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Introduction 
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The brief for this graduation studio, a contemporary cultural Forum, was 

very open and free. Questions about what the program should be, the square 

meters of the project and the location were all open for interpretation. This 

gave the opportunity for me to make it my very own project that relates to my 

interests. i started with thinking about what a forum is for me, is this day and 

age. For me a forum is not only cultural but also very political. in this digital 

era i think it is important to also have a physical forum where the public can 

really get in contact with the politicians. especially for the european Union 

it is neccessary that the public will feel connected to the Union. i think that 

a physical space, like a building, can contribute to that feeling of connection. 

mostly because it can make people get together in the real world and not just 

on a digital forum, where people are talking by each other, but are not really 

hearing each other. Therefor i made a design for a very public building for 

the european Union. more about my idea of a Forum and how this led to 

my research question you can read on the next pages. This idea of a political 

forum for europe generated the following research question for me: 
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How can the architecture of a building for the European Union bring 

public and politics together in debate?  

in the second part of this booklet you can find the research that i have done 

to come to an answer of this question. The research has been done in two 

parts: a case study and a literature study. seperate from this research, there 

has been a small secondary research into finding a good location for this 

forum. The third part of the booklet will use the knowledge that has been 

gained from the literature to design a forum. in this part i will explain how 

the research has let to the program and concept of the design. The design will 

be explained in diagrams, floor plans, sections, renderings and materiality. 



a democratic landscape - 10



11 - a democratic landscape 

Abstract
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The european Union is struggeling with a feeling of connectivity under the 

public. even though there are now more posibilities to get involved with the 

politics of the eU, for example through internet forums, the quality of the re-

lation between public and politicians has not been improved. Besides forums 

there are lots of different websites, telling contradictory stories about the eU 

and its work. The anonymity and culture of complaints that is currently going 

one on the internet forums makes that people do not feel connected to each 

other. a physical place that brings the politicians and the public together in a 

more intimate, not anonymous setting could be a step in the right direction of 

getting the public feel more involved and connected to the Union. in such a 

physical forum the public and politicans should debate about the issues they 

are concerned about. They should get out into the public sphere, where peo-

ple can get into a critical debate about the european Union. discussing helps 

improving the connection and involvement, but will also help the Union to 

become better, more evolved and stronger. 

 to design a building that will contribute to this idea there has been 

conducted a research into the behaviour of people and how a design can 
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make it more likely to happen that people will start conversations with each 

other. There has been done research into the idea of nudging, which has ac-

cording to me an underlying action theory, which is the theory of affordances. 

These theories can be used to understand how the human mind works and 

how design can use this knowledge to nudge people in a certain direction. 

 Besides research into affordances, there has been done research into 

current democratic parliament buildings, to learn from their good and bad 

qualities for bringing the public and politics closer together. Both these re-

searches have conducted tools for the location, program and design of a forum 

for europe. 

 a suitable location has been found in the heart of paris and the design 

of the building is explained in diagrams, architectural drawings like plans and 

sections, visualisations and materialisation. This Forum for europe will help 

improving the relation between the politics and the public of the european 

Union. 
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What is a Forum? 
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A Forum for Europe 

Occasion 

With the current media society it is easier for the people to mingle in pub-

lic and political debate. The quality however has not improved by this new 

media. Because the internet affords a certain anonymity, the discussions are 

filled with a culture of complaints. Besides this anonymity, that makes that 

people do not feel connected to each other, let alone feel like they share an 

identity with the same values. This new media society also enables less reli-

able information. as a result of this new media culture, lots of very specific 

political colored information sources come to live. This makes the society 

splinter apart in lots of different groups. according to sociologist arnold 

reijndorp you can see this reflected in cities . There are different separated 

living environments, people group with equals and avoid the confrontation 

with strangers. This has as result that europe has to deal with cultural aliena-

tion. Besides alienation within society itself, there is a lot of distance between 

politicians and the public nowadays in europe. politicians blame ‘Brussels’ 

‘ruimte voor democratie’ by Xml and 

tU delft
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for everything that happens in the european Union when they talk to the 

public, but aren’t these politicians part of the european Union? The fact 

that you can see and respond to politicians on tV or online made it easier 

to mingle in political debate, but because of the anonymity it actually cre-

ated more space and less connection between the politicians and the public, 

instead of increasing this space. according to architectural researcher Hans 

teerds from tU delft, the political debate stays in the parliament buildings 

and is not part of the public sphere at the moment, even while you can watch 

a debate on tV or online. according to Hannah arendt there needs to be a 

public sphere in which people can express their thoughts. if you cannot ex-

plore your thoughts in public, do you really exist than, she is wondering . 

There is a need for a place where people can explore their thoughts in public, 

where they can debate face to face. 

‘tussen wasserette en parlement’ by 

Hans teerds 

‘The Human condition’ by Hannah 
arendt
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Solution 

The solution to this could be a forum where the connection between the 

politicians and the public of europe can get stronger again, with transparent 

information about what is going on in europe. This place should be a public 

space where the public and political debate can thrive. especially a physical 

forum, instead of a digital forum might be the solution. a building can add 

something to this digital world we live in that strengthens the shared identity 

of the european Union. like mentioned before, the public space is in danger 

because of the splintering in society. This is a problem because the public 

space is a place where the plurality of society is expressed and which can be 

used freely by people. don’t underestimate the importance of physical space. 

according to Goethe a building can contribute to the identity of a society . 

secondly a building can be the embodiment of the identity and shared values 

of europe. By seeing the values, and experiencing them in a building, people 

can feel more connected. physical space contributes an experience of togeth-

erness within plurality of society. Thirdly, architecture contributes to Hannah 

arendts so called ‘world of things’. it creates stability and makes us remember

‘italian journey’ by Goethe
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that buildings connect us to generations, before and after us. a building is 

there before we get born, and will be there after we die. last but not least, 

architecture has the power to be the topic of a conversation or to be an inter-

vention in space. 

The classical forum was also the first example of a designed public space. 

public space is very important for a city and society in genera. a forum could 

be a great indoor and/or outdoor public space. Jurgen Habermas articulates 

very well what a public sphere is: “society engaged in critical public debate” . 

This definition of the public sphere is the perfect definition for the forum for 

europe. The forum should facilitate a space in where society can engage in a 

critical public debate. a program that can be thought of for this forum exists 

of: a debate room that is public like a theatre, where the politicians can be 

watched, criticized without anonymity and where interaction in real life can 

take place; an information and education center where objective information 

about the european Union can be found; exhibition space for topical prob-

lems in the european Union, like the very actual problem of Greece exiting

Jurgen Habermas in ‘The structural 

transformation of the public sphere: 

an inquiry into a category of Bour-

geois society’, p. 52.
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the euro and the Union; a public plaza where the real public debate can hap-

pen in intimate spheres, with or without politicians.

Location 

The location for this forum could be in Brussels or strasbourg, but accord-

ing researchers about public space and public sphere, people interact more 

with each other in busy flows. according to William H. Whyte a public space 

is about people. The people make the space: “What attracts people most, it 

would appear, is other people.”  in his research on public spaces he also states: 

“People didn’t move out of the main pedestrian flow. They stayed in it or moved 

into it, and the great bulk of the conversations were smack in the center of the 

flow” .

