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Abstract 

The Graduate School of Architecture at the University of 

Florida is conducting institutional research regarding the 

changing nature and gradual evolution of its end-of-studies 

Masters Research Project (MRP). Covering a decade of 

work, the authors contextualize the MRP in the sequence of 

the graduate studies and identify its role in the dual charac-

ter of finishing the curricular requirements and initiating the 

students in a personal, professional or academic itinerary. 

The conclusions highlight the evolutionary trends in sub-

jects and concerns, pointing towards an increasingly stu-

dent-centered education that sets research priorities as 

defined by the upcoming generations. 

 

Introduction 

Completed by our students during their final semesters in 

our program, Masters Research Projects (MRPs) at the 

University of Florida are both endings and beginnings. Our 

students stand at a particular place, with their feet ground-

ed securely in history and our school’s pedagogy, as they 

look out to the horizon in specific, self-determined direc-

tions. Their individual and collective trajectories identify 

specific paths through which the discipline of architecture 

may evolve. MRPs, while they incorporate history through 

precedent research, are fundamentally forward-looking 

proposals, laden with projective possibility. 

 

The topics pursued by our students are self-determined, 

with a great degree of autonomy. The faculty is interested in 

and supportive of an architecture that is broadly defined. As 

a result, the MRPs lay claim to a vast territory of subject 

matter and design processes. They are useful tools for 

understanding architecture as a discipline. 

 

Part of the challenge behind MRPs is that our student body 

is not at all homogeneous, either in where they come from 

or in terms of what path they are pursuing. In particular, the 

students in this study have completed our professional 

Master of Architecture degree, which is required for licen-

sure and professional practice. Many of our students plan 

to enter practice following graduation. However, the M.Arch 

degree is also the next step for those students hoping to 

pursue a Doctoral degree, and/or those interested in teach-

ing architecture. 

 

We see two seemingly contradictory tendencies at work in 

the projects and in the obligations of professional schools 

such as our own. On the one hand, we see an interest in 

pursuing focused research with a high degree of specializa-

tion, rigor, and depth within our discipline. Independence 

and specialization are valued most.  But we also recognize 

work that acknowledges the importance of lateral relation-

ships between disciplines and specializations, especially as 

required for the projective work of design. Collaboration and 

the ability to work across and/or amongst specializations 

are most prized. 

 

These are issues for our students, for practitioners, and for 

academics. The MRPs provide us with ways for considering 

their interrelationships.  

 

Background: The Masters Research Project 

The professional Master of Architecture degree program at 

the University of Florida requires that students demonstrate 

their ability to successfully undertake independent work as 

a condition for graduation. This independent work should 

engage contemporary concerns of the discipline of archi-

tecture and make thoughtful and meaningful contributions 

to the field. The work alternately serves as both a capstone 

and as a springboard into a life-long pursuit of architecture. 

 

This independent work is codified as the Master’s Research 

Project (MRP), typically conducted through a series of 

courses completed in the final semesters of a student’s 

academic course sequence. The work begins with a man-

datory Research Methods course, offered in the spring 

semester of the students’ penultimate year.  By the end of 

that semester, the students have defined their subject and 

produced a two thousand word prospectus.  During this 

semester, students also assemble a Supervisory Committee 

of faculty, including a first chair, second chair, and addition-

al members if/as desired. While students should be meeting 

with all members of their committee throughout their work, 

they are obligated to meet with their first chair for counsel 

and assessment. The first chair is charged with evaluating 

the student’s work efforts throughout the MRP. 

 

Following the initial definition developed in the Research 

Methods course and independent research conducted 

during the intervening summer, the Masters Research Pro-

ject begins with one semester of independent research 

pursued under the guidance of the chosen MRP/Thesis 
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Advisor. The goal of this course is to complete a program of 

research—inquiry, documentation, and analysis—that will 

define the parameters of the MRP or Thesis to be carried 

out during the following semester. In regular meetings dur-

ing the term, each student works to develop the specific 

intention, substance, and methodology of the Masters Re-

search Project or Thesis.   

