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General Preface

Professor Jianguo WANG

Academician of Chinese Academy of Engineering

Chair of National Supervision Board of Architectural
Education, China

Former Dean, School of Architecture, Southeast University

Following the principle of “internationalizing” in architecture
education, international joint teaching has recently become
a trend among many architecture schools in China. Not only
the schools ranked among “The Senior Eight” with more ad-
vanced education qualities, but also “The Junior Four”, along
with some other architecture schools, are chasing up with
this trend. The number of schools participated in “Exhibition
of Chinese Architecture Students Works of International Ex-
change, 2014”, held in School of Architecture, Southeast Uni-
versity, already reached 35.

From a historic point of view, internationalized teaching is
an ordinary phenomen on among world-known architecture
schools such as Harvard, MIT and ETHZ. These schools have
always been employing professors worldwide for teaching. Ac-
tually, architecture education in China was in line with schools
in western countries back in early years, taking the example of
Southeast University, the architecture school with the longest
history in China, the teaching program and curriculum of which
at that time were all produced and organized by teachers grad-
uating from western architecture schools, including Futai LIU,
Shusen LU, Ding BAO, Dunzhen LIU, Tingbao YANG, Jun TONG,
Ruhua Ll and Yuan TAN, all of whom had overseas studying ex-
perience. Later in the early period of “Reform and Opening-up”,
we had also invited foreign teachers to our school as a teach-
ing experiment. |, myself, had the experience participating in
Architecture Composition Teaching Studio hosted by Prof. Heidi
and Peter Wenger from Switzerland in 1983. Sicheng LIANG,
who established School of Architecture, Tsinghua University
also had studying experience in the U.S. Teachers involved in
architecture teaching were mainly educated in the west in ear-
ly years, therefore, internationalized teaching is not an innova-
tion. Exceptionally, from 1950s to 1990s, China was basically
self-circulating and enclosed.

003



004

SR, BANTENREAZERYEEN T —MNAILKRE
HNETRLE, FALERREFNNT, KEAZEAKS
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Stepping into the new millennium, Southeast University is
coming to a turning point. As a role model among all archi-
tecture schools in China, it needs to deal with the changes of
academic frontiers and heat focuses of architecture educa-
tion in a global scale. As a significant symbol, Southeast Uni-
versity steps beyond the tradition of sending teachers abroad
for learning, who returns with foreign experience in order to
conduct experimental teaching practice back home, rather,
conducts series of international joint teaching programs or
workshops involving foreign professors and international stu-
dents, taking English as the official working language.

For years, our school has respectively carried out international
joint teaching with MIT, UC Berkeley, University of Washing-
ton, University of Minnesota, Texas A&M University, Wood-
bury University, ETHZ, University of Toronto, TU Delft, Univer-
sity of New South Wales, TU Vienna and National University
of Singapore, with significant outcomes.

After many years of practice and experience accumulation,
we have gained mature experience in internationally collab-
orative education and joint teaching. So far, on average, our
school carries out 6 to 8 joint teaching courses every year. We
are also working on mutually recognizing credits and double
degrees recognition together with world-known architec-
ture schools. In the meantime, our school is internationally
recognized by its education characteristics and qualities, hav-
ing built up stable and substantial connections with world-
known architecture schools for international joint education.
Each year, a considerable number of undergraduate and grad-
uate students continue their study in these schools or begin
working in international institutions worldwide.
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We have also overcome many hurdles during the practice
of joint teaching, such as the differentiations of academic
schedules and curriculum between different schools, dif-
ferent perceptions of values of teachers and students from
various cultural backgrounds, financing issues, management
of teaching activities and teaching space, and even security
insurance for each individual involved. To make these joint
teaching programs more promising, at the beginning, we
activated the teaching points only in graduate students’ cur-
riculum, since they have more flexible schedules for teaching
organization, and they are generally more mature in every
aspect, so that they can autonomously communicate with
others and organize themselves. Along with the continuous
development and experience accumulation, international
teaching program has been extended to undergraduate cur-
riculum. Some sites located abroad are chosen to offer better
opportunities for students to learn the skills of site analysis
and communication in foreign contexts. Our school has long
been giving priorities to international joint teaching program,
providing advanced teaching resources and extra financial
support from school.

International joint teaching program greatly encourages stu-
dents’ enthusiasm of studying, offering them opportunities
of facing directly to internationalized teaching environment,
coming across with various teaching traditions, cultural char-
acteristics, and creative energies, broadening their perspec-
tives internationally, for their own benefits in future studies
and careers. At the same time, International joint teaching
program is also a perfect chance for teachers to participate
into international academic community.

Over years, we have experienced the benefits brought by
international joint teaching, which enhances Southeast Uni-
versity’s characteristics and advantages in architecture edu-
cation. International joint teaching forms an important part
of architecture education in Southeast University. Publication
of this series of books, from a side aspect, witnesses the out-
comes of international joint teaching mentioned above. Since
a lot of work is still under experimental practice, some regrets
are hard to avoid, any correction and comment are sincerely
welcome.
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We worked, in our projects for the small house settlement of
Hehuatang in Nanjing, together with the Undergraduate and
the Master students at the SEU School of Architecture, on the
ambiguity of identity: which can be the character of contem-
porary architectures in approaching the urban regeneration
of a well defined historical settlement in nowadays China?

In 1963, Gianfranco CANIGGIA, opens his book on Como" us-
ing these words: “Recognizing urban structures is a condition
to operate on cities”. The goal of that research is drawing the
typological map of the Italian village of Como. The typological
map is a map of the first floors of all the buildings of an urban
settlement in a certain date, drawn starting from the existing
maps (usually in Europe the cadastral maps of 19 century),
using a local intense survey’s activity, but overall adopting an
urban morphology reading method based upon the ideas of
typology and analogy.

CANIGGIA keeps the existing cities (the lot of “Como” in the
past times) as a premise to plan and design the new city (the
Como of the future times). The stratigraphic overlapping of
historical layers can suggest traces, lines, shapes for the fu-
ture development of the city itself.

The morphological approach to the urban space as a basis for
designing activities is still working nowadays (more than fifty
years after the researches on Como by Gianfranco CANIGGIA).

Serge SALAT, for example, renewed the morphological ap-
proach (even adding the sense of sustainability in building
cities and their environment) in his monumental book Cities
and Forms: On sustainable Urbanism (2011), published in
the framework of the cooperation project “Chinese Eco-cities
and Sustainable Buildings in the Future”. Almost at the same
time, Fei CHEN and Kevin THWAITES wrote between Liverpool
and Sheffield and published in London (through Ashgate pub-
lishing company) their Chinese Urban Design: The Typomor-
phological Approach (2013). That is a work where Caniggia’s
theories and methods play a fundamental role.
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Because of the efforts by the British geographer JW.R. WHITE-
HAND and the New Zealander planner Kai GU, the morpho-
logical approach to the Chinese urban settlement (linked with
the question of the heritage’s conservation) was already vivid
during the last decade’. But the CONZEN's conception is more
based upon the hierarchy of spaces and of uses, rather than
upon the construction of the city and the reality of buildings
(their types, the stylistic elements and the building’s materi-
als).

Maybe an improvement of the urban morphological studies
on the Chinese city, adopting the CANIGGIA's and MURATO-
RI's methods can be really fruitful for the new tendencies of
urban design in China. If this didn’t happen until now, as Hao
DENG recently highlighted, it is because of a lack of an En-
glish (or Chinese) translation: “the work of [the Italian] school
remains less known in China than that of the Conzenian
school. This is owing to in substantial part to the fact that
much of the work of the Muratorian school is still not avail-
able in English and even less of it is available in Chinese.”*

So, we are living a double challenge nowadays: using the Italian
typo—morphological approach (the one linked with the studies
by Saverio MURATORI and Gianfranco CANIGGIA) to investigate
the Chinese cities and to find a new way to operate in them by
designing their buildings and their spaces, and giving a new
fruitful life of experiments and cases to those typological stud-
ies, at the end non to so lucky in the Italian architectural debate
of last 30 years. We can face this double challenge just thanks to
the innovative application of the typo—morphological approach
to the Chinese urban realities and urban design, that are so dif-
ferent from the Italian ones that were considered at the rising of
those researches in Italy.

