
M1 final presentation:

http://www.mas.caad.arch.ethz.ch/mas1011/













Nikola Marinčić
http://issuu.com/nikola.marincic/docs/portfolio



Page | 1  
 

PREFACE 
 
 

THIS PAPER DEALS WITH ARCHITECTURAL WRITINGS OF ADOLF LOOS AND EARLY PHI -

LOSOPHY OF LUDWIG W ITTGENSTEIN AT THE BEGINNING OF THE 20 T H  CENTURY .  IT 

IS THE SEQUEL  ON MY PREVIOUS RESEARCH ON LOOS .  BRIEF  CONCLUSION OF THE 

PREVIOUS WORK IS THAT LOOS SEES THE WORLD AS BEING CONSTITUTED OF DUALITY  

OF MATTER WHICH MAKES ENDLESS POSSIBIL IT IES OF COMPLEXITY AND CREATIV ITY  

THROUGH THE INTERPLAY OF ONE (TWO )  THING (S):  MATTER AND ABSENCE OF MAT-

TER .  BEING ABLE TO RECOGNIZE THIS OUTSTANDING COMPLEXITY IN SUCH A SIMPLE 

WAY ,  HE CONTINUES TO MAKE CATEGORICAL ABSTRACTIONS ABOUT THE WORLD ,  AND 

IMPOSE MORAL IMPERATIVES THAT ARE BASED ON THEM .  THAT LEADS HIM TO TWO 

IMPORTANT THINGS :  F IRST TO REJECTION OF AN ORNAMENT IN A WORLD ,  AND 

SECOND ,  TO REJECTION OF ALL ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY BY IMPOSING HIS STANCES 

WITHOUT BEING AWARE OR CAREFUL OF THEIR DESTRUCTIVE CAPACITY .  15  YEARS 

LATER ,  H IS FRIEND LUDWIG W I TTGENSTEIN “SOLVES”  ALL OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL  

PROBLEMS IN HIS WORK TRACTATUS LOGICO -PHILOSOPHICUS ,  AND IN THE SAME 

TIME UNDERSTANDS HOW LITTLE HAS BEEN DONE WHEN THESE PROBLEMS HAVE 

BEEN SOLVED ,  AND HOW RIGHT CAN ONE BE WHEN HE IS COMPLETELY WRONG .  

WHAT THIS WORK IS  TRYING TO DO IS  TO REWRITE LOOS BY DOPING HIS  STANCES ON 

MATERIALITY  AND IMAGE OF THE WORLD .  THIS  IS DONE BY CROSSING IT  WITH THE   

MATRIX  OF W I TTGENSTEIN ’S TRACTATUS ,  AND REWIRING IT .  LOGICAL CONSISTENCY 

OF THE TRACTATUS ALSO ENABLED THE RECTIF ICATION OF SOME OF THE CONTRO-

VERSIAL STANCES OF LOOS ’S THEORY ,  L IKE OF THE ORNAMENT ,  OR DESTRUCTION OF 

THE INCORRECT FORM .  ALSO ,  THIS DOPING SHOULD BE ABLE TO REWIRE HIS CURSE ,  

BY SHIFTING IT  FROM THE “MAN ’S CHARACTER IS HIS DESTINY”  CURSE TO CURSE OF 

INTELLECTUAL S ISYPHUS .  

 

 

 

N IKOLA  MARINČ IĆ  
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1. ARCHITECTURE IS WHAT CAN BE BUILT. 

1.1  ARCHITECTURE IS TOTALITY OF BUILDING ELEMENTS NOT BUILDING 

PARTS. 

1.11  ARCHITECTURE IS  DETERMINED BY THE BUILDING ELEMENTS .  

1.12  TOTALITY OF BUILDING ELEMENTS DETERMINES BOTH ,  WHAT CAN ,  AND ALSO 

WHAT CANNOT BE BUILT .  

1.13  BUILDING ELEMENTS IN THE WORLD ARE THE ARCHITECTURE .  

1.2  ARCHITECTURE IS DIVIDED BY THE BUILDING ELEMENTS. 
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2. WHAT CAN BE BUILD, ARCHITECTURE, IS THE EXISTENCE             

OF STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS. 

2.01  STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ARE THE COMBINATION OF BASIC ENTITIES .  

2.011  ST RU CT U RAL  ELEMENT S ARE  T HE  S IMPLEST  F OR M OF  B U ILDING ELEMENT S .  

2.02  WHATEVER IS POSSIBLE IS NECESSARILY POSSIBLE ,  SO  IN ORDER TO HAVE 

ARCHITECTURE ,  I T  IS  NECESSARY THAT WE HAVE BASIC OBJECTS .  

2.03  IF SOMETHING CAN BE TRUE OF AN OBJECT ,  I T  IS  ESSENTIAL TO THE OBJECT 

THAT THAT CAN BE TRUE OF IT .  

2.031  IT  IS  ES SENT IAL  FO R B ASIC  ENT IT Y  T HAT  I T  CAN B E  A  CONST IT U ENT  PART  OF  

ST RU CT U RAL  ELEMENT S .  

2 .032  IF  A  B ASIC  ENT IT Y  C AN OCCU R IN  A  ST RU CT U RAL  ELEMENT  T HE  POSSIB IL IT Y  OF  

T HAT  ST RU CT U RAL  ELEMENT MU ST  ALREADY B E  PREJU D GED IN  B ASIC  ENT IT Y  I T SELF .  

2 .033  THE P OSSIB IL IT Y  O F  I T S  OCCU RRENCE  IN  ST RU CT U RAL  ELEMENT S IS  T HE  FORM OF  

T HE  B ASIC  ENT IT Y .  

2.04  IN THE STRUCTURAL ELEMENT THE OBJECTS ARE COMBINED IN A DEFINITE 

WAY .  

2.041  THE FO RM IS  T HE  P OSSIB IL IT Y  OF  T HE  ST RU CT U RE .  

2 .042  THE ST RU CT U RE  OF  T HE  B U ILDING ELEMENT  CONSIST S  OF  T HE  ST RU CT U RAL  ELE -

MENT S .  

2.05  STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ARE INDEPENDENT OF ONE ANOTHER .  

2.1  ARCHITECTS MAKE TO THEMSELVES ABSTRACT MODELS OF BUILDING 

ELEMENTS. 

2.11  ABSTRACT MODEL IS A SKETCH OF REALITY .  

2.12  THE MODEL REPRESENTS BUILDING ELEMENT FROM WITHOUT ;  THEREFORE THE 

MODEL REPRESENTS IT RIGHTLY OR FALSELY .  

2.2  INTERPRETATION-ABILITY OF BUILDING ELEMENTS IS ARCHITECTURE. 

2.3  MODEL HAS THE STRUCTURAL FORM OF REPRESENTATION IN COM-

MON WITH WHAT IT DEPICTS. 

2.31  MODEL REPRESENTS WHAT IT  REPRESENTS ,  INDEPENDENTLY OF ITS TRUTH OR 

FALSEHOOD .  

2.32  WHAT THE MODEL REPRESENTS IS ITS ARTICULATION .  
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3. INTERPRETATION OF MODELS OF BUILDING ELEMENTS IS 

ARCHITECTURAL SYMBOLIC. 

3.01  ARCHITECTURAL SYMBOLIC GIVES MEANING IN ARCHITECTURE .  

3.02.  THE TOTALITY OF  TRUE MEANINGS IS THE MEANING OF THE ARCHITECTURE .  

3.03  WHAT IS MEANINGFUL IS ALSO POSSIBLE IN ARCHITECTURE .  

3.1  IN ARCHITECTURAL REPRESENTATION,  SYMBOLIC IS EXPRESSED 

THROUGH ITS POSSIBILITY OF ARTICULATION. 

3.11  IN ARCHITECTURE ,  WE USE ANY POSSIBLE ARTICULATION OF THE REPRESENTA-

TION ,  AS A PROJECTION OF THE POSSIBLE STATE OF BUILDING ELEMENTS .  

3.112  ARCHIT ECT U RAL  ACT  CAN B E  DESCRIB ED B U T  NOT  NAMED .  

3.2  IN ARCHITECTURAL REPRESENTATION,  MEANINGS CAN BE SO EX-

PRESSED THAT THE ELEMENTS OF THE REPRESENTATION CORRESPOND 

THE ELEMENTS OF THE ARCHITECTURAL SYMBOLIC.   