 

In the final semester, students develop their independent 

research in consultation with their faculty advisors. The work 

proceeds quickly, with the first formal review occurring at 

the beginning after just five weeks of work. The second and 

final review of the work takes place seven weeks later, and 

includes the full faculty committee as well as additional 

faculty members and external invited reviewers. The stu-

dents document their work in book form during the two 

weeks immediately following reviews, and two copies are 

deposited with the University: a “copy of record” to the 

University Archives and a circulating copy to the Architec-

ture and Fine Arts Library. 

 

Students also have the option to pursue a Thesis as an 

alternative to the Project, although few students do so. The 

Thesis option centers on a significant written research doc-

ument, and does not include the development of a project 

proposal as a part of the work. 

 

Research Methodology: Revisiting the Work 

To begin the current research, we identified a preliminary 

group of approximately 450 projects which were completed 

between 2000 and 2010, inclusively.  We compiled ab-

stracts for all of these projects into a comprehensive docu-

ment and reviewed the bibliographic data for the research 

projects to understand the breadth of research that has 

been conducted by our students. 

 

We then began to conduct detailed re-readings of the 

MRPs, beginning with thirty-four projects completed in 

2010. We subsequently conducted re-readings of twenty-

nine MRPs completed in 2000 and fifty-two MRPs complet-

ed in 2005. This gave us a dataset consisting of 115 MRPs 

for consideration during this initial phase of research. We 

intend to continue this research to include all of the inter-

vening years for a more robust and refined analysis. 

 

During the re-readings, we approached each project with a 

series of questions:  

 

1) What are the salient concepts, issues, and/or motiva-

tors that are directing the work? 

2) What methodologies and/or processes are deployed? 

3) What is the typology of the building and/or program, 

where relevant? 

4) What is the nature of the site and/or the physical loca-

tion of the project, where relevant? 

5) What precedents were considered in the work? 

 

From this work, we developed a robust collection of infor-

mation derived from the MRPs, which we then reviewed to 

identify thematic relationships, consistencies, and/or points 

of difference.  The following thirteen “centers of interest” 

were identified: 

A. Spiritual / Cultural: Includes projects which focus pri-

marily on spiritual or religious issues in either the concept/

motivation or in program. Most commonly, these projects 

were churches of various denominations or intimate, small-

scaled spaces for prayer or reflection. To be identified as a 

part of this center of interest, it was important that the Spir-

itual / Cultural ideas are the primary interest of the project, 

not just a small component of a larger idea. Cultural pro-

jects are also included where they are invested in some 

form of ritual or contextual idea. 

B. Sustainability / Skin: Sustainability is one of the more 

broad categories because of its range in terms of scale as 

well as a range of approaches towards a solution. All of 

these were included in this center of interest. For example, 

projects that focus on a kit-of-parts technique of modular 

construction as a way of limiting impact are included in this 

category along with projects that focus on large scale sus-

tainable urban planning ideas motivated by sustainable 

considerations. One of the harder things to track, whether it 

be significant or not, is how the scale of these ideas has 

transitioned over the last ten years. Developments or build-

ing skin projects focused on sustainability are also includ-

ed. In recent years students have used performative para-

metrics and other digital software to develop these ideas. 

C. Housing / Handicap / Affordable: Housing encom-

passes the full range of scales of residential living from 

urban high-rise multifamily housing to single-family dwell-

ings. This center of interest includes projects that address a 

range of mental and physical disabilities as well.  And it also 

includes those projects that emphasized affordability and/or 

minimizing costs, with some focused on initial construction 

costs while others were more concerned with life-cycle 

costing. Those projects that address individuals with disa-

bilities or that address issues of affordability are included in 

this center of interest even if they do not address housing 

programs. 

D. Urban Scale / Mixed Use: Urban projects can vary in 

scale.  This center of interest gathers those projects that 

focus their program on urban design and/or use ideas and 

concepts motivated by the urban environment. Mixed use 

programs were very common and most often located within 

a large urban context. In a few instances, large scale mixed 

use projects would be based on urban ideas but were sited 

in less-urban areas.  These projects were also included. 