Though it is totally different from the Italian city, in the Chi-
nese city of nowadays is happening exactly what in the his-
torical Italian cities happened in the Sixties (when Aldo ROSSI
wrote its The Architecture of the City®): there is a great debate
around them, concerning the new urban societies and their
economical dynamics, but few things has been told in the last
years about a panoramic or a comprehensive review of the
shape of the contemporary Chinese cities themselves and the
architecture and the buildings’ characters related with that .
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Unfortunately, in the worldwide debate about cities the
books by Edward GLAESER, Triumph of the City: How Our
Greatest Invention Makes Us Richer, Smarter, Greener,
Healthier, and Happier (2011), and by Jonathan F.P. ROSE, The
Well-Tempered City: What Modern Science, Ancient Civiliza-
tions, and Human Nature Teach Us about the Future of Urban
Life (2016), seem to be the sequel of Jane Jacobs’ The Death
and Life of Great American Cities (1961), even in the contents:
so generic, so wide, so based on the experience of the North
American city (that is neither the European one, nor the Asian
one). All those works can describe narratively the contempo-
rary cities, but they are unable in giving practical suggestions
to designers.

That’s why we decided to start again, with our students,
from an urban analysis made by mapping, surveying, taking
sketches of buildings’ planes, taking pictures to understand
the urban spaces, the collective and the individual spaces and
their use.

The Hehuatang area, in the south part of historical Nanjing
(inside the precinct of the City Walls), is an important experi-
ment’s field: in the “slum” of a lot of shacks, poor houses, nar-
row streets, a daily-life closed against the incumbent height
of the south city walls, we could recognize some “types” that
recur in the area. Some historical courtyard-houses give the
footprints for others: a (often very) small courtyard is the
real core of a multiple homes’ buildings; internal very narrow
streets can cross more than two or three courtyards to link
two parallel roads; the way in which the houses along the
same road are “using” that road, as individual and collective
spaces at the same time. They are all topics to investigate and
to check in its morphologies and in its interpretations.

This kind of reasoning pushed us in starting tracing a typo-
logical map of Hehuatang: it is a partial map of the site, but
it tells about that small district much more than the map
devoted to introduce the level of protection of buildings (la-
belling them as “protected buildings”, “historical buildings”,
“ordinary buildings”).
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Using types to describe the city means entering inside the
genetic structure of houses and urban spaces, means rec-
ognizing the laws and the rules according to which the city
has been built until now, means understanding the formal
basis to go ahead in the development of that site with new
projects, new design activity, new economical and social pro-
grams.

Projects are in fact and of course, the real focus of this work.

Approaching Hehuatang through the typo—morphological
method means putting the question of “identity”. Using this
concept, we consider the relationship between the new ar-
chitecture we can design nowadays and the tradition of past
architecture in a place like Hehuatang. Which is the more ap-
propriate character of the architecture in the urban heritage
settlements in the Chinese city?

This is not a simple question, but it is a crucial question for
the Chinese cities of nowadays and also for the new tenden-
cies of Chinese architecture. We believe that the character of
the new architecture in Hehuatang cannot be the neo-inter-
national style of most of the contemporary Asian architecture
(from Dubai to Shanghai®). At the same time the richer class-
es in the Chinese society are feeling as a “must” the more
and more spread taste for a “neo-traditional Chinese archi-
tecture”. This taste is always the same all over China (maybe
linked to the western philosophy of New Urbanism), with
very few interest for the real features of the place in which
they are built, maybe a little “pop” and a little “snob” at the
same time. Even if the near district of Laomendong is already
pervading now also Hehuatang with the same architectural
style, we can keep that as not the only possibility for the re-
newal of a historical settlement like Hehuatang.

The research of the new generation of architects in China is
evoking, just in the last decade, something more interesting
and more fruitful. There is a third way in between the neo-in-
ternational style and the neo-traditional style. It is the way of
researching through design new shapes and new languages,
at the same time strongly innovative (for instance in their
research on sustainability) and deeply rooted in the real tradi-
tion of Chinese buildings.
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