The conversations of people took place in the center of the flow, the place 

where most people were passing by. The more people gathering in one space, 

the better this is for conversation. The location of this forum therefor should 

William H. Whyte in ‘a social life of 

small urban spaces’, p. 19 

William H. Whyte in ‘a social life of 

small urban spaces’, p. 21
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be a place where lots of people pass by, like to rest and walk through. The lo-

cation should be a place that is important for europe, but also have a certain 

level of neutrality. it should be a place where lots of different european peo-

ple pass by. The forum should tap into a flow of (different european) people 

and lure them into the building. This because it turns out that people do not 

specially visit the european Union themselves in large numbers, that while 

lots of people might benefit from knowing more about the Union and partici-

pating in it. an accessible location that is visited by a lot of people or can tap 

into a flow of people would be necessary for this forum. 
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Research 

Besides the location there should be done research into the existing ‘open for 

public’ main building of the european Union in strasbourg. There should 

also be a research into parliament buildings of democratic countries, to see 

what the main similarities  and differences are. Besides research into build-

ings, there should be done research into how public can be stirred into 

debate, or at least conversation, and the mixing of public and politics. The eU 

should open up to the public and not treat the public as distant spectator, but 

as important spectator and interesting debate partner. The research question 

for this thesis therefor is will be: 

How can the architecture of a building for the European Union bring 

public and politics together in debate? 
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Research 
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to answer the question: How can the architecture of a building for the eu-

ropean Union bring public and politics together in debate, this question will 

be split into two research questions with two different research methods. The 

first research question will be a casestudy which will research current parlia-

ment buildings of nine different democratic countries. The quesion for this 

casestudy will be: What can be learned from democratic parliament build-

ings about how public and politics can be brought together physical in the 

building? 

 The second part of the research will be a literature study into how 

people can be stirred into debate or conversation. in this literature study 

there will be looked at the theory of affordances, which is commonly used 

in design theory about helping peoples actions and interactions with design. 

This theory will be combined with the theory of nudging, which is a more 

psychological theory about how to nudge people into a certain direction. The 

question for this part of the research is: How can nudging and the theory of 

affordances be understood to give guidance on how to nudge people into 

debate? 
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How can public and politics be brought closer together physical in the building? 

     Looking at how parliament buildings are designed now and deal with public
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pictures of my visit to 
Strasbourg 
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in this research there first will be looked at the louise Weiss building, that 

houses the plenary room of the european Union in strasbourg, where once a 

month the plenary meetings of the european parliament are held. is this build-

ing really inviting the public to get to know the european Union? 

secondly there will be looked at 9 different buildings from democratic parlia-

ments, mostly from european countries but also including the United states 

of america and Brasil. There will be looked at the exterior and interior of the 

buildings, the position towards water, the configuration, section and position 

of the plenary room and the distance of the speaker. on the following pages 

the differences and similarities will be pointed out. 

Numbers and drawing information about the parliament buildings are found in 

‘Huis voor democratie’ by XML Architects and TU Delft. 

Images 1 and 2 
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eUropean Union  

decentralised Federal coop-
erationmodel? 

parliament: 
751 seats 

Year: 1999

architect: 
architecture studio 
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according to the european Union, the parliament building in strasbourg is 

meant for public accessibility. The parliament building is the louise Weiss 

building that has been finished in 1999. There is also an information centre to 

inform the public about what is going on in the european Union and how the 

union works. This information center is quit small and located a little further 

from the parliament building. 

 This summer i have visited the louise Weiss building (lW) and the eU 

information center. When i arrived at the lW i first noticed that there is no 

pedestrian entrance, only a car entrance. But this car entrance is only for the 

parliamentarians. Visitors have to park in the neighborhood next to the build-

ing, a residential area. secondly i noticed that the rest of the building was not 

inviting for public either. The scale of the building is very big and un human, 

but once you are in the courtyard, there is no sign or indication of where the 

visitors entrance is. Thirdly, the building is closed off at eye-level, which makes 

it impossible to see movement from within the building, with the exception of 

the bridge towards the Wtc building. 

Pictures by author Uninviting entrance, 
no actual foot entrance 

not possible to look inside the 
building on eyelevel 
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located in the middle of a 
residential area, shows non-human scale no clear entrance for public 

Bridge to Wic building is only place 
to see people from inside the 
building 
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tHe netHerlands

constitutional 
monarchy 

parliament: 
eerste kamer 75 seats 
tweede kamer 150 seats 

Year: 1992 

architect: 
pi de Bruijn 

United KinGdom 

constitutional 
monarchy 

parliament: 
House of lords 786 seats, 
House of commons 650 seats 

Year: 1950

architect: 
sir Giles Gilbert scott 

France 

republic 

parliament: 
senat 343 seats 
assemblée nationale 
577 seats 

Year: 1843 

architect: 
Jules de Joly 

sWeden 

constitutional 
monarchy 

parliament: 
riksdag 349 seats 

Year: 1983/2006 

architect: 
ahlgren, olsson, silow 
arkitektkontor aB 

Usa 

Federal republic 

parliament: 
senate 100 seats 
House of representatives 
435 seats 

Year: 1811 

architect: 
William Thornton, 
Benjamin latrobe 

BelGiUm 

monarchy with federal 
parliament democracy 

parliament: 
senaat 71 seats, 
Kamer van Volksvertegen-
woordigers 150 seats 

Year: 1886

architect: 
Henri Beyaert 

GermanY 

Federal republic 

parliament: 
Bundesrat 69 seats 
Bundestag 622 seats 

Year: 1999 

architect: 
norman Foster 

denmarK 

constitutional 
monarchy 

parliament: 
Folketinget 179 seats 

Year: 1849 

architect: 
unknown 

Brasil 

Federal republic 

parliament: 
senaat 81 seats 
câmara dos deputados 
513 seats 

Year: 1960  

architect: 
oscar niemeyer 

exterior 

By looking at the exteriors, first 

thing noticed is that almost all 

buildings are very old and monu-

mental. secondly it shows that this 

monumentality in almost all build-

ings is reached by symmetry, verti-

cal lines like columns, and a central 

element like a dome, tower or pedi-

ment. 

These design elements give the 

buildings status, but also make 

them look uninviting for the 

public. 

From top to bottom, left to right 

images 4 to 12 
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interior 

The interiors of the parliaments are 

much alike. mostly because they need 

the same facilities like comfortable 

chairs for long debates and desks for 

the parliamentaries to put on their  pa-

pers or laptops. typical is that all interi-

ors make use of wood. not just for the 

desks, and chairmans elements, but also 

als wall decoration. most rooms have 

very few windows, with exception of the 

German parliament, so there is a lot of 

room for (acoustic) wall elements. not-

icable is that blue, green and red are the 

popular choices of color for the rooms. 

