachment/Topics-in-Planning/Indigenous-Planning/policy-indigenous-en-interactive.pdf.aspx
https://www.ubcpress.ca/indigenous-in-the-city
https://www.aucklanddesignmanual.co.nz/
https://www.ictinc.ca/books/working-effectively-with-indigenous-peoples
https://umanitoba.ca/admin/vp_admin/media/IPDP_Handout.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples.html
Charterhttps://indigenousdesigncharter.com.au/australian-indigenous-design-charter/
https://www.nzia.co.nz/about-us/te-kawenata-o-rata
https://indigenousdesigncharter.com.au/international-indigenous-design-charter/
https://www.historymuseum.ca/unceded/
https://www.ubcpress.ca/real-indians-and-others
https://www.indigenousrelationsacademy.com/products/indigenous-relations
https://www.portageandmainpress.com/Books/I/Indigenous-Writes4
https://www.csla-aapc.ca/mission-areas/reconciliation
https://www.bloomsbury.com/uk/academic/politics-international-relations/
https://content.aucklanddesignmanual.co.nz/design-subjects/maori-design/te_aranga_principles/Documents/TeArangaStrategy28Apr08_lr.pdf
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/indigenous-peoples-within-canada-9780199028481?prevNumResPerPage=20&lang=en&cc=au
https://www.ontario.ca/page/urban-indigenous-action-plan
https://www.ictinc.ca/blog/21-things-you-may-not-have-known-about-the-indian-act
https://milkweed.org/book/braiding-sweetgrass
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Native-Land.ca

Decolonizing and Indigenizing Education in Canada (2020)

Indigenous Scholars of Architecture, Planning and Design (ISAPD)

The Impact of Government Policy on Indigenous Architectures (US)

Working in Good Ways: a framework and resources for Indigenous community engagement (University of 
Manitoba)

Canadian Institute of Planners (CIP) – Indigenous Planning

Canadian Society of Landscape Architects (CSLA) – Reconciliation

Royal Architectural Institute of Canada (RAIC) Indigenous Task Force

Indigenous Design and Planning Student Association (IDPSA), University of Manitoba, Calls to Action (June 2021)

Indigenous Perspectives in Planning, Ontario Professional Planners Institute, 2019

Rapid Placemaking to Bring Back Main Street: A Pandemic Recovery Toolkit, Aug. 2020

Other Links

https://www.architecture.com/knowledge-and-resources/knowledge-landing-page/built-environment-bodies-unite-to-improve-inclusion-and-diversity
https://native-land.ca/
https://canadianscholars.ca/book/decolonizing-and-indigenizing-education-in-canada/
https://campuspress.yale.edu/isapd/
https://www.centerforarchitecture.org/digital-exhibitions/article/center-for-architecture-lab-indigenous-scholars-of-architecture-planning-and-design-isapd/the-impact-of-government-policy-on-indigenous-architectures/
https://umanitoba.ca/community-engaged-learning/working-in-good-ways
https://umanitoba.ca/community-engaged-learning/working-in-good-ways
https://www.cip-icu.ca/Indigenous-Planning
https://www.csla-aapc.ca/mission-areas/reconciliation
https://raic.org/raic/indigenous-task-force
https://umanitoba.ca/architecture/sites/architecture/files/2021-06/idpsa_2021_calls-to-action.pdf
https://ontarioplanners.ca/OPPIAssets/Documents/OPPI/Indigenous-Planning-Perspectives-Task-Force-Report-FINAL.pdf
https://bringbackmainstreet.ca/





