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The present roundtable seeks to reflect upon the collection and selection of 
architectural historical records and their impact on the writing of architectural 
history.

With Die Methode der Kunstgeschichte (1913), Hans Tietze made an impressive 
status quaestionis of the emerging art and architectural historical method in 
his time. Art history, and largely parallel with it, architectural history, were only 
beginning to assert themselves as scientific disciplines in their own right and 
were starting a development that as yet awaits completion. Tietze distinguished 
between “direct” sources (the building itself) and “indirect” sources (recordings 
of architectural artefacts or processes). Intentionality was a central concept in his 
classification of the latter: was the source at its inception meant as a conscious 
record of architecture, or is it rather “accidentally” informative for the later 
architectural historian? Starting from this classification, architectural historians’ 
(hidden) agendas can be culled from their preference for one or the other type of 
source. The variety of architectural historical writings can thus be more precisely 
qualified according to the approach to source material.

Recently, architectural history’s essential multidisciplinary nature has been 
reasserted (e.g. Stieber, JSAH 64:4 (2005)), referring to the wide range of 
disciplines and sources from which architectural historians derive their methods 
and information. Gender perspectives or a focus on the history of dwelling, for 
instance, move away from the “intentional sources” engendered by architects or 
policy makers, to learn from more unintentional sources (interviews with “users”/
dwellers, women’s magazines etc.). How do architectural histories deriving from 
architectural-internal sources such as architects’ (auto)biographies and treatises, 
differ from such histories based on extra-architectural data? How can the status 
of evidence shift over time and move from being interpreted as “indirect” to 
“direct” or vice versa? And, related to this, how does the relation between sources 
and histories influence archival collection policies and vice versa?

the architectural historian’s sources
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