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Who is the global architect? Is he or she a single, dominant designer or a multi-layered 
collaboration between teams and partners? Is the archistar phenomenon the effect 
of a new professional practice, or just a fashionable attempt to regain glamour for 
a design world whose boundaries are more and more blurred by the current flows 
of multi-media propositions that underpin building politics and that architecture is 
asked to reproduce? The position of the session’s proponents is to challenge the claims 
of the “master” designer as sole creator, branding his/her own name as a precocious 
achievement of modernist culture. The session proposes a redefinition of the position 
of the designer within his/her professional environment and a better understanding 
of how collaborative design has worked in the past. The focus is on the web of 
relationships that constitute the work of architecture and planning.
 

How do architects work with their partners, associates and studio assistants? How do 
ideas pass around the studio, between the word and the pencil? In many cases, we have 
no way of tracking the flow of ideas between collaborators, but occasionally history has 
left us with clues to this process, in the form of plentiful drawings and documentary 
or verbal accounts. The session encourages examples from different geographical 
areas, based on solid evidence coming from documentation that assesses roles, 
gender frames, family or group exchanges on a transnational dimension. Examples 
may include models of equal or unequal partnership; teamwork related to specific 
professional occasions such as competitions; spousal teams; renewed practices after 
interruptions. Cases where architects’ collaborators changed, and the effect this may 
have had on the practice would be particularly insightful. Also welcomed are papers 
that redefine how partnership modified professional practice with the invention of 
shared attitudes, new modes of expression and a different representation of roles. 
There is an interesting strand of master/assistant typologies in collaboration, some 
related to the genetic process (for example, hand/idea, rough sketch/measured 
drawing, plan/perspective), some determined by skills and specialization in different 
fields, some more in the world of construction such as client/builder/craftsman. More 
than to determine an inventory of practices, the session seeks to give an account of 
the diversity of professional practice in twentieth-century architecture and planning 
and to bring to light those individuals that have remained very much overshadowed 
by the course of their own history and the narrative of architectural historians. 

partnership and the creation of modern professional practices 
in architecture and planning
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