E. Detail / Body / Small Scale: Includes projects which 

focus on small-scaled details or motivators, and many re-

late to the physicality of the human body. In some instanc-

es, for example, a project’s motivation could include study 

in how a small scale joint could inform a larger idea.  Final 

projects were typically no larger than that of a pavilion but 

could be as small as a building joint. These projects often 

included significant precedent studies and/or interest in 

historical ruins. 

F. Site: Florida: Includes projects which are specifically 

sited within the State of Florida. Projects that use Florida-

based precedent or motivations are not included. 
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G. Site: United States (Non-Florida): Includes projects 

which are sited within the United States of America but 

outside the State of Florida. 

H. Site: International: Includes projects which are sited 

outside of the United States. 

I. Health / Wellness: Health and wellness can include 

anything from traditional hospital-type programs to more 

mental/spiritual forms of wellness. The program must be 

more than a type of relaxation space, but something that is 

actually intended to provide mental or physical wellness. 

J. Climate / Coastal: This center of interest includes 

those projects that are motivated by various environmental 

issues. Long term issues such as global warming or short 

term disasters such as hurricanes are included, as well as 

projects which consider the geographical impact of these 

issues. 

K. Installation / Pavilion / Temporary: Includes projects 

shaped by their temporality.  In many cases, these projects 

emerge from experimentations in digital architecture. 

L. Education / Pedagogy: Includes projects shaped by 

pedagogical concerns and/or educational programs. 

M. Digital / Parametric: While a great number of projects 

deployed digital and/or parametric tools, this center of inter-

est includes only those projects that are primarily focused 

on digital architecture as a methodology or conceptual 

motivator. 

All of the projects were aligned with one or more of these 

centers of interest, and the results were plotted and ana-

lyzed.  Since the number of projects varies from year to 

year, the number of projects was normalized against the 

total number of projects in a given year by calculating the 

percentages of projects that met each criterion.  These 

percentages were the basis of the findings that follow. 

 

Findings 

Based on the Masters Research Projects reviewed to date, 

we have identified certain issues that are playing an in-

creasing role in projects, issues that are diminishing in sig-

nificance, and certain issues that appear somewhat mixed 

(meaning that the number of projects that focused on these 

issues either increased then decreased, or decreased be-

fore increasing).  

 

Increasing Role in Research: 

E. Detail / Body / Small-Scale 

B. Sustainability / Skin 

J. Climate / Coastal 

M. Digital / Parametric 

L. Education / Pedagogy 

 

Diminishing Role in Research: 

F. Site: Florida 

D. Urban Scale / Mixed-Use 

G. Site: U.S. (Non-Florida) 

 

Mixed / Variable Roles in Research: 

H. Site: International 

A. Spiritual / Cultural 

K. Installation / Pavilion / Temporary 

C. Housing / Handicap /Affordable 

I: Healthcare / Wellness 

 

Main Trends 

From 2000 to 2010, our data reflects a number of issues 

that are becoming more prominent in the work of our stu-

dents. Projects involving Detail / Body / Small-Scale (topic 

“E”) increased by 155.88%, from 10% of the MRPs in 2000 

to 26% in 2010. This was one of the most significant in-

creases, showing a dramatic growth in these issues 

amongst the work of the students.   

 

Sustainability / Skin (topic “B”) increased by 198.53%, from 

7% in 2000 to 21% in 2010. Climate / Coastal (topic “J”) 

increased by 70.59%, from 7% of the MRPs in 2000 to 12% 

in 2010. Digital / Parametric (topic “M”) increased from 0% 

at the beginning of the study to 9% of the MRPs in 2010. 

Education / Pedagogy (topic “L”) increased by 70.59%, 

from 3% in 2000 to 6% in 2010.  See Figure 1. 

 

During this time, there were also certain centers of interest 

that served diminishing roles in the students’ graduate re-

search. Projects sited in the state of Florida (topic “F”) de-

creased by 29.76%, from 59% in 2000 to 41% in 2010. 

Those projects sited outside of Florida but still in the United 

States (topic “G”) also decreased, from 17% of the MRPs in 

2000 to 9% in 2010. And one of the most dramatic changes 

was the diminishing interest in urban scale and/or large 

mixed-use projects (topic “D”), which decreased by 

57.35%, from 48% of the MRPs in 2000 to only 21% in 2010. 