3.3  ONLY IN A CONTEXT OF ARCHITECTURAL ACTIVITY HAS A REPRESENTA-

TIVE SIGN MEANING . 

 

3.31  IN ARCHITECTURAL REPRESENTATIONS ,  THERE ARE CONSTANTS AND VA-

RIABLES .  

3.32  CONSTANTS ARE WHAT IS  ESSENTIAL FOR ANY ARCHITECTURAL ARTICULATION -  

WHAT ARCHITECTURAL  REPRESENTATIONS HAVE IN COMMON WITH ONE ANOTHER .  

THEY CHARACTERIZE FORM AND CONTENT .  

3.33  EVERYTHING ELSE IS A VARIABLE .  

3.331  ARCHIT ECT U RAL  REPRESENT AT ION IS  A  FU NCT I ON OF  T HE  CON ST ANT  CONT A INED IN  

I T  F (CONST ) .   
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4. TOTALITY OF ALL ARCHITECTURAL REPRESENTATIONS IS 

ARCHITECTURAL LANGUAGE.  

4.001  ARCHIT ECT S CON ST RU CT  LANGU AGES ,  IN  WHIC H EVERY ART ICU LAT ION CAN  B E  EX -

PRESSE D ,  W IT HOU T  HAV ING AN IDEA  HOW AN D WHAT  EACH REPRESENTAT IONAL  S I G N 

MEANS IN  T ERMS OF  INT ERP RET AT ION .   

4.01  ARCHITECTURAL ACT IS INTERPRETATION OF REALITY OF THE WORLD .  THIS ACT 

IS A  MODEL OF REALITY AS HE THINKS IT IS .  

4.011  IT  IS  ES SENT IAL  T O ARCHIT ECT U RAL  REPRESENT AT IONS T HAT  T HEY  CAN COM MU NI -

CAT E  A  NEW SENSE  T O U S .  

4.1.  ARCHITECTURAL ACTIVITY PRESENTS THE EXISTENCE OR NON -
EXISTENCE OF STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS AND ALSO THEIR MEANINGS. 

4.11  ARCHITECTURE IS  NOT A  SCIENCE .  

4.111  THE OB JECT  OF  ARC HIT ECT U RE  IS  T HE  CLARIF ICAT ION OF  ARCHIT ECT U RAL  ACT S .  

ARCHIT ECT U RAL  DO MAIN  IS  AN ACT IV IT Y ,  NOT  T HEORY .  

4.12  EVERYTHING THAT CAN BE REPRESENTED AT ALL CAN BE REPRESENTED 

CLEARLY .  

4.121.  PU R POSE  OF  ARCHI T ECT U RE  IS  T O CLEAR WHAT IS  U NCLEAR ,  T HAT  IS  T O CLEAN 

WHAT  IS  U NCLEAN IN  T ERMS OF  INT ERPRET AT ION .  

4 .122.  BU T  PU RP OSE  O F  A RCHIT ECT U RE  IS  NOT  T O IMPLY  T RU T H INT ERPRET AT ION .  

4.13  THE ARCHITECT ’S GENERAL TASK IS TO PROVIDE A WARM AND LIVABLE SPACE .  

4.2  THE ARTICULATION OF AN ARCHITECTURAL ACTIVITY IS ITS AGREE-

MENT AND DISAGREEMENT WITH THE POSSIBILITIES OF THE EXISTENCE 

AND NON-EXISTENCE OF THE STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS. 

4.3  GENERAL FORM OF ARCHITECTURAL ACTIVITY IS:  SUCH AND SUCH IS 

WHAT CAN BE BUILT . 
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5. ARCHITECTURAL ACTIVITIES ARE ELEMENTARY (BINARY)  OP-

ERATIONS ON BASIC ACTS (MATTER/EMPTY SPACE). 

5.001  FRO M AN ELEMENT A RY ARCHIT ECT U RAL  ACT ,  NO OT HER CAN B E  INFERRED .  

5 .0011  THERE  IS  NO CASU AL  NEXU S WHICH JU ST IF IES  SU CH AN INFERENCE .  

5 .0012  THE EVENT S O F  T HE  FU T U RE  CANNOT  B E  INFERRED FRO M T HOSE  O F  T HE  

PRESENT .   

5.1  THE ELEMENTARY OPERATION IS THAT WHICH MUST HAPPEN TO AN 

ACT IN ORDER TO MAKE ANOTHER OUT OF IT . 

5.11  DENIAL ,  LOGICAL ADDITION ,  LOGICAL MULTIPLICATION ,  ETC .  ARE ELEMENTARY 

OPERATIONS .  DENIAL REVERSES ARTICULATION OF AN ACT .  

5.112  ELEMENT ARY OPE RA T IONS GIVE  D I FFERENCE  B ET WEEN T HE  FORMS .  

5.2  ALL ARCHITECTURAL ACTIVITIES ARE RESULTS OF ELEMENTARY OPER-

ATIONS ON THE ELEMENTARY ACTS. 

5.21  WHEN WE HAVE RIGHTLY INTRODUCED THE ELEMENTARY OPERATIONS ,  THE 

ARTICULATION OF ALL  THEIR COMBINATIONS HAS BEEN ALREADY INTRODUCED WITH 

THEM .  

 

5.22  TRANSLATION FROM �, �(�) TO � = �	
�� CAN BE USED TO TEST THE COR-

RECTNESS OF DEPICTION OF BUILDING MODELS .  

 

5.4  THE LIMITS OF ARCHITECTURAL LANGUAGE ARE THE LIMITS OF ARCHI-

TECTURE. 
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6. GENERAL FORM OF ELEMENTARY ACT IS: 
 

[N(MATTER),  EMPTY SPACE]  

6.001  EVER Y ACT  IS  T HE  RESU LT  OF  SU CCESSIVE  AP PL ICAT IONS OF  B INARY SWIT CH T O 

ELEMENT ARY ACT .  

6 .002  B INARY  SWIT CH I T SELF  SAYS N OT HING .  

6.1  RESEARCH IN ARCHITECTURE MEANS THE INVESTIGATION OF ALL RE-

GULARITY OF INTERPRETATION. 

6.11  IF THERE WERE A LAW OF NECESSITY ,  I T  MIGHT RUN :  “THERE ARE ARCHITEC-

TURAL NECESSITIES”.  

6.111  ARCHIT ECT U RAL  NE CESSIT IES  CANNOT  EXPLA IN  ARCHIT ECT U RAL  PHENOMEN A .  

6 .112  NECESSIT Y  FOR ONE  T HING T O HAP PEN B ECAU SE  T HE  OT HER HAPPE NED D OE S NOT  

EX IST .  

6 .113  THIS  PROCE SSES HA VE  A  PSYCH OLO GICAL  FOU N DAT ION ,  AN D ARE  MA DE T O HAR-

MONIZE  WIT H OU R EXPERIE NCE  OF  ARCHIT ECT U RE .  

6.12  ARCHITECTURE IS  INDEPENDENT OF MY WILL .  

6.2  ALL REPRESENTATIONS ARE OF EQUAL VALUE.   

6.21  IF ALL BUILDING ELEMENTS ARE OF EQUAL  VALUE,  SO ARE REPRESENTATIONS .  

6.211  ALL  MAT ERIALS  A RE  OF  T HE  SAME VALU E .  

6 .212  ALL  INT ERP RET AT IONS ARE  OF  T HE  SA ME VALU E ,  EVEN IF  T HEY  ARE  NOT  T R U T H  
( IN  ACCOR DANCE  T O REAL IT Y ) .  

6.22  THERE CAN BE NO ETHICAL IMPERATIVE IN  ARCHITECTURE .  

6.221  IF  GO OD O R B AD AR CHIT ECT U RAL  ACT S COU LD CHANGE T HE  WORLD ,  T HE Y  C OU LD 

ONLY  CHAN GE T HE  L IMIT S  O F  ARCHIT ECT U RE ,  NOT  T HE  B U ILDING ELEMENT S .   

6.23  GOOD AND BAD IN  ARCHITECTURE DOES NOT EX IST ;  I T  DEPENDS ONLY ON THE 

BEHOLDER .  

6.3  MORALITY IN ARCHITECTURE LIES OUT OF THE ARCHITECTURE.   

6.31  WHAT IS REALLY IMPORTANT FOR ARCHITECTURE IS  BEYOND ARCHITECTURE .  
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7. WHAT CANNOT BE REPRESENTED, MUST BE EXPERIENCED. 
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