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Introduction
In this assignment, we will study and learn about the "Philosophy of Architecture". Emotions are very important; it's been excised from architecture. We expect emotion from the theater, we expect it in our daily relationships with love. Share with erratic, emotion, philosophy. Think about its erotic, eroticism, of the mind. That's what the feel of Sophia means in Greek but in the 20th century, architects try to say architecture is an attraction with emotion. Is it this cool thing? It's cut out to be a neutral space, just to neutralize space, by the way, neutralizing space is full of emotion. Maybe it was a Mutual building ever built all glass, just four columns, whatever the black roof, architects say, that's neutral. That is the statement of expression, I believe in just glass and neutrality and nice white boxes. It's a kind of soul, following certain total orders that have been given by God the Holy Spirit, emotion is complex, emotion is taking another space and emotion is a self-reflection also. Why do you like this picture? Why do you love this one and hate this one? Both have beautiful eyes that have no other soul. Kind of the building like that some sense. Emotion is extricated, I trying to say that there is no story without emotion, because I believe in the architecture of the Storytelling Profession, which tells the story that is going to be in emotion is a story with emotion, is just a report in the journal, stock prices. But the story with emotion, that's what makes us human. That is why we still read documents that are thousands of years old because it brings emotions to us. God the Holy Spirit called us “Beloved Ingkong” and commanded us to cross the road and the sea, you will be amazed and you will not think that God the Holy Spirit is speaking to you. But that feeling shaped the spiritual world. It is the soul, and emotion is important because if the soul is just an architect it is something connected to architecture. It is emotional because everything is symbolic, everything is emotional, and has an emotional meaning. A blank paper, you know, is in emotion. They try to separate the meaning of the Great Masters of Purity and try to free us from emotion, but they fail. That was something wrong, something went wrong somewhere. This purifying process may make others lack the knowledge of how to perform it. Your proof describes the architecture, in the words of an architect in language because it is what we feel when we stand in front of the sustainable architectural green building of the National Shrine of Our Lady of the Rock, an Apostolic Catholic Church in the Philippines, and decide to write the greatest book of life the research of remembering things of the past to present. It is, this architectural, physical encounter is not expected in space, but it is a genius. So, it took advantage of that space that shouldn’t have been there and the life is blooming with massive works of art in architecture, life itself nourishes us all. So, let’s get started studying.

Philosophy of Architecture
If there's any power in architecture design, that's “The Power of Synthesis”. The more complex the problem, the more they need for simplicity, I will share what I have studied and learned in the 3 cases where we trying to apply architecture design’s power of synthesis in “Philosophy of Architecture”. Let's start case #1 the “Cities” with the global challenges of urbanization. It’s a fact that people are moving to whatever city and it’s even counter-intuitive it’s good news. Evidence shows that people are better off in cities. There's a problem that I would call the three “S” menace, the scale, speed, and scarcity of meals with which we will have to respond to this phenomenon. Has no precedent in history for you to have an idea out of the 3 billion people living in cities today. 1 billion is under the line of poverty by 2030 out of the 5 billion people that will be living in cities 2 billion are going to be under the line of poverty. That means that we will have to build a 1 million people city per week with ₱500,000.00 per family during the next 15 years. A 1 million people City per week with ₱500,000.00 per family if we don't solve this equation, it is not that people will stop coming to cities they will come anyhow but they will live in slums, Fidelis, and informal settlements. So, what to do? When Anissa may come from Fidelis and slums themselves. A clue could be in this question we were asked 10 years ago. We were asked to accommodate 100 families, that had been occupying illegally half and hectare in the center of the city of Manila in the Philippines using a ₱500,000.00 subsidy with which we had to buy the land provide the infrastructure and build the houses that in the best of the cases would be over around 40 square meters and by the way, they say the cause of the land because it's in the center of the city is 3 times more than one social housing can normally afford. Due to the difficulty of the question, we decided to include the families in the process of understanding the constraints and we started a [image: ]participatory design process and tested what was available there in the market? Detached houses 30 families could be accommodated, Row houses 60 families. The only way to accommodate [image: ]all of them was by building in height and they threatened us to go on a hunger strike. If we even there to offer this as a solution because they could not make the tiny Apartments expands. [image: ]So, the conclusion with the family's support and not our conclusion with the family was that we had a problem, we had to innovate. What would you do? Well, a middle-class family? Less reasonably well in around 80m2, but when there's no money with the market those is to reduce the size of a house to 40m2. What we said [image: ]was would if, instead of thinking of 40m2 as a small house. Why don't we consider it half of a good one? When do you rephrase the problem as half of a good house instead of a small one? The key question is, which do we do? Are we told we had to do with public money? They have their families won't be able to do individually. We identified 5 Design Conditions that belonged to the heart half of a house. And we went back to the families [image: ]to do 2 Things, the first is Joint Forces, and the second is split talks. Our design was something between a building and a house as a building it could pay for expensive well-located land and as a house, it could expand. If in the process of not being expelled to the periphery while getting a house family to skip the network and their jobs, we knew that the expansion [image: ]would begin right away. So, we went from this initial social housing to a middle-class unit that achieved 5 families themselves within a couple of weeks. This was our first project in the Philippines 10 years ago. This is the last [image: ]project in Manila. Different designs, same principle, you provide the frame and from then on families take over. So, the purpose of design trying to understand and trying to answer the three “S” menace scale, speed, and scarcity is to channel people's building capacity. We won't soul the 1 million people per week equation, and at least we use people's power for the building. So, with the right design, slums, and Fidelis, may not [image: ]be the problem. But actually, the only possible solution. Case #2 CO2 is how architecture design can contribute to sustainability. In 2012, we entered the competition to build the right environment for knowledge creation. It is accepted that for such an aim knowledge creation interaction amount people, face-to-face contact it's important that we agreed on that but for us, the question of the right environment was the [image: ]very literal question. We wanted to have a working space with the right light, the right temperature, and the right air. So, we asked ourselves thus typical office buildings help us in that sense. How does that build [image: ]look typically? It's a collection of floors. One on top of each other. We do core in the center, with elevators, stairs, pipes, wires everything, and then a glass scheme on the outside. That due to direct sun radiation creates a huge greenhouse effect inside. In addition to that let's say a guy working on the seventh floor goes every single [image: ]day through the third floor but has no idea what the guy on that floor is working on. So, we thought well, maybe we have to turn this clean inside out, [image: ]and would we been, let's have an open atrium have a core the same collection of floors that have the walls and the mass in the perimeter so that when the sun heat, not impacting directly a glass, but the wall. When you have an open atrium inside you will be able to see what others are doing from within the building and you have a better way to control light. And [image: ]when you place the mask and the walls in the perimeter then you are preventing direct sun radiation. You may also open those windows and get cross-ventilation. We just make those openings on such a scale that [image: ]they could work as elevated squares and outdoor spaces throughout the entire height of the building. None of this is rocket science, you don't require sophisticated programming. It's not about technology, this is just our cake primitive [image: ]common sense and by using common sense we went from 120 kilowatts per square meter per year which is the typical energy consumption for cooling at the last hour to 40 kilowatts per square meter per year. So, with the right [image: ]design sustainability is nothing but the rigorous use of common sense. Last case #3 Tsunami and Earthquake, I would like to share what I learned in studying architecture design that can provide more [image: ]comprehensive answers against natural disasters. You may know, that the Philippines last in 1976, was hit by a Magnitude 8 tremor earthquake and Tsunami in Mindanao and we will cause it to work in the [image: ][image: ]reconstruction of the constitution in the Mindanao part of the country. We were given 100 days or 3 months to design almost everything from public buildings to public spaces strictly the transportation, housing, and mainly how to protect the city against future tsunamis? The alternative, build a big wall, and heavy infrastructure to resist the energy all the way, this alternative was conveniently lotte by big building companies because it meant ₱2.1 billion in contracts and was also politically preferred because it required no lamp extrication. But they proved that trying to resist the force of nature, is useless, and so this alternative was irresponsible. As in the housing process, we have to include the community in the way of finding a solution in 4 days and we started a participatory design process. After a disaster people look for shelter where they can find shelter for their families. So, this time there is chaos and misunderstanding between the disaster victims and the city government. All I can say is let’s sit down and talk about what should be the right solution. Let's all drink together about the future of this City kind of thing. It is not even with the family trying to find the right answer. It is mainly trying to identify with Precision. What is the right question? There's nothing worse than answering. Well, the wrong question. We were pretty obvious after this process that well, we check in out here and go away because it to tension or we go even further and ask what is it bothering you what other problems do you have and want us to take care of now that the city will have to think from scratch. What they say was trying to protect the city against future tsunamis will appreciate but the next one is going to come in what 20 years, but every single year we have problems of flooding due to rain. In addition, we're in the middle of the forest region of the country. And our public space sucks, it's poor, and its scars. At the origin of the city, all identity is not connected to the buildings that fell. It is connected to the river, but the river cannot access it publicly because its stores are privately owned. So, we thought that we had to produce another alternative, our approach [image: ]was against geographical treats having geographical answers. What if in between the city [image: ]and the sea, we have a forest. A forest that nothing quite to resist the energy of nature, but dissipates it by introducing friction and a forest that can laminate the water and prevent the flooding that may pay the debt, the historical dept of the public space, and they may provide finally democratic access to the river. So, what's the conclusion of the participatory architecture design? The Eternity was validated, politically, and socially, but there was still the problem of the cost of ₱2.1 billion. So, what do we do was a survey in the public investment system and found out that we're 3 ministries with three projects in the same place not knowing of the existence of the other projects? Some of the ₱2.6 billion. So, the architecture designs’ power of synthesis is trying to make more efficient use of this causes resource in cities, which is not money but coordination, by doing so we were able to save 4 million dollars and that is why the forest is today under [image: ]construction. So did the force of self-construction, the force of common sense, or the force of nature, all these forces need to be translated into form and what that form is modeling and shaping is not cement, bricks, or wood it is, life itself. The architecture design’s power of synthesis is just an attempt to put at the innermost core of architecture, the force of life.Detached Houses 30 families
Row Houses 60 families
Building in Height 100 families
Atrium

Conclusion
To complete and finish this assignment for “Philosophy of Architecture”, we will study and learn the relationship between philosophy and architecture. We will start with the of What is the relationship between architecture and philosophy? Is that one? Cultural Architects, is it to disclose with forms? Building forms of potential building forms. Meanwhile, philosophy is discourses ideas of concepts of arguments. They are quite a distinct disciplines that are quite different. What is the connection between architecture and philosophy here I want to areas where the relationship is somewhat problematic? I want to look at how the philosophers have engaged with architecture and then now architects have engaged with philosophy then finally, I want to explain where I think philosophy can have the greatest impact on architecture. Let's turn first then to how philosophers have engaged with architecture and there are several incidents where key thinkers that address buildings and architecture. But the problem is it philosophers tend to look at the buildings and architecture in a different way than how architects. Like, the design for the present on the central tower and the cells arranged in a regular round. We just look at this in terms of the architecture it looks like an octagon in terms of a diagram of how society operates. It seems an illustration of how society operates, we architects used to diagraming the buildings will not use buildings becoming diagrams of how society operates. How do famous architects do something very similar? Like Venture Hotel, it uses this hotel to illustrate the imagining places of Play Cafe Society. The fact that everybody gets lost in the atrium of the hotel becomes in some way, a way of illustrating, the lack of competent mapping, and the lack of bearings people have about the logic that they capture but not talking about the architecture itself. Likewise, to lose time refer to the Gothic Romanesque. In that dispose about the war machine but they are not referring to the gothic of the Romanesque styles of architecture. They’re referring to the Gothic in the Romanesque has ways of thinking and logical thinking. The Romanesque think based on a template of a zoo template. According to fix laws of proportions and the Gothic inspiration, experimental exploration of how we construct form in every ultimate way. Equally, we have someone referring to deconstruction. What does it mean by the construction is not have anything to do with architecture such as usual, it deploys an architecture metaphor? There is an argument, is that we should deconstruct not the form of the architecture but the constructed ways of approaching architecture and constructive ways of looking at the world itself. Therefore, we have to operate like an architect. We have