See Fig. 2.  

 

The change in the role of urban-scale projects within our 

program may in part reflect the institutional structures within 

our college, as the School of Architecture is independent of 

the School of Landscape Architecture + Planning, and 

faculty specializations in recent years have tended to rein-

force the differences between these programs rather than to 

obscure them and/or bridge between them.  

 

In addition to those subjects that increased or decreased 

consistently, there were also a number of issues that saw 

both increases and decreases within this time frame. Four 

of these topics saw decreased interest from 2000 to 2005, 

only to then rebound with increased interest from 2005 to 

2010. Projects sited within international contexts (topic “H”) 

decreased initially, only to then increase by more than 162% 

from 2005 to 2010.  By 2010, a full thirty-five percent of all 

MRPs involved international sites. While the changes in 

projects set in international locations was the most pro-

nounced, the changes in Spiritual / Cultural (topic “A”), 

Installation / Pavilion / Temporary (topic “K”), and 

Healthcare / Wellness (topic “I”) reflect a similarly variable 

pattern that diminished slightly before significantly rebound-

ing between 2005 and 2010.  See Figure 3. 

 

The one striking exception is in the number of projects that 

addressed housing (topic “C”), which increased by 67.31% 
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from 2000 to 2005, before decreasing by more than 59% 

from 2005 to 2010. The percentage of projects addressing 

the Housing / Handicap /Affordable center of interest grew 

from 17-percent in 2000 to 29-percent in 2005.  By 2010, 

this number had dropped to only twelve percent of MRPs. 

This may roughly correlate to the housing bubble experi-

enced during the last several years, although more analysis 

will be required to validate this. 

 

Methodological Changes 

In addition to the changing research interests, we also iden-

tified a number of changes in the work that reflect on the 

changing nature of architectural research, professional 

expectations, and methodological issues. By looking at the 

Masters Research Projects from year to year, we recognize 

a consistent move away from broad, loosely categorized 

and/or abstract topics towards research that is much more 

specific. This is evidenced through a more careful selection 

of precedent work for analysis, great specificity in site selec-

tion/location, and precise programmatic definition relative to 

defined research problem.   

 

While it is hard to quantify, we identified an increasing num-

ber of projects that have some biographical component, 

where students reflect on an architectural issue, site, or 

program that is a part of their own personal, familiar, or 

familial histories.     

 

Comparing year to year, we found a marked improvement 

in the craft of the books themselves during the research 

period. Some of these format changes were in response to 

guidelines instituted in 2008 that formalized the following 

aspects of the books: 1) Content to be included on the title 

page for cataloging (title, author, year of publication, name 

of degree, and names of faculty advisors),  2) Minimum 

margin for binding (1-inch), 3) Maximum page size (8 ½-

inches by 11-inches), 4) Acid-free paper required, 5) Con-

sistent page size, and 6) Consistent paper type/weight.  

 

But outside of these specific requirements, we see a ten-

dency for the MRP books to become the documentation of 

the research rather than the thing itself. Text, in particular, 

has shifted from being used principally to convey visual 

meaning towards words that convey linguistic content. As 

the use of text has shifted, so have the use of graphics, 

which have become more controlled within the formal struc-

ture of the book. 

 

Finally, we have observed changes in the methodology and 

research apparatus that is evidenced by this work. As the 

book content has become more formalized during the re-

search period, students have been much more exhaustive 

Figure 1. 

Increasing Role in Research: Masters 

Research Projects 2000-2010.  

Image: B.Walters. 



Independent Research in the Final Year | 5 

in developing their bibliographies, precedents, and citation. 

While we have observed an increase in the use of digital 

tools, these increases have also paralleled increases in the 

citation of traditional forms of information, including books, 

journals, and magazines. 

 

Conclusions  

The current work points to a number of specific trends in 

independent, masters-level research over the past decade 

at the University of Florida. We identified broad geographic 

shifts in the research as the work moved from more provin-

cial concerns to those that engaged international contexts. 

At the same time, we see the projects continuing to shift 

towards highly-specific research questions pursued with 

rigor and depth. The MRPs reflect an increasing diversifica-

tion of topics rather than convergences on certain selected 

issues, which suggests a fracturing of the discourse into yet 

finer specializations. 

 

As educators, we are able to learn a great deal from this 

work. To the extent that specific issues are identified and/or 

where specific issues are under-represented, we will be 

better able to shape the direction of the program and/or 

assist in directing (or re-directing) students’ research pur-

suits. As researchers, this work provides a window into 

emergent research issues and agendas. And as a commu-

nity of scholars, it poses questions about the roles of re-

search within a professional degree program, and how 

programs of study can be shaped to suit the complex 

needs of an architectural education. 

 

Next Steps 

The results of our research shed light on the contemporary 

architectural discourse, as well as specific insight into our 

program at Florida. We would like to pursue subsequent 

work that will partner with other institutions in the U.S. or 

abroad to compare their findings with our own. This will 

allow us to identify larger patterns and to identify national 

and/or international trends in graduate architectural educa-

tion. By evaluating the research being conducted in diverse 

regions (including all of the ACSAs national regions) will 

make the future analysis more meaningful and useful. 

 

In addition to expanding our data pool through outreach to 

other institutions, we plan to continue and expand this re-

search as follows: 

 

1. Create an inventory of the NAAB-accredited Master of 

Architecture programs (currently 96), tracking how 

many of these programs have a required independent 

thesis, a required independent project, and those 

having optional independent theses or research pro-

Figure 2. 

Diminishing Roles in Research: 

Masters Research Projects 2000-

2010.  Image: B.Walters. 
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jects, as well as those that do not incorporate require-

ments for independent work in their programs. This will 

help to situate the specific work underway at Florida 

within a much broader educational landscape. 

 

2. Expand and Refine the Data Pool  

 Compile and analyze data from interim years (2001 

– 2004 and 2006 – 2009). 

 Refine definitions of categories to be most precise 

and useful for analysis. 

 Identify and map specific precedents considered by 

students in their research. 

 In addition to the Masters Research Projects, aug-

ment the research data with information on theses 

and Ph.D. research underway at the School of Ar-

chitecture during the research period. 

 Incorporate a finer level of detail into the geographic 

site and location data collected.  Look at project site 

in relation to students’ permanent addresses if pos-

sible.  To begin, we will evaluate the number of 

students from Florida, from the United States but 

outside of Florida, and international students.  This 

information will help us understand the shifts in the 

project locations already observed in the data. 

 

3. Evaluate Institutional Influences 

 Map administrative and faculty changes in the 

School of Architecture. 

 Evaluate the relationships between specific faculty 

advisors and students’ research interests. 

 Identify curricular changes during the study period, 

with particular attention to those that directly affect 

the graduate programs. 

 Consider the possible influences of study abroad 

programs, especially those that have been created 

during the study period. 

 

4. Conduct Citation Analyses of the Work 

 Analyze bibliographic information included in MRPs 

to better understand the relationships between the 

students’ works and the resources available to 

them. 

 Map different types of sources as well as the fre-

quency and/or intensity of their use to speculate on 

the changing nature of contemporary research. 

 

5. Evaluate Circulation Data 

 Review library circulation data to understand how 

the MRP books are participating in the continued 

education of our students and/or the broader pub-

lic.  

 Normalize circulation data against the number of 

Figure 3. 

Mixed / Variable Roles in Research: 

Masters Research Projects 2000-

2010.  Image: B.Walters. 
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graduate students in our program and/or number of 

students at UF and/or overall library circulation 

trends over the same period.  The later of these may 

be the most directly relevant.   

 Circulation trends may help us to identify the rele-

vance of certain topics and projects on those that 

follow. 

 

6. Cultural Correlations and Current Events 

 Depending on the issues raised in the research as a 

result of the above, we would like to consider partic-

ular issues arising in contemporary culture during 

this decade that may also be affecting the work.  

These external factors, events, and consumer prod-

ucts that may correlate with cultural shifts evidenced 

by the MRPs.   

 Some possibilities: 9/11 (2001), the “war on terror” 

in Iraq and Afghanistan (2001-2010), terrorism and/

or ethnic strife, Apple Ipod (2001), Toyota Prius 

(2001), Cradle to Cradle by McDonough and Braun-

gart (2002), Iran Earthquake (2003), Human Ge-

nome Project (completed 2000 – 2003), Space 

Shuttle Columbia disaster (2003), Facebook (2004), 

Florida Hurricanes (Charley, Frances, Ivan, and 

Jeanne – 2004), Sumatra-Andaman Earthquake and 

Tsunami (2004),  Hurricane Katrina (2005), Hurri-

cane Stan 92005), Pakistan Earthquake (2005), 

Nintendo Wii (2006), Twitter (2006), Apple Iphone 

(2007), the housing bubble/bust, unemployment, 

recession (2007-2009), Sichuan earthquake (2008), 

Burma Cyclone (2008), Beijing Summer Olympics 

(2008), U.S. politics/policies, global swine flu 

(2009), the Haiti earthquake (2010), etc.   

 

Folding in these additional issues will allow us to expand 

the present research in meaningful ways, using it to identify 

relationships between independent research and the broad-

er discourses of architecture. 

 

 

Appendix A:  University of Florida Masters Research Projects 

(M.Arch) Included Research 

 

2000 Masters Research Projects 

Becker, R. Neil. 2000. Mediating the Point of Contact : Adap-

tion of an Historic Fabric.  

Bernardo, Anthony. 2000. Barely Scratching the Surface.  

Bohm, Tito. 2000. On the Relation between the Enclosure of 

the Space and the Public Space.  

Cantor, Cary. 2000. A Vision for Jacksonville.  

Day, Kimberly S. 2000. A Palimpsest in Architecture.  

Emerson, Richard. 2000. Acoustics and the Modern Worship 

Space.  

Ermann, Michael. 2000. Amphitheater.  

Finckler, Scott A. 2000. A City Fractured : A Proposal for the 

City of Boston's Central Artery Tunnel Project.  

Gustin, John. 2000. The Modernization of Tampa, Florida.  

Harris, John J. 2000. Ballpark, Drama, City.  

Hernández, Irmalí. 2000. The Enlightened Site Message : 

Proposal for an Imax Center, and a Surfing Tower for the 

Seaside of Punta Higüeras in Rincón, Puerto Rico.  

Hugglestone, James. 2000. Live, Work Housing and Trans-

formable Space.  

Kelly, James. 2000. An Installation in Vicenza : A New Pil-

grimage.  

Klaus, Susan Rosemary. 2000. Reliquary, Questioning Ob-

ject, Charging Place.  

Klein, David E. F. 2000. Movement and View in Art Muse-

ums.  

Laitala, Megan E. 2000. Partnerships : Preserving the Past, 

Enhancing the Future.  

Lamas, Orlando. 2000. Housing the Elderly : An Investiga-

tion of Life Safety Issues in Elderly Housing and how they 

Affect the Architecture.  

Leventi, Katerina. 2000. Ledra's End.  

Linder, Lincoln J. 2000. Public Space and the Contemporary 

American City.  

Mastalerz, Eddie A. 2000. Teaching Community Design in 

Albania.  

Merriss, Nathaniel E. 2000. Revitalizing the Abandoned 

Figure 4. 

Totals and Trends Based on Percent-

ages of Projects Addressing Each 

Research Issue: Masters Research 

Projects 2000-2010.  Image: 

B.Walters. 
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Urban Artifact : An Exploration of Spatial Ordering as In-

formed by an Examination of an Evolving Urbanism.  

Peters, Lee. 2000. A Correction of the Suburban Commercial 

Strip : Admonishment and Rectification in the Re-

Imagination of the American Landscape.  

Phrasavath, Van. 2000. Centering : Casting in a Landscape. 

1999: i.e,.  

Pire, Ivan J. 2000. Adaptive Reuse as a Substitute for New 

Development : A Tool for Reprogramming the Identity of 

the Suburban City.  

Richardson, Kennieth. 2000. A Casino for Downtown Mem-

phis.  

Schweitzer, Patricia A. 2000. Designing for the Homeless : 

Recreating the Home.  

Seidler, Douglas R. 2000. Re Scale Re Attach Re Occupy.  

Williams, Valerie M. 2000. Until we are all Home : A Home-

less Shelter for the Mentally Ill.  

Zyskowski, Peter. 2000. High End Housing.  

 

2005 Masters Research Projects 

Allen, Shane. 2005. Parking + Connectivity.  

Alvey, Maria C. 2005. Phenomenology through Memory and 

Meaning.  

Benítez, José G. 2005. Re-Inhabiting the Suburban Edge : 

The San Juan Case Study.  

Blair, Christopher Slade. 2005. Tidal Architecture, Craig Key, 

Florida.  

Blakeslee, Richard. 2005. Design Build as Process and 

Methodology.  

Brossman, Chad A. 2005. Sustainability and High-Rise Ar-

chitecture : Adaptive Investigations for an Existing Build-

ing.  

Butko, Daniel J. 2005. Communion of Sound, Light, and 

Water : Natural Elements in the Design of Evangelical 

Architecture.  

Carpenter, Matthew R. 2005. Architectural Integration of 

Observation and Light.  

Crabtree, David W. 2005. The Archeology of an Idea.  

Girello, Paul Joseph. 2005. Suburban Transformations : 

Spatial and Programmatic Implications of a Contemporary 

Community in Transition.  

Gomez, Ivan R. 2005. Transforming Brick's Identity into an 

Architectural Intention.  

Heeb, Derek. 2005. Signing Space : The Language of Archi-

tecture.  

Jelinek, David. 2005. Adaptable Space : Affordable Housing 

Exposition, Chicago, IL.  

Jolley, Susan McFarland. 2005. Sustaining a Community 

through Preservation : Rehabilitation of the Historical Riv-

erside Theatre.  

Joubert, Sarah M. 2005. Ritual-Making : Choreographing 

Paths of Smoke.  

Kleinsorge, Robert. 2005. Experiencing Urban Place through 

the Composition of Promenade.  

Lee, Jeong Uk. 2005. Twisted Horizons : A Research and 

Visitor Center in the Floridian Landscape, Paynes Prairie.  

Lester, Crystal. 2005. SOUNDing Boston : An Urban System 

of Acoustic Moments for Rediscovering the City.  

Levy, Doug. 2005. Skeleton and Skin of a House in Nature.  

Lin, Shih Ping. 2005. Seeing Architecture through Haptic-

Somatic Perception: An Orphange in Venice.  

Lind, Kyle J. 2005. The Architectural Detail.  

Lindsey, Michael. 2005. House of the Ritual : Impermanence 

Revealed.  

Mak, Sonia Sun Yee. 2005. To Dwell in Memory : A New 

Addition for the San Michele Cemetary in Venice.  

Matthews, Jason. 2005. Reversal of Process : Detail Genera-

tive Architecture.  

Maurice Diya, Babasoji. 2005. An Exploration of the Anthro-

pological Conditions of the Ife Kingdom as Inspiration for 

Reflective Spaces.  

Moisa, William. 2005. Physiographics : The Creation of Ur-

ban Space Mutation.  

Motley, Robert. 2005. Materializing the School of Architec-

ture.  

Mullins, Douglas. 2005. Elkton, Maryland : A Study of Town 

Development and Revitalization.  

Nathan, Andrea. 2005. Traditional Japanese Proportions : 

Testing the Tatami Wari System.  

Nelles, Erica Ilene. 2005. Pattern_making : The Rational 

Body + Consumer Surface.  

Parrish, William Ryan. 2005. The Greening of Suburbia.  

Peterson, Eric. 2005. The Door to the Creative Mind : Under-

standing Metaphoric Communication in Architecture.  

Rahate, Ritesh. 2005. Bridging the Dry River, Epiphany of a 

New Public Space, a Place Where Human Experience and 

Possibility are Interwoven : Development of the Dadar 

Railway Station Area.  

Riano, Izabela. 2005. Zaslony i Odslony (Veils and Disclo-

sures).  

Scarbrough, Gavin. 2005. Subtropic Housing : Locating 

(Isolation) Redevelopment in Key West.  

Schultz, Helen B. 2005. The Ribbon as Urban Form Regional 

Development in Florida Effectual to Ecological Issues : A 

Design Proposal.  

Shirah, Shannon. 2005. Archiving Parramore : A Regenera-

tive Macramé : Defining the Rules of Development.  

Sikdar, Koyel. 2005. Bringing to Light.  

Smith, Thomas Joseph. 2005. The European Approach to 

Sustainable Design.  

Stencel, Jennifer Leigh. 2005. Engaging the Tectonic : The 

Locus of Monte Carasso.  

Stenson, Mark. 2005. Cinemagraphic Domesticity.  

Stodola, Ann Jennifer Wheatley. 2005. Invasive Plants on the 

Universty of Florida Campus : Abundance, Public Opinion, 

and Recommendations for Management.  

Sussman, Todd Ian. 2005. Synagogue and Memorial Wall 

Design.  

Tonkova, Maria. 2005. The Open Enclosed Public Space : 

Insight into the Mediterranean Urban Space through a 

Work of Art Intervention.  

Unger, Caroline. 2005. Environmentally Sensitive Housing 

Development in Miami Beach.  

Vazquez, Pamela A. 2005. A Place within ... a Place : A Re-

development Proposal for the Town of Aurora, Ohio.  

Vila, Marcelo. 2005. Flexible, Adaptable, Sensible Architec-

ture.  

Walker, Toby W. 2005. Redesigning the Educational Environ-

ment for the Hearing Impaired.  

Weng, Weiche Kirk. 2005. Contemporary Urban Atrium : The 

Space between and within Other Spaces.  

Wieczorek, Kelly. 2005. Constructing a Memory : Repro-

gramming Boston's Abandoned Subway Stations.  

Willard, Andrew Barrett. 2005. Pliable Landscape : Folds, 
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Fissures and Grafts.  

Zimniski, Bridget. 2005. The Digital Interface : The History, 

Integration, & Impact of the Computer within the Architec-

tural Field.  

 

2010 Masters Research Projects 

Aktuna, Bahar. 2010. Peace-Building in Cyprus : Re-

Connecting, Remembering and Memorializing, a Hypo-

thetical Approach to the Roles of Architects and Urban 

Planners in Peace-Building Process.  

Bakiri, Dorina. 2010. Story Telling and Architecture.  

Barrow, Simon C. 2010. Church in the Wildwood : Embodi-

ment of Spirituality in Northwest Florida.  

Blythe, Kimberly. 2010. Constructing the Place of Refuge : 

Exploring the 'Experience' of the Wooded Condition 

through Architectural Intervention.  

Caylor, Jordan. 2010. Meeting the Old with the New : An 

Approach to Preservation.  

Davis, Lindsey. 2010. Sensory Experience : Pavilions in the 

Urban Void.  

Dery, Amelia Ann. 2010. Fabrication : Constructing an Archi-

tectural Pattern.  

Fang, Catherine. 2010. Inhabited Edge : Contested 

Peacelines.  

Fisher, Daniel Glenn. 2010. Transforming the Classroom 

Portable Literally : Employing Kinetic Systems to Maximize 

Pedagogical Effectiveness.  

Gonzalez, Brand. 2010. Living in Habana : Recovering Cen-

tro Habana.  

Hemstreet, Hillary. 2010. The Architecture of Surface : Em-

bedding Meaning through Articulation.  

Herrera Frias, Eduardo Efrain. 2010. Pharos : Inhabiting a 

New Frontier.  

Hogan, Wesley. 2010. Sustainable Development : Design-

ing, Constructing, and Managing Places Providing for the 

Systemic Integration of Economic, Social, and Environ-

mental Functions, for the Benefit of all Three.  

Joannides, Maya. 2010. Architecture and Language : Re-

Reading of Rodos, a Study of Superimpositions.  

Johnson, Oliver Preston. 2010. Informal Attachments and 

Accessible Knowledge.  

Johnson, Tyler. 2010. Landscape.  

Judge, Matthