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Introduction 

The Project, City and Processes Permanent Forum will be comprised of live events, a website and the 

virtual annual exhibition of the Federal University of Goias. It is an initiative of the Post-graduation 

Programme Project and City (PPGPC) (https://projetoecidade.fav.ufg.br/) and the Project Processes 

Lab (LPP). We plan to publish a special issue in the first semester of 2021, at the journal Jatobá 

(https://www.revistas.ufg.br/revjat), based on the papers presented. 

The Forum aims to discuss different processes of project and analysis and to think the city as 

processes. For that we are especially interested in critical ways to think the city and the possible 

interventions on it. It also aims to debate the different ways the city creates systems of relationship 

and social structures. In other words, the processes that the city engenders and the different 

processes to conceive and create new spaces in the city. 

We are interested in project methodologies, critical theory of the built and natural spaces of cities, 

the theoretical and practical experimentation of the project and the city, transdisciplinary 

perspectives on cities and architecture, discussions on the limits and possibilities of the extended 

field of architecture and the production of social innovation technologies. 

The Forum starts in November, but it is conceived in an open format and to be a continuous effort 

for the next 2 year. 

 

Aims 

The aim is to amplify the international connection of the PPGPC, the LPP and the Jatobá journal. We 

aim to strength research relations with the participants, and develop further common activities 

(summer schools, workshops, events, and research). 

It also aims to make available recent research on critical theory of architecture and the city to both 

Brazilian students and the general public. 

 

Background 

The impact and turbulence of the COVID-19 pandemic generated a moment of great uncertainty. On the 

one hand, this creates profound changes in the way we relate to architecture and cities, on the other 

hand, it demands innovative ways of communicating and dialoguing with society and academia. Thus, this 

new version of the Forum seeks to explore contemporary challenges and enhance the possibilities opened 

up by this same situation. In this way, it seeks to share the contents developed internally by the UFG 

programme, and to explore international reflections about the city and the action on it through design, 

exploring a context that is globally shared.  

The forum aims are: to disseminate and develop academic knowledge integrating theory and practice; to 

promote exchanges of local and international knowledge; to debate urban problems and issues on the 

built and natural environment; to discuss built and immaterial heritage in the cities; and to investigate the 

expanded field of architecture. 

 

Theoretical Approach: the Forum and the Processes 

According to Boaventura Sousa Santos (2004), contemporary science must promote a double 

epistemological rupture. Extending Gaston Bachelard's argument, Santos proposes that if scientific 

knowledge is characterized by an initial break with common sense (developing approaches not imagined 

by the prevailing subjectivity), its ultimate goal should be to make a second break to return and enrich 
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collective subjectivity. Thus, this Forum seeks to contribute to the articulation of these two ruptures, 

proposing ways of returning to society the knowledge developed in Academia. 

The Forum is also engaged with the expansion of the field of professional activity, aiming for the 

approximation of lived reality, theoretical exploration and the processes of project. It also seeks to bring 

Brazilian students closer to the international and global challenges, and to disseminate new fields of action 

for the architect. 

The classic methodology of architectural design studios was synthesized by Donald Schön (2000). His 

theory presents important advances for the pedagogy of the project, emphasizing the importance of 

learning by doing and reflective activity at each stage. However, James Benedict Brown (in Harriss & 

Widder, 2014: 18-23) emphasizes that classic design practice continues to maintain a split between the 

process and the product, and between theory and praxis. For him, we should break the model of “bank 

education” (Freire, 1983), creating mechanism for students and community to integrate in the production 

of knowledge. 

Alan Chandler (in Harriss & Widder, 2014: 65-71) states that, bringing ‘reflection’ closer to ‘doing’ could 

allow for a broader reflection on the ‘construction of reality’ and the ‘reality of construction’. Also 

expanding the traditional horizon of architecture, the ‘Spatial Agency’ research, coordinated by Jeremy 

Till (Till ET AL., 2011), presents how architecture can be thought beyond ‘sitting in a desktop’, showing a 

wide field of experiences where architecture dialectically contributes to the production, perception and 

valorisation of social space. Thus, even apparently ‘theoretical’ research can change the way society 

perceives its spatial practices. In this sense, the project ceases to be a passive response to a priori 

demands, and can be understood as ‘socially active’ project. 

In this way, the Forum seeks to debate the processes used during the design of projects for contemporary 

cities, and at the same time it seeks to understand the city as dialectical processes, where ideology and 

concepts frame the everyday world through architectural space (Spencer, 2016) in continuous processes 

of subjectivity production (Simondon, 2013; Read, 2010). 

The city is a means of articulating social processes, in a continuous dialectics of subjectivities and space. 

Simondon proposes an ontogenesis: instead of investigating how operations (O) transforms existing 

structures (S) in a process where an old stability is transformed in a new one (S-O-S); he understands the 

world as a continuous state of change (processes) only momentaneous structured by action (e.g. design) 

in a continuous ‘Theatre’ (O-S-O). Simondon’s approach, can help to formulate how collective subjects of 

action can emerge, surpassing the old dichotomy of the individual and the collective. 

Furthermore, as David Harvey (2004) states, in a context of deep crises in which there seems to be no way 

out, it is essential to formulate and develop “dialectical utopias” that explore the possibilities of the world 

through imagination. This Forum aims to disseminate such investigations on new ways to conceive and 

think socio-environmental alternatives. 

In addition, the pandemics can itself be seen as a symptom that we have already reached the point-of-

no-return in the environmental crisis. Although Covid-19 pandemics changed our every-day in radical 

ways, meaning that changing the status quo is indeed possible, it did not change it in any meaningful way. 

Nonetheless, if we assume that climate science is right, transition, reform, revolution or transformation 

are inevitable, for the simple fact that: or we provide the required changes for an ecological transition, or 

we will have global changes (i.e. environmental collapse). In any case, processes of change are underway.  

Finally, the production of social technologies is now one of the strategic and most valued products in the 

assessment of the social impact of graduate programs in Brazil. It conceives architecture and urbanism as 

the creation of theoretical-practical tools to promote social transformation through space, therefore a 

“social innovation technology”. 

In this context, our focus is to disseminate new critical approaches to the design processes and to the 

processes structuring cities. 



Project, City and Processes - Permanent Forum 

4 

 

Time Table 

 

11/11/2020 | 10h30 

Spatial Methodologies for Visualizing Social Inequalities in Metropolitan Areas 
[Metodologias Espaciais para Visualização de Desigualdades Sociais em Regiões Metropolitanas] 
Ernesto Amaral, Texas A&M University, US 
  

13/11/2020 | 10h 

Branded Heritage 
[Patrimônio Marcado] 
Michela Pace, IUAV, Italy 
 

18/11/2020 | 10h 

Urbanism of exception? The camp and inhabitation 
[Urbanismo de exceção? Refugiados e o habitar] 
Camillo Boano, Polito, Italy / UCL, UK 
 

20/11/2020 | 14h 

Dialectic of Nature and Capital: Subjects of the Eco-Imaginary 
[Dialética entre Natureza e Capital: Sujeitos do Eco-Imaginário] 
Douglas Spencer, ISU, United States 
 

25/11/2020 | 10h 

Regional Design: a transformative approach to planning 
[Design Regional: uma abordagem transformadora para o planejamento] 
Valeria Lingua, UniFi, Italy 
 

27/11/2020 | 10h 

Landscape design methods: experimentation along rivers 
[Métodos para o projeto da paisagem: experimentações ao longo de rios] 
Angioletta Voghera, POLITO, Italy 
 
 
 
 
 
Lectures will be held in English, with latter addition of subtitles. Registration for certificates will be carried out 
through a Google form during live streaming. 
 
Link: bit.ly/FavTube 
_____________________________________ 
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Lecture #1 

 
 
 

∞ Abstract ∞ This presentation discusses spatial methodologies to better visualize socioeconomic inequalities 

within metropolitan areas, which is not viable with traditional measures of inequality. We applied 
this methodology to investigate the complex structure of segregation of the Metropolitan Region 
of Goiânia (RMG), Brazil. This approach is able to capture interrelations among processes of 
urban space production, urban planning principles, and population dynamics. These 
interrelations are fundamental to understand the structure of socioeconomic inequalities in 
metropolitan areas. We performed an analysis of the process of formation of segregation 
structure in the region, addressing the various urban plans developed for Goiânia. We conducted 
a brief overview of population indicators based on Demographic Censuses from 1950 to 2010 
and local indicators of spatial association in 2010 to characterize different dynamics in the region. 
We developed a critical analysis of these aspects, in order to identify and illustrate main 
characteristics of the formation of this region in a summary diagram. We discussed how this 
overall spatial structure contributes to the reproduction of segregated social relations. Main 
results indicate that RMG does not have a simple centrality or a multi-centrality. There are a 
series of concentric rings with different types of centralities, which function in an integrated – 
but not inclusive – segregation system. We also identified further research topics to investigate 
social, demographic, and economic dynamics that would improve our understanding of spatial 
formation and urban planning of metropolitan areas. 

Ernesto Amaral is an associate professor in the Department of Sociology at Texas A&M University. He has a 

bachelor's degree in social sciences from the Federal University of Goiás (UFG), Brazil in 2000, a 
master's degree in demography from UFMG in 2002, and received his PhD in sociology with 
concentration in demography from the University of Texas at Austin in 2007. Prior to joining 
Texas A&M University, he was an associate sociologist at the RAND Corporation and professor at 
the Pardee RAND Graduate School from 2014 to 2017. He also served as an assistant/associate 
professor in the Political Science Department at the Federal University of Minas Gerais (UFMG), 
Brazil from 2009 to 2014. His research interests are related to Social Demography, Migration and 
Public Policy Analysis. His teaching interests include: Demography and Migration, Methods and 
Social Statistics, and Public Policy Analysis. 
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Lecture #2 

 

 
 

∞ Abstract ∞ This lecture discusses the visual rhetoric used in the advertising of new regeneration 

schemes in global real estate, particularly when they recall notions of memory and 
heritage. Heritage is an inheritance that both constrains and increasingly enables 
development. It is simultaneously a reason for the conservation of some parts of the city 
and for the demolition of some others, a symbolic asset to be returned to the collectivity 
and an economic value to be privatized, an image of local identity and an opportunity to 
tap into the global rhetoric of national representation. It is argued that the increasingly 
frequent allusion to heritage plays an active role in promoting the economic value of 
urban regeneration operations. 

 

 

Michela Pace is a research fellow at IUAV of Venice. Over the years, she has conducted a number of 

researches with and for local communities including private commissions and European 
projects, investigating the role of heritage in relation to artefacts and practices. She has 
collaborated a wide range of partners including local communities and schools, 
municipalities, policy-makers, non-governmental associations and private clients in 
Italy, the UK and Croatia. By working at the University of East London (UEL) and Tongji 
University (Shanghai), she has deepened issues related to housing access and land 
financialization, as much as the role of urban representation and city marketing. 
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Lecture #3 

 
 

∞ Abstract ∞ Spaces of refugee represent the paradoxical encounters between a series of governmental 

forces, disciplinary knowledge, aesthetic regimes and spatial conditions that tend to arrest, fix in 
time and space forms of life. Considering the fact that camps are meant to be the materialisation 
of a temporal status, spatial and political, this talk is addressing two different but interconnected 
points: in one respect, I hope to rescue Agamben’s work from its linear reading by commenting 
on the depoliticization of the camp and the critique of its exceptionalism; and, in another, I wish 
to provoke reflection around the universalising claim of hospitality and full assimilation, by 
introducing the disruptive terminology of inhabitation. The rubric of ‘inhabitation’ is the result of 
affirmative daily strategies of learning, navigating and governing the city. By expanding the 
notion of dwelling to include intersecting forms of caring, repairing and imagining the future, we 
will substantiate the concept we refer to as ‘inhabiting’ as a relational practice occurring in 
marginal and fragile environments, constituted by multiple incremental and transformative acts 
with the ultimate purpose to hold and resist marginalisation. 

 

Camillo Boano is Professor of Urban Design and Critical Theory at The Bartlett Development Planning Unit (DPU) 

and professor of Architecture and Urban Design at the Dipartimento Interateneo di Scienze, 
Progetto e Politiche, Territorio del Politecnico di Torino, Italy. He is Co-Director of the UCL Urban 
Laboratory. Camillo’s research has centred on the complex encounters between critical theory, 
radical philosophy and urban design processes, specifically engaging with informal urbanisations, 
urban collective actions, as well as crisis generated urbanisms with specific focus on migration, 
borders and the urban project. He is working on a series of interconnected research projects in 
Latin America, South East Asia and the Middle East on urban infrastructures, habitability and city-
wide upgrade. He had worked in several interconnected research and consultancies on camps, 
cities and migrations entanglements. He is author of The Ethics of a Potential Urbanism: Critical 
Encounters Between Giorgio Agamben and Architecture (2017) and his upcoming book in Italian 
is titled Progetto Minore. Alla ricerca della minorità nel progetto urbanistico ed architettonico. 
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Lecture #4 

 
 
∞ Abstract ∞ This lecture discusses how Capital progressively subjects everything in nature to its own 

apparatus of accumulation. At the same time, it has still to posit nature as its outside in 
order to stage and re-stage the performance of its own mystery play; the struggle in 
which this nature is subdued, conquered and colonized. From Robinson Crusoe to The 
Martian, from European settler-colonialism to Musk’s and Bezos’ dreams of planetary 
conquest, capitalism naturalizes its own history and its own version of the human: the 
entrepreneurial, innovative and resourceful figure of homo economicus. Nature, thus 
naturalized, is then reimagined as an aesthetic resource, repurposed as a platform for a 
romanticized harmonization of man and nature. This dialectic of nature and capital is in 
some sense unchanging, inevitably caught in and condemned to endlessly play out and 
perform its own contradictions. Yet, impelled by the existential threat of environmental 
crisis, the techno-utopianism to which much contemporary architecture and urban 
design is attached presents this dialectic in an especially exasperated form. This is the 
eco-imaginary of capital, to which this talk will attend, examining some of its current 
manifestations in the work of Foster + Partners and BIG. 

Douglas Spencer is Director of Graduate Education and Pickard Chilton Professor in Iowa State 

University’s Department of Architecture. He has previously taught at the Architectural 
Association, the Royal College of Art and the University of Westminster. He has delivered 
keynote and guest lectures internationally, and contributed essays for publications 
including Log, The Journal of Architecture, Radical Philosophy, Architectural Design, e-
flux, The Avery Review, AA Files, New Geographies, and Volume. He has also contributed 
chapters for collections such as Architectural Affects after Deleuze and 
Guattari (Routledge, 2020), Architecture and Feminisms (Routledge, 2017), Landscape 
and Agency (Routledge, 2017), This Thing Called Theory (Routledge, 2016) 
and Architecture Against the Post-Political (Routledge, 2014). His The Architecture of 
Neoliberalism (Bloomsbury 2016) has become a critically acclaimed, widely-cited, and 
standard point of reference in the analysis of contemporary architecture. His 
subsequent book, Critique of Architecture: Essays on Theory, Autonomy, and Political 
Economy, is published by Birkhäuser/Bauwelt Fundamente in 2020. 
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Lecture #5 

 
∞ Abstract ∞ This lesson provides a definition of “regional design” in the frame of spatial planning 

processes that are usually defined in their procedures and outcomes. Regional design is 

a distinctive method of policy argumentation that makes use of spatial representations of 

the plausible future of regions. Such representations are intended not only to indicate 

physical changes, but also to stimulate debate on sharing responsibilities and resources 

for planning tasks among planning actors. This approach gained importance over the past 

decade, when quite a large number of initiatives have employed the design of spatial 

representations of the plausible future of regions in negotiations and decision-making 

about territorial change and spatial transformation. 

The aim of design-led approaches is not just to define physical interventions, but also to 

contribute to the creation of institutional and organizational capacity. This new 

development-oriented planning style calls for improved alignments between 

governmental agencies and societal actors. Many regional design initiatives have been 

taken by public authorities that have included private and civil actors. The idea was that 

regional design would help spatial planning fall “on the ground”, i.e. indicate territories 

that fit the capacities of governance arrangements and vice versa. 

Policy-makers also assumed that interactive design processes could, when employed at 

an early stage of policy-making, explicate interdependencies among planning issues at 

different scales, facilitate discussions and agreements on these and in this way help to 

avoid conflict, delay and costs at later stages. 

Valeria Lingua is Valeria Lingua is Associate Professor on Urban and Regional Planning at the 

Department of Architecture of the University of Florence, where she acts as Scientific 
Director of the Regional Design Lab. She is RSA Ambassador for Italy and coordinator of 
the AESOP Thematic Group on Regional Design and has been an affiliate academic in 
prestigious Universities and research groups: Bartlett School of Planning, UCL (2014), 
Delft University of Technology (2016), Paris Sorbonne University (2018). She is a well-
recognised academic on regional planning and design, governance rescaling and 
visioning. She conducts research activities and consultancies at EU, National and 
regional level concerning strategic spatial planning, sub-regional and inter-municipal 
planning, definition of river agreements. 
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Lecture #6 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

∞ Abstract ∞ The research has been developed for integrating urban planning and architectural tools 

in an attempt to overcome the limitations of sectoral measures. In this perspective, it 
offers a forum for the debate of different approaches and it explores strategies by 
drawing from the potential contributions of cognitive models for decisions, the role of 
utopian thinking and retrofitting actions and their interconnectedness, the role of 
cultural legacy  for urban and landscape design, the design perspectives about public 
spaces, and the role of architecture design and urban and regional planning for 
landscape quality. 

The research also discusses on design as a process of decision-making that operates as 
an act of empathy that aligns with human and ecological values - emotional, physical 
and socio-cultural for sustainability and resilience. Each planning and design act has 
different possible effects able to help making clear strategic and local actions, 
contributing to community empowerment and to landscape and local governance, 
starting from river experiences. 

 

 

A. Voghera is full professor in urban and regional planning at DIST, Politecnico di Torino, member of 

the World Commission on Protected Areas (WPCA) in the International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) and of IUCN Green list commissions, member of 
Responsible Risk Resilience Centre scientific Board and coordinator of the Community 
INU (Istituto Nazionale di Urbanistica) "Landscape and Biodiversity". She has published 
on topics of Ecosystemic Services, Design and Planning methodological exchanges, she 
has developed many experiences of “River Contracts”, and is on advisory boards of many 
planning institutions. 