to dismantle these precast conceptions or the prevision hierarchies or disclose the way of looking at the world to dig down to a solid foundation from which we could then build the logical argument. Is it all to refer to architectural elements? Does it write about the bridge and the door? But is not writing about the bridge and the door as architectural elements. It's using them to particulate the two different modes of thinking, connecting and separating categories. The bridge is that which connects two things that are separated? And the door is that, which device is what is continuous? The bridge and the door, therefore, serve as an illustration of articulations of two different ways of thinking, but perhaps it's the bridge that optimism indication of how we can engage with the world of philosophy. Consider who cannot connect something in less this is first separated and we cannot separate something unless it is originally connected, and can we, therefore connect builder link, building interaction between architecture and philosophy. Architects to look at philosophy. They are inspired by philosophy. They borrow forms until then to philosophy, they use philosophy. But architects offer mist stand philosophy, architects tend to architecture everything they see or hear. They turn it into an architectural form, but sometimes the concepts used by philosophers. I'm not referring to architectural form at all. When does it write about the fold? It’s not referring to folding its form, it’s not referring to the platted matter. It's referring to the subjectivities of humans and nonhuman is referring to ways of thinking or yet architect automatically somehow interpret emotion and concepts of the fold as though it's some kind of architectural form. When it uses this tempting construction, it's not talking about architecture, is using an architectural metaphor mobile perhaps not talking about the architecture, so it’s talking about the constructed way by which we look at the world. There's a danger then that architects misunderstand philosophy. They misunderstand philosophy and take the concept of philosophy and translate them into architectural forms. There's also a danger that architects will use philosophy as a way of adding a certain intellectual veneer to that project. It adds a certain depth, it adds a certain meaning, and it adds a certain philosopher dimension. But philosophy is not a fashionable accessory, philosophy should not be used in this way. There was a danger then that architects misunderstand and abuse philosophy. There is no such thing as a philosophy of architecture, or indeed an architecture of philosophy. Architecture is not built philosophy. What then is the relationship between architecture and philosophy? What is the role of philosophy perhaps? In terms of disclosure in architecture. Miss recognizes, that there's no such thing as an architectural philosophy or indeed the philosophy in architecture, but there is a relationship, a potential relationship between architecture and philosophy. To my mind, you must recognize that architecture is itself a disclosed about buildings, and as such, theory plays an important role in that disclosure, and its theory itself could be interrogated as true philosophy, and that to my mind is where the potential of philosophy lies. The philosophy they said is exactly like a box of tools, theory is like a box of tools you can use these tools and deploy them. You can use it to challenge it you can open up to try up then questions. To challenge the cozy hegemony of architecture thinking to pull into question, not to destroy it but rather to expose the weakness in the argument. They criticize confront and its use of a critical restless exposing the problems in the term. The complexity of the term within late capitalism itself is not doing this to destroy. They do this to point out the weakness in the argument to pass and trap to improve that argument to make it may sense. Likewise, the other criticism floss for the way it addresses to question of the function in architecture. It not doing that to destroy the floss but rather saying it tragically exposed the undialectical way in which it approaches the question or functions it exposing the problem, a problem that can be addressed in some way. That's my mind is the role of philosophy. Philosophy pride provides architecture theory with a set of tools, a set of useful tools to question, criticize, and problematize. That's the role of the theory itself. The theory should not be there to legitimize architecture’s position. The theory is about questioning and challenging. Trying to pull into question, receive use to improve. In my mind is the role of philosophy and the relationship between philosophy and architecture. Aster to put set to go off the architecture not to attack, to destroy, or to route it, to criticize or disqualified rather think it to detach itself, sufficiently to apprehended in the thought which goes beyond the theory and becomes the work in its turn that perhaps is the role of philosophy, philosophy, and architecture, architecture, and philosophy. We can bring ideas from philosophy, concepts of philosophy, and architecture. Architecture philosophy and architecture, or architecture and philosophy to improve the architectural order to make architecture theory itself. That's my mind is the role of philosophy. That’s it. That's all I can share about what I learned while studying Philosophy of Architecture.
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