From top to bottom, left to right 

images 13 to 21

tHe netHerlands United KinGdom France 

sWeden Usa BelGiUm 

GermanY denmarK Brasil 
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relation with water

By looking at the position of the parlia-

ment buildings in the city i noticed that 

almost all buildings have a relationship 

with water. most buildings are build 

along the river that is crossing the capi-

tal of their country, but if that is not the 

case than water is used as an element to 

bring balance together with the build-

ing in te composition. it is quit logical 

that most parlaments, especially the old 

european parliament are built next to 

the river, or even in the river, because 

that is the place where most cities are 

founded, so therefor often the center of 

a city or even of a country. 

tHe netHerlands United KinGdom France 

sWeden Usa BelGiUm 

GermanY denmarK Brasil 
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postioning plenary room 

despite the fact that most buildings are 

somehow showing forms of symmetry, 

most plenary rooms are not located in 

the middle of the buildings. They are 

often placed at the middle of one part 

of the building, which explains the lack 

of windows in most of the rooms. This 

position also gives a safe feeling, be-

cause the rooms are not directly acces-

sible from the outside. only the Ger-

man room is placed in the middle of the 

symmetrical building. most buildings 

are placed at the end of the buildings, 

so they are positioned as the endpoint 

of the routing and therefor giving them 

a feeling of importance.

tHe netHerlands United KinGdom France 

sWeden Usa BelGiUm 

GermanY denmarK Brasil 
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section 

in the sections there actually is a wide 

variety of forms. most of them have a 

upgoing floor, so everyone will be able 

to see the speakers that will be in the 

middle. The biggest dichotomy is the 

one between the more square shaped 

rooms (UK, France, Belgium, Germa-

ny and denmark) and the rectangular 

ones (The netherlands, sweden, Usa 

and Brasil). The square shaped rooms 

in proportion have a higher ceiling, but 

in section that makes them look more 

intimate, because it allows the public, 

that is always placed on a higher ring 

above the parliament, to sit relatively 

closer to the floor of the speaker. 

tHe netHerlands United KinGdom France 

sWeden Usa BelGiUm 

GermanY denmarK Brasil 
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tHe netHerlands United KinGdom France 

sWeden Usa BelGiUm 

GermanY denmarK Brasil 

configuration 

With exception of the english House of 

commons, all plenary rooms are situ-

ated in a hemisphere with room for the 

speaker in the middle so everyone has a 

good view on him. 

 This configuration works invit-

ing for consensus, but much less for 

heated debates. The english configura-

tion however is known for its heated 

debates. it has no individual seatings 

which forces people to interact with 

their neigbours and the placing of the 

benches oposed to each other makes 

it more likely to start a discussion be-

tween parliament and opposition. 
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distances to speaker

These bar graphs show the distances 

between the speaker towards the par-

liament, government, interruption, and 

public. The distance to public is most 

important in this project, because the 

relation with the public is not good 

enough in the european Union. in 

these parliament buildings the average 

distance is 16,7 meters, which makes 

the public more feel like spectators, 

instead of involved in the debate. 

tHe netHerlands United KinGdom France 

sWeden Usa BelGiUm 

GermanY denmarK Brasil 

reference 5m 
speaker - parliament 
speaker - government 
speaker - interruption 
speaker - public 
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position of public always from above look-
ing down on politics 

position of public never from 
beneath looking up to politics 

position of public never on equal level 
ooking down at  politics 

16,7 M 
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location public 

room for public 

visibility speaker  

mixing public and 
politicians   

small distance between 
speaker and public 
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after looking at the plenary rooms of different parliaments, i started to make 

a couple variations of rooms for myself to compare with each other. on the 

left page you can see the criteria that i have used. The public is very impor-

tant to me, but i also want to keep in mind safety reasons. i would like to mix 

the public with the politicians, so the public can really feel included. However 

the debate itself might not benefit from a literal mix of public and politicians. 

neither does the safety of the politicians. Therefor i will try to create the feel-

ing of mixing in the eventual design of the room, without really mixing them 

together. 

For the shape of the room i have looked at the most common shapes: (half)

round and rectangular. it seems that round shaped debate rooms are more like 

amphitheaters, where everyone can very well see the speaker, but also every-

one is more of a passive spectator. The rectangular shape of the British parlia-

ment, where the parties opposed each other there is more of an active debate. 

i therefor prefer this way of opposing the seats to each other. i also prefer a 

square shape above a rectangular one, because this creates the least distance 

from every one to the speaker (besides a round shape of cours) and creates 

equality for both politicians and public. 
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How can nudging and the theory of affordances be understood to give guidance on 
how to nudge people into debate?  

Research into Nudging and the underlaying Theory of Affordances 
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nudging 

The idea of nudging comes from the socio-economics and means ‘giving a 

push in the right direction’. The theory about nudging is best explained in the 

book ‘nudge’ by economists richard Thaler and cass sunstein. ‘nudging’ is 

best explained with an example: When in a university canteen the healty food, 

like appels, is placed at a spot that is easy to reach and easy noticed by people, 

these appels are more likely to be bought by people, then if they were on a very 

high shelf or at the back of the canteen. The opposite is true as well.people are 

in this example ‘pushed’ in a certain direction by their choice for food. With 

this knowledge, choice architects can go either way. The canteen can choose 

to place the food in a way to make the most profit, to place it in order to help 

people or place it just randomly, without an underlying motive. But this exam-

ple actually shows that there is no randomness. every set up promotes certain 

food. Thaler and sunstein therefor say that it is best to choose the option with 

which people are best of. 

‘nudge’ by Thaler & sunstein, 2008 
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The idea of nudging is to think about what benefits people in the long way and 

what they would choose when they would reflect about their choice. it is only 

about making it easier to choose for the better option, not about forcing people 

into certain choices.  in this case it is thinking about how to help people get 

into debate or conversation with each other, without forcing them. 

image 1 
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the doer and the planner 

How can it be that people not always do what they would like to do when 

they would reflect on their choice? like with the previous example, people 

know an apple is better than chocolate, but often they do take the chocolate 

and regret it later. How can this happen? in psychology an accepted theory is 

the idea that people have an automatic system and a reflective system. Thaler 

en sunstein call the automatic system the ‘doer’ within us and the reflective 

system the ‘planner’ within us. These doer and planner can be very much in 

conflict with each other. This is because the planner mostly likes to plan ahead, 

and with that he wants to promote policies for the long-term. seductions that 

come with excitement however tempt the doer. This tempting mostly happens 

when people are in a “hot” (out of control) state of mind. What is this “hot” 

state? Behavioral economist George loewenstein explains this by means of his 

“hot-cold empathy gap”: 

“As discussed in Loewenstein (1996a), when in a “cold” state people often have 

difficulty imagining how they would feel or what they might do if they were in a
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“hot” state -- for example, angry, hungry, in pain or sexually excited. It may also 

be the case that, when in a “hot” state people frequently have difficulty imagining 

that they will inevitably cool off.” 

