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What is the future learning space for architecture and building engineering?

The Department of Architecture at ETH Zurich has undergone significant changes in its
learning spaces. What began in 1856 as a traditional school environment with 17 students and 1
professor later expanded into the main ETH building in 1864, then moved to the Globus Provisoriumin
1968, and eventually to the HIL building in 1976 as student numbers grew. This expansion transformed
the format of learning from small seminar rooms into institutional pedagogical spaces.

More recently, new digital learning has increased the need for flexibility in learning spaces.
Digital information has made knowledge more accessible and the ability to apply and test this
knowledge in real physical space has become increasingly important. As a result, architectural school

spaces are becoming more ambiguous and complex.



Learning spaces have evolved over time, from their content to their form. There have been
several critiques by society in the search for new forms of education ". In the modern era, while
information and digitalization have made knowledge more accessible to society, there is also growing
recognition of the importance of learning as an experience rooted in deep memory. Architecture is

being asked to contribute to such learning, and its potential in this regard is being explored.

Context

As the chair of Architectural Behaviorology, we have been exploring learning spaces in
collaboration with other experts to address these challenges ". Building on this knowledge, the
SS2026 master’s thesis studio aims to explore design methods for new learning spaces by
repurposing HIL, ETHZ. Students are asked to select a target for the HIL building before the studio
begins and obtain basic information such as site plans, floor plans, sections, elevations and
information related to the chosen topic. Inthe preparation phase, students are expected to summarize
their basic concepts as actor-network drawings, incorporating the characteristics of the chosen target
identified through on-site surveys and interviews with users and stakeholders, as well as the context
and issues of the learning environment. In the elaboration phase, students will develop their design
concepts further to propose interventions for the HIL building and campus, using drawings and
models. We hope that the students’ proposals will reveal the potential of the ETHZ HIL context to serve

as a source of pride for the ETH Zurich community in contemporary society and inspire people to learn.

1) Ivanlllich, Deschooling Society, Harper and Row, 1972
2) Learning Spaces, Arch Plus 249, 2022

Description of preparation and elaboration phase in key-words

Each student is expected to define a specific area of interest during the preparation phase to
guide the focus of their design project in the elaboration phase. Weekly critique and interim reviews
are held on Mondays and serve as platform for feedback and discussion. Students’ work will be
evaluated onfour submissions: two during the preparation phase and two during the elaboration
phase.

CAB — Actor-Network Drawing (AND)
— Architectural Behaviorology
— Construction
— Design for future learning space in HIL ETHZ

GTA — Quality and depth of the research
— Originality of the research hypothesis
— Coherence between the design concept and its representation
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Ratio of grading by cooperation partners

Topic and Interest

AND

Preliminary Design

Elaborated Design

Final Design

Preparation  40% — 1st Mid Review 15% / 2nd Mid Review 25%

Partner 1: 85%
Partner 2: 15%

Elaboration 60% — 3rd Mid Review 30% / Final Review 30%

Partner 1: 85%
Partner 2: 15%