For example when people are feeling hungry, they are in a “hot” state. if they 

walk by a cafeteria in this “hot” state, they experience the temptation to buy 

fries. However when people are in a “cold” state and walk by a cafeteria, for 

example when they have just had a meal, they don’t feel the temptation to or-

der fries. These “hot” and “cold” states correspond with the doer and the plan-

ner within people. When people are in a “hot” state, the doer will prevail and 

when people are in a “cold” state, the planner will take over (Thaler & sunstein, 

2008). in the “cold” state, people can think they should be more involved with 

the european politics and should have more discussions with other european 

citizens about how to deal with the current problems and the future of europe. 

But in the “hot” state they feel tired after a day of work and want to hang on 

the couch and watch some tV instead of acvively get involved. in that case the 

doer wins it from the planner. 

loewenstein & schkade, 1999, p. 98
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experience, information en feedback 

How come the doer often wins from the planner? This is because people make 

better choices when they feature these three factors: experience, correct infor-

mation and fast feedback. These three factors take time to achieve, and that is 

why they are covered by the reflective system and not by the automatic system. 

Think for example about the idea of debating. First people need information 

of what they are debating about. Without correct information, there can be 

no debate. secondly people need experience with debating, what are the tech-

niques for debate and how to convince your opponent? This takes time and 

a doer does not have this time. That is why people need the third factor: fast 

feedback. people like to see quick results. With debating there is not quick re-

sult. it takes time to make the right decision and even more time to process this 

decision within europe and therefor it takes a lot of time to see result. When 

these three factors are not present, the doer wins it form the planner. 

The idea for this project is not to only try to speak to the planner, but also to 

the doer. This can be done with these three factors, but then by understanding 

the factors in a different way. in a way that they respond to the doer. 

‘nudge’ by Thaler & sunstein, 2008 
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The following image shows very well how information, experience and feed-

back are easily recognized by the doer. The type of light enhancer provides 

information that speaks to a persons experience and the turning on of the 

light gives a fast feedback. 

image 2 
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affordances 

How can the three factors of information, experience and feedback be used to 

speak to the ‘doer’ in people? Therefor there will be looked into the theory of 

affordances. my idea is that this theory can be used to explain how nudging 

works. The theory of affordances is namely an action theory, and can explain 

why certain actions are more liley to happen than others. to understand how 

affordances are the underlying action theory for nudging, it is important to 

explain the concept of affordances. The theory of affordances comes from the 

ecological psychologist James Gibson at the end of the ‘60’s. in that time it was 

quite a revolutionary idea that when organisms perceive an object, they imme-

diately perceive the action possibilities of that object. The name ‘affordance’ is 

a derivation of the verb ‘to afford’. Gibson’s own definition is as follows: 

“The affordances of the environment are what it offers the animal, what it pro-

vides or furnishes, either for good or ill.” 

Gibson, 1986, p. 127
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Gibson, 1982, p. 413

an affordance is an action possibility, which is offered by an object. By un-

derstanding the theory of affordances, it is possible to make certain action 

possibilities more likely to happen, and that is exactly what nudging is trying 

to do: making the actions that people want to do in the “cold” state, happen in 

the “hot” state. The connection with architecture is not a coincidental one and 

has already been made by Gibson himself. at a symposium about perception 

in architecture he made a bold statement: “architecture and design have no 

satisfying theoretical basis”. He proposed there that the ecological psychology, 

and in particular the theory of affordances could be such a theoretical basis. 

objects can offer multiple action possibilities and also offer different action 

possibilities for different people. a glass of water for example offers the pos-

sibility to drink from it, but also the possibility to pour over someone else. so 

the affordances that an object offers can be different per person. The affordance 

is thus not only depending on the object in the environment, but also on the 

person by whom the object arouses the affordance: 



a democratic landscape - 58

“An affordance is neither an objective property nor a subjective property; or it is 

both if you like. An affordance cuts across the dichotomy of subjective– objective 

and helps us to understand its inadequacy. It is equally a fact of the environment 

and a fact of behavior. It is both physical and psychical, yet neither. An affordance 

points both ways, to the environment and to the observer.” 

an affordance is depending on the environment, as well as on the people 

perceiving the affordance. This theory can very well be used in architecture 

because an architect actually designs de environment in which people make 

their choices. an affordance itself does not nudge people. There are always 

countless affordances in the environment of people. The way an architect uses 

an affordance, or better said: makes a specific affordance invitational, provided 

that the person has the right skills, makes that it can nudge people. 

Gibson, 1986, p. 129
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adolph & e.a., 2010

rietveld, 2011, p. 172

(own translation)

skills

as mentioned in the former paragraph, different people can perceive different 

affordances in an object. This is because every person features a unique set of 

skills. independent of peoples skills there are countless affordances. The af-

fordances themselves are independent of the observer. a person only perceives 

certain affordances when he has the right skills. When someone does not have 

the skills for a certain affordance, he won’t perceive this affordance. For ex-

ample a baby does not perceive as much affordances as adults, because a baby 

does not have certain skills yet. However when this baby does learn the needed 

skills, he will perceive the affordances. children still need to discover which 

affordances the environment offers them. philosopher erik rietveld links the 

acquisition of new skills to the automatic system: 

“When we have acquired a new skill, the relationship between body and world 

has changed. From that moment on we are able to address to the options for ac-

tion (affordances) relevant in the given situation. Reflection is often not needed 

there. 
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so people need certain skills to perceive affordances. This is in line with design 

researcher don norman, who says that affordances are not always perceived: 

“Affordances represent the possibilities in the world for how an agent (a person, 

animal, or machine) can interact with something. Some affordances are perceiv-

able, others are invisible.” 

like Gibson states, affordances always exist, but they are not always perceived, 

because of the lacking of skills. only perceived affordances result in actions. 

This knowledge of the need for certain skills to perceive certain affordances, 

is important for making certain actions more likely to happen. First of all, 

an action possibility needs to be perceived, otherwise there is no action. But 

skills can also be meant as ergonomical skills a person has. affordances that 

are compatible with the human body, with the ergonomics of a human body, 

are more likely to lead to action, then affordances that do not respond to the 

human scale. These skills could all be seen as one of the three factors, namely 

experience. But how else can an affordance be more inviting? 

norman, 2002, p. 19

Gibson, 1982
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inviting affordances 

one affordance can be more inviting than others when it responds to the in-

formation people have. With information i mean cultural or evolutionary 

information that people have. every culture has different learning processes 

and therefor responds to different affordances. But there are also evolutionary 

urges that people have that are similar for almost all people. These can be used 

to make certain affordances more inviting. This information aspect of an af-

fordance can also be seen as what is often called intuition. We talk about intui-

tion when people immediately recognize something because they have seen, 

done and have gotten feedback on it many times before. For example by mak-

ing one door bigger, people read this as the most important one, and therefor 

as the entrance of a building. a door that opens automatically when a person 

walks by, even urges people to go in. 

 on the next pages there will be explained how the three factors, in-

formation (which can be seen as intuition), experience (which can be seen as 

the skills people have), and feedback (which is needed for people to know an 

action was the right choice) can be explained to be inviting to the ‘doer’. 

Ju & takayama, 2009
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1. The first factor is information. There is knowledge or recognizing of af-

fordances necessary to make an affordance more inviting. This knowledge can 

arise by cultural or evolutionary aspects, or after seeing things lots of times, 

also called intuition. people respond to affordances that respond to their inner 

information. in the case of this project for example a stairs-shaped form of a 

debateroom is recognized by people as a place to sit and listen and watch an 

event or to converse with each other. 

2. The second factor is experience. This represents the skills of an actor 

that are needed to perceive an affordance. The affordance being perceived is a 

necessary condition for being inviting, so the actor needs a certain experience 

to be able to see the affordance. He needs his skills and develops skills by expe-

rience. By being more compatible to the skills of people an affordance can be 

more inviting. a staircase with steps of the right ergonomical height to sit on 

is inviting for people to go sit on. 
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3. The third factor is feedback. When an actor gets sick of eating certain 

food, he gets negative feedback from this experience. This food will be less in-

viting next time. The other way around would work also, that positive feedback 

makes an affordance more inviting next time. For example by making the view 

of a staircase more rewarding than the view of an elevator, the affordance of the 

staircase is more inviting. 

inFormation: 

recoGnition 
oF Form 

eXperience: 

correspondinG to 
peoples sKills to sit, 
listen, present

FeedBacK: 

comFortaBle seatinG, nice 
VieW to create 
positiVe FeedBacK 
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    decision making 

  doer      planner 

 intuitive choice     rational choice 

 
 
random    nudge by  information, 
affordance    inviting   experience, 
    affordance   and feedback 
    through  
unwanted    information, 
choice    experience  
    and feedback  
       

       wanted choice 

This results in a scheme about decision making of people, when they are a doer 

or a planner. For both types it is necessary to respond to the three factors of 

information, experience and feedback to result in the wanted or desired action 

choice: 
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Use in the project 

on the one hand this project will try to help to develop new skills with people 

and on the other hand it will make use of the skills people already have. The 

developping of skills is a long term process and will be executed by the pro-

gram. This is chosen to respond to the ‘planners’ and helps providing the right 

information and skills for debate. The responding to the existing skills of peo-

ple is the short term process, that speaks to the ‘doer’ and will be found in the 

actual physical building. The architecture of the building is the environment in 

which peope will make decisions and is therefor able to respond to the doer, by 

promoting certain affordances. 

planner      ‘doer’ 

content: program      physical building: architecture 
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affordances in architecture and urbanism 

even though they might not call it affordances, there has been a lot of research 

into what makes good public spaces. There are factors that uncounsiously 

make it more inviting for people to stay in a place and factors that make that 

people want to leave. These design choices can be seen as creating affordances, 

and like affordances they respond to the ‘doer’ in people. The built environ-

ment always afford something, it is the case of the designer to make sure that 

it at least affords what it needs to afford. i have been looking into researchers 

like Jan Gehl for their ideas about good public spaces. i read his book ‘life 

between buildings’ in which he writes about, among other things, what makes 

people stay and sit in a space. He does not talk about affordances literally, but 

he observes what the best spaces are for staying and sitting according people. i 

am interested in these factors because when people stay and sit, they are more 

likely to start a conversation. Gehl sums up a couple of factors that are most 

popular for people to sit: 

- at the edge of an open space, where the sitter’s back is protected, the view 

   unobstructed and the local climate most favorable. 

Gehl, 2011 
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- a space should offer many different opportunities for sitting to give all user    

   groups inspiration and opportunity to stay, like a sitting landscape. 

- it is easier to engage in conversation when seats are placed at an angle. 

This last point is actually researched by edward t. Hall in ‘The Hidden dimen-

sion’. His research showed that when people are sitting in corner situations 

with people at right angles to each other, they produced six times as many 

conversations as when they are sitting face-to-face and twice as many as when 

they are sitting side-by-side. 

For the location there are also some factors requiered to make it more likely 

for people to go to a public space. and first of all there is opportunity needed, 

there need to be people to start conversations and discussions with. Therefor a 

public space needs to be: 

- easy accessible. 

- feeling of being closed in the space to stay in. 

Hall, 1966 

Gehl, 2011 
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From William H. Whyte observations in ‘The social life of small Uban spaces’ 

i also could draw some factors that will make it more inviting for people to stay 

and sit at a public space: 

- movable chairs, or lots of choice options for shadow or sun. 

- something to look at and talk about. This can be people walking by, water, 

   or entertainment. 

- people attract other people. most conversations happen in a flow of people. 

- The ideal seat hight is 17 inches (40 cm) 

to me, all these factors for good public spaces can be seen as affordances that 

are needed to make it more likely to happen that people will start a conversa-

tion. in the diagram on the next page i ordered the factors into the 3 factor 

system of information, experience and feedback. These factors i want to use 

in my design to make it more inviting for people, especially the ‘doers’, to start 

conversations and discussions. 

Whyte, 1980 
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people are com-
fortable when they 
are sitting shel-
tered, at the edge 
of a square, close 
to a building 

steps are recognized 
as a tribune from 
which can be lis-
tened to speakers 

a straight angle 
is most inviting  
form for 
conversation 

a height of 40 cm is 
ideal for sitting on 
and people 
recognize this 
height immediately 

shapes like stairs 
with steps of 40 cm 
are ideal because 
they offer back sup-
port 

information 

information can be understood as 

evolutionary or cultural recognition 

of form, like steps and corners.  

experience 

experience can be understood as corre-

sponding to the skills that people have 

like sitting, leaning and conversating. it 

is about the ergonomical skills people 

have for these actions. 

feedback 

feedback can be positive or negative. 

in this case the view of the water and 

the passing by people can be seen as 

positve. 
view of the waterlife 
and opposite 
embankment 

view of people 
walking by, talking, 
interacting 

view of entertain-
ment 

sitting landscape 
with enough op-
tions to choose sun 
in the back, on your 
face or sitting in the 
shadow. 
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Location 
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pictures of my visit to
Paris  
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location 

The location for the forum is in France, 

because this is one of the six founding 

countries of the european Union, and 

already has been given the role of be-

ing most accessible for the public in 

strasbourg. strasbourg however does 

not have a big enough flow of people 

to get in touch with the eU. There-

for the location will be in paris, which 

is the best visited city of the founding 

countries and of the whole mainland 

of europe and attracts people from all 

over europe. The location in the city is 

in between iconic buildings, allong the 

seine, tapping into the flow of tourists 

and inhabitants. 
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cite 

philippe auguste (1190-1210) 

louis Xiii 

louis XV

fermiers generaux (1784-1791) 

current borders 

Growth of the city 

like many european cities, paris is 

founded near water. From there the city 

started to grow and in light gray we can 

see the borders the city has 

nowadays. rivers have always been a 

important places, not only because wa-

ter is needed for life, but also because it 

made trading possible over water. The 

seine is still very important to paris and 

attracts lots of people. Therefor a loca-

tion near the seine is a good choice for 

a forum that wants to tap into a flow of 

people. 
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icons along the seine 

That the seine has always been very 

important to paris is wel shown in all 

the icons that are along it, like the eiffel 

tower, assemblee nationale, place de la 

concorde, the louvre, musee d’orsay 

and the notre dame. in the middle of 

these icons there will be a new impor-

tant building. a building that is not 

only important for paris and France, 

but also for the rest of europe. Just like 

most parliament buildings, this forum 

will also seek out the water.  
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Government buildings 

The location is not only in the heart of 

icons of paris, but also in the middle of 

the governmental buildings of paris. it 

is placed right in front of the ministere 

de la decentralisation et de la Fonction 

publique and the assemblee nationale. 

The french parliamentaries therefor can 

also easily make use of the facilities of 

the forum. 

assemblee nationale 

ministere de la decentralisation et de la 
Fonction publique
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first level water risk 

second level water risk 

third level water risk 

intimate location 

The location is lower than the rest of the 

city and therefor there is less noise of 

the passing traffic. The sound of water 

also works as white noise and cancels 

out the rest of the city noises. 

This makes it easier to communicate 

and also to debate in open air. 

 Besides being intimate, the lo-

cation is also vulnerable because of the 

water level. Just like the european Un-

ion is. 
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seine information 

The location of the forum is at the place 

where the seine is at his smallest, 85 

meters wide. The embankment here is 

wider, which makes the rivers smaller, 

but makes it also possible to build at 

this intimate, lower level. 

275 m3 decay 

200 meters wide

85 meters wide 

5,7 meters deep

3,4 meters deep
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Flow of people 

in this image you can see where people 

have taken pictures in paris. The more 

pictures there are taken, the more red 

an area gets. no color means no pic-

tures, blue a few pictures, yellow quite 

some pictures and red a lot of pictures. 

From this analysis it is possible to think 

that where the most pictures are taken, 

there are more people walking by. The 

location is in between two bridges, pont 

de solferino and pont de la concorde, 

which both are red. The forum can 

make use of these flows of people walk-

ing by. 
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Flow of people 

While visiting paris to analyse the loca-

tion, i have been counting people that 

are walking by the location from differ-

ent sides. in this diagram is shown by 

the number of thin lines from where 

most people are coming. 
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1 2
3

4

5

Flow of people 

in this pictures the different entrance 

points of the location are shown. The 

red lines show the flow of people to-

wards the location. 

 The flow of people is important 

for the forum because to afford debate, 

there first of all needs to be the possibil-

ity to run into people, to meet people 

and talk to them. 
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exact location 

The exact location of the project is at 

the Voie sur Berge rive Gauche. This 

is the lower embankment on which the 

forum will be build. This is exactly ac-

cross from the Jardin des tuilleries, the 

garden of the louvre. The location is in 

the 7th arrondissement of paris. 

The street on the higher embankment 

is the Quai anatole France and is a very 

busy street. especially since the lower 

embankment is not a car road anymore, 

since a few years. This former road will 

now become a busy street for european 

politics. 

map from: apple maps
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Program 
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information 

getting the right 
information 

public plaza that mixes politicians and public and affords debate 

experience 

learn or improve 
skills by experience 

Feedback 

give feedback on the 
politicians 

information 
center 

- exposition with 
  information about   
  eU 

- library/documen 
  tation center 

1000 m2

experience 
center 

- learning how to 
  improve debating 
  skills  

1000 m2

political and 
public debate 

- debate room 

- political cafe 

- workspaces for ep’s
  and media  

6000 m2

sequence diagram 

like mentioned at the end of the re-

search chapter, the program of the fo-

rum will be based on the idea of infor-

mation, experience and feedback. This 

translates in three different buildings, 

that are placed in one democratic land-

scape where people can converse and 

debate. in the information center peo-

ple will find all the information about 

the eU, how it works and the current 

issues. in the experience center people 

will learn how to debate and improve 

their debate skills. in the third build-

ing the actual debate takes place by the 

parliamentaries and the people can give 

feedback. 
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program positioning 

on the location these three buildings 

will be placed in the following order. 

The most people come from the side of 

the pont de solferino, so that is where 

the official starting point is. However 

the whole terrain and each building is 

seperately accessible. 

feedback 

experience 

information plaza 

Po
nt

 d
e S

ol
fe

rin
o 

Seine 

Quai Anatole France 

Louvre Jardin de Tuileries 
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european commision 

european parliament 

decision

european commitees 

advice

Who is the building for? 

The building is for all people interested of the european union. The building is 

helping people understand what it is that the Union does and how they do it. 

it is especially there to get the public more directly connected to the european 

Union and therefor is build to a more human scale then the other buildings of 

the Union. it invites the visitor to look around, get information and talk about 

what he or she thinks of the politics of the union. to make it more intimate and 

accessible, the debate room will be used by the committees of the parliament. 

There are 20 committees that exist of members of the parliament and advisors. 

They decide what will be on the agenda in the plenary meetings once a month. 

They do the research and debate about solutions of issues in the eU. They carry 

the real debate, because they are the ones who decide what will be on the agen-

da. They also execute a real debate once a week or once in two weeks, to talk 

about the issue of their committee for that moment. What comes out of their 

debate will be presented in the plenary meeting. in the plenary meeting there 

is then very little debate about the issue, since it has already been executed. The 

plenary meeting is there to 

the council of the eU
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the council of the eU

european council 

european court of Justice 

guidance 

inform the whole parliament about the committees issues and on the basis of 

that there can be asked questions and when needed there will be a voting ses-

sion. in every committee there are represented people from the 8 groups of 

parties that are in the parliament, so everyone is represented in the committee 

debate. This however does not mean that in every committee there is someone 

from every country in the union. 

The committee groups are smaller then the whole parliament and therefor 

easier to oversee. Their debate is open for public and people can listen to the 

translations of the speakers in their own language. each committee exist of  

60 to 100 people and has one committee president who is from the european 

parliament. 
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Design 
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The goal for the design is to get a stronger connection between the public and 

the politics of the european union by mixing public and politicians in a euro-

pean forum where people can debate in real life. This goal exists of two ideas, 

namely the mixing of the public and the politics and the idea of nudging peo-

ple into debate. to combine these two ideas i came up with the concept of a 

pulsing, democratic landscape. This landscape will afford the mixing of public 

and politics and afford for people to mingle and start conversations with each 

other. The whole plot will be used in the landscape. The landscape will exist 

of square shaped plateaus coming out of the ground. They are being pushed 

up to different levels to create a diverse landscape. The lower plateaus will be 

used for outdoor activities and the higher plateaus, can be seen as boxes and 

will form the actual building. By making variations with different sized cubes, 

that matches the programs square meters, the ideal layout of the building is 

made. This landscape also makes it possible to build on a human scale, which 

is missing in the current buildings of the eU. The cube shapes that are pushed 

up from the landscape, like they grow out of it, represent the pragmatic and 

democratic ideas of the european Union. The cubes are equal in shape, but 

have a lot of variation in size. Just like the countries of the european Union. 

1. placing the needed program 
    mass on site 

2. pull up the need mass from the 
    landscape in different sizes 

3. push down the landscape 
    towards the water 

4. pull up the surroundig landscape, 
    keeping a path in the middle 
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making variants with different 
sized cubes 

3. push down the landscape 
    towards the water 

4. pull up the surroundig landscape, 
    keeping a path in the middle 
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plateaus being pushed up 
from the landscape 
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The structure of the building contributes to the idea of pulsing, rising plateaus 

by functioning as hydraulic pumps. The baring structures are placed away from 

the walls, to show the floating plateaus. The buildings will only have horizontal 

strips of glass, to make the concept op pushed up plateaus stronger. There are 

5 different height levels for the building, namely, 4 meter, 5 meter, 10 meter, 12 

meter and 30 meter. The 5 meter height connects the building with the higher 

embankment and with the pont de solferino. The buildings are of course part 

of the landscape, they rise up from it and you can go in them, walk by them or 

walk over them. The lowest levels, of 4 and 5 meter, are walkable roofs. From 

the 5 meter height roofs people can enter the first level of the 10 meter high 

boxes and from the 4 meter height roofs people can enter the first level of the 

12 meter high boxes. The vertical circulation points in the bigger boxes (10, 12 

and 30 meter) will be placed in the baring structures. The people will rise, or go 

down, through the hydraulic pumps that pushes the buildings up. By the small 

boxes the roofs are lifted by small columns placed behind a horizontal strip of 

glass. This way the roofs seem to be floating. 



a democratic landscape - 98

The diagram on the nex pages shows that the boxes are not rising at random 

places, but they serve different goals. First they are grouped in three building 

parts, the information center, the experience center and the feedback center. 

The information center is attached to the bridge and the first building to enter 

from the busiest side of the plot. accross from the information center lays 

the experience center, which is a more intimate place to visit, because it is a 

learning center where people come for workshops. Therefor it is layed against 

the higher embankment and also accessible from here. The feedback center 

is placed at the end, with as destination of the forum the debate room. The 

boxes are rising in a way that they open up towards the end, so they offer a 

perspective on the most important place: the debates about the eU. They offer 

a perspective on europe. 

 secondly the boxes are shifting from each other to strengten the feeling 

that each box is different and has his own function. By making a building out 

of this rectangular landscape, with boxes placed to each other, there are no hall 

ways. This affords the mixing within the building, because people have to pass 

and meet each other because they have to go through the boxes to go from one 

point to another. 
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perspective on Europe, that alligns the blocks

information center 
(offers the right information about the European Union) 

experience center 
(teaches how (political) debates work)

feedback center 
(place of the debate and flex workstations politicians)

entrance information center

entrance experience center 

entrance feedback center 

destination point of site: the debate room 

main route on embankment 

route over buildings 

passing through buildings 

mixing with people in the different boxes by walking through them 
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situation on the following pages the building will be explained by drawings and impres-

sions. i will start with the plaza, which shows the democratic landscape and is 

designed with the affordances for a good public space, for people to stay and 

sit, in mind. Then i will show the building and zoom in on all three parts of it. 

Finally i will zoom in on the materiality and technical sections of the build-

ing. to show how the politicians and public is mixing, in all the renderings the 

politicians are shown in black silhouettes and the public in white silhouettes. 
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birdview of the forum

a democratic landscape - 102

birdview of the forum
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birdview of the forum
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The plaza is designed with the idea of the affordances in mind. after the build-

ing has been pushed up, i focused on the landscape. The height differences of 

the plaza plateaus is always 40 centimeters to afford ideal sitting places. The 

height differences also make back support possible of also 40 centimeters. in 

the nooches of the buildings, there are smaller plateaus pushed up. These pla-

teaus are placed on both sides of the middle path, so people can sit sheltered 

on the edge of the path and watch people walk by. The plaza is made very ac-

cessible by using the building to connect with the high embankment and the 

pont the solferino. The buildings are placed this way that they create an open-

ing towards the water, to catch the people to stay in the forum and enjoy the 

view. The opening is designed in a way that there are multiple plateau levels 

pushed down, to create the idea of an amphitheater. The ‘theater’ can be used 

for outside debates or cultural entertainment that will give people something 

to talk about. The plateaus are all rectangular and create with each other a lot of 

possibilities for people to go sit on an angle, which is the ideal talking position. 

in the following impressions you will see the use of the plaza, how people can 

access the forum from the higher embankment and use the roofs of the build-

ing to meet people or watch what is going on in the ‘theater’. the ‘theater’ that opens to the water 
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There are no movable objects or chairs for people to place in or out of the sun. 

There are however a lot of plateaus popping up from the plaza. This affords that 

people can choose either a place in the sun or in the shadows. 

i choose to only make use of the concrete of the landscape for the plaza for 

two reasons: the plaza and building are now integrating as one landscape and 

therefor give a feeling of unity, which is at the moment missing in the euro-

pean Unity. The second reason is that it in this way is not trying to afford too 

much. By not offering too much affordances, the desired affordances of talking 

and debating will be more inviting for people. 

the middle path that offers sheltered spots 
between the buildings in sun, or shadow  
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outside debate between public and politicians 
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ground floor | level +400 
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+4000

+4000
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first floor | level +5000 

+4000

+4000
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second floor | level +8000 
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+8800

+9200

+9600

+10800

+10800

thirth floor | level +10000 fourth floor | level +15000 
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sixth floor | level +21400 fiftth floor | level +18400 
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north facade 

section aa’ 
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section BB’  
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Information center
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restrooms documentation center workstations researchers kitchenette employees 

reading room 

study room 

politicians eU 
(EP’s, researchers, debate specialists) 

public 
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restrooms cinema reception information about eU 

shop
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documentation center The information center offers in an interactive exposition correct information 

about the european Union. it also contains a documentation center where re-

searchers from the eU work and can help people with all their questions of the 

eU. They can help people with finding the right information within the docu-

mentation center, but also like to have discussions about current eU problems. 

 The first floors of the higher boxes are open for everyone and very ac-

cessible. They afford the mixing between the people who take the route over 

the building with the people who take the route over the middle path. The 

shop on the first floor leads very easily via the spiral staircase within the baring 

structure to the reception, and the other way around. The first floors have glass 

walls, which shows the pushing up of the second floor or roof, but also makes 

it clear for people to go through them when they are walking over the roofs. 
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information exposition 
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Experience center
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storage restroom 
(not visible in section) 

debate room workshop space reception 

exhibition space 

politicians eU 
(EP’s, researchers, debate specialists) 

public 
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education room brainstorm room workshop space workstations 
employees 

kitchenette employees 

exhibition space 
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The experience center is more intimate and therefor further away from the 

open water and attached to the higher embankment. in this building peo-

ple can enrole in workshops in which they will improve their debating skills. 

When people join the workshop they will first be teached by a professional 

from the eU, then they will work in teams on their arguments in the workshop 

spaces and will end their workshop with a real debate in the debate room, on 

which they of course will receive feedback to improve their skills.     

 on the first floor there are two exposition rooms, that are very acces-

sible from the higher embankment and the roofs. one of the rooms will show 

the work that has been done in the workshops, for example the posters people 

made to help them getting accross their point. The other will exhibit changing 

art pieces from european artists about current issues and problems in the eU. 

workshop space 
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debate room 
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Feedback center
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plenary debate room entrance ep’s kitchenette 



143 - a democratic landscape 

kitchenette workstations ep’s restrooms breakroom workspace ep’s server technical 

coffee bar

workspace media 

politicians eU 
(EP’s, researchers, debate specialists) 

public 
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This is the least public buildingpart of the three. it is meant for the parliamen-

taries to work and prepare for their debate, which will be held in the debate 

room. not only the parliamentaries will work here, but also the translators 

and the media. The media has their own working room on the second floor. 

Because of the serial placed boxes, people have to walk through them to go 

from one side to another. This affords mixing and talking to each other, which 

is something that parliamentaries and media people already like to do. They 

can here already talk about some issues for the debate. 

 of course the first floor is accessible for public. Here there is a coffee 

bar in which the public can find politicians preparing for debate or talking 

over some issues with their colleagues over a cup of coffee. The staircase in the 

middle however is only accessible with a pass, that only the media and ep’s 

have. This to make sure there will be no unwelcome visitors at the workplaces 

of the ep’s. The media is on the second floor to make the feeling of mixing 

stronger. The three groups of people, politicians, public and media, now have 

to meet each other in the coffee bar, or at least see each other passing by. 

workstations EP’s 

next pages: coffee bar 
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politicians eU 
(EP’s, researchers, debate specialists) 

public 
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entrance public 

entrance ep’s and translators 

lobby with bar

debate room 

public seating 

translators 

debate and city viewpoint 

political cafe 
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entrance public The biggest box, the destination point of the site has a big entrance for the pub-

lic. The people will be checked by security and can get a headphone with live 

translations of the debate in one of the 24 languages of the eU. The parliamen-

taries will come from behind the counter, from their workspaces. The public is 

invited to take the stairs to go through the debate room to their seats to watch 

the debate. The staircases of the politicians and the public are wrapped around 

each other, so they can already see each other as a preview for the debate. 

 They can also meet each other at the political cafe on the ground floor. 

Here can be held more intimate conversations, inside or on the terrace while 

overlooking the whole plaza. 

 on the second floor is a lobby with bar. Here there can be held drinks 

for after the debates or press conferences. The baring structure here is made of 

four big columns, also placed back from the walls, but leaving enough space 

for an open debate floor. two columns contain the elevators, one for the politi-

cians and one for the public. The other two contain the fire escapes and house 

toilets on every floor. 
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lobby with bar 
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The biggest box contains the main debate room, the place where it all happens. 

i concluded from the research of the debate rooms that i want a square shaped 

room, because this provides the best view in combination with the opposing 

position which invites a more lively debate. i also want to take safety issues 

into account, especially with the recent attacks on paris, but still provide the 

feeling of mixing between public and politics. Therefor i choose to make a four 

layered debateroom with at the bottom the politicians, very close to the debate 

floor. on the second layer is the public that will have a very good overview on 

the debate and will be close enough to see facial expressions. The floors are not 

very high, so it will feel like an intimate debate that concerns the public. The 

third layer will contain the translators, who are active during the debate and 

therefor are part of the eU politics. This makes that the public will get the feel-

ing of being in between the debate. The fourth layer is the overview area where 

the public (and politicians) can view 

thee debate from a further distance, 

but also has a nice view over the city. 

public 

eU employees 

public 

eU politicians 
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view area
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Materialisation 
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facade, horizontal and vertical 
section of typical small block
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For the materials there has been chosen for mostly one material: concrete. 

This is because by making the whole building and area out of one material, 

it will feel even more like one landscape, one small world. By using concrete 

inside as well you really feel like you are in the landscape. You can go over 

it, through it and in it and experience different structures of concrete. From 

outside in the concrete goes from rough to soft. The exterior is more rough 

and hardened. The concrete blocks that form the landscape are made with 

a coarser, roughter concrete mix. The exterior walls are also slightly coarser 

than the interior side of the concrete walls. The interior sides of the wall are 

very smooth and soft to give a welcome feeling. The tiles on the plaza and 

the walkable roofs are also more coarse than the ones used inside. another 

reason to use a lot of concrete is because of it’s serious and pragmatic ap-

pearance. By using only one material, one can not get to distracted by lots of 

impulses, or affordances, and can focus more on the discussions about the 

eU. For this reason the windows are also made of minimalistic steel frames 

and therefor fit well in the landscape. inside the debate room there is choosen 

to use wood for interior elements, to give it a comfortable feeling, where you 

can spill your thoughts. 

rough concrete  

concrete tiles 

coarse concrete 

clean concrete 
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Conclusion & discussion  
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The problem of the gap between the public and the politics of the europe-

an Union has led to positioning myself in this debate. i think that a physical 

building, among other things, can contribute to narrow this gap and bring the 

public and politics closer together. The research into parliament buildings was 

very interesting for me, especially because it showed how much is actually the 

same for all these countries. We usually are concerned about the differences 

between the european countries, but this research thought me, besides how 

plenary rooms function, that the way of politics of the different countries are 

not that different. my research into nudging and its underlying action theory 

of affordances offered me a whole new insight of making architecture. i find it 

very interesting to learn about how architecture can influence the behavior of 

people. This research thought me a lot about how the human mind works in 

relation to the build environment. Both research results offered me tools to use 

for the design of my forum. The process however did not went smoothly. in 

the beginning i was very interested in the theory about european politics and 

how to influence peoples behavior with architecture. and this part went very 

smooth and natural for me. The translation towards 
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the design was actually harder. The idea of affordances is usually used as a 

evaluation tool instead of a design tool. But if you can use it to evaluate a de-

sign, you should be able to do that in the process too i thought. This led to lots 

of variations in my design proposals. This process therefor took a lot of time, 

but i figured out what was the core idea of the building that i wanted to make. 

The leading idea was the idea of creating a landscape that affords people to 

debate and conversate and that stimulates the mixing of the politicians with 

the public to create a better connection between them. even though the puzzel 

pieces clicked together quite late in the process, once they clicked, the design 

developped quickly. By really going for the idea of a pulsing, democratic land-

scape, the ideas about construction, pathways and plaza developed naturally. 

The building might be very different from the parisian building style, but that 

gives people even more topic to talk about. By keeping an orhtogonal grid it 

relates to the very orthogonal grid of the Jardin the tuileries, but in a more 

contemporary way. 
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even though the process could have been better if i got my idea clear earlier, 

i am content about the result. of course there is never enough time for an 

architect, there is always more to design, like the interiors and the details of 

the building could be worked out further. The furniture for example could be 

designed especially for the unique landscape and help giving the feeling that 

every box is different but a piece of the whole. i also hope that my focus on 

a more philosophical and pshychological approach on designing will inspire 

other architects. This research is still very small and could be worked out and 

tested much further. 

 i want to finish with sharing the thought that i am inspired by my re-

search and the forum that it resulted in and that i hope the european Union 

will be inpired too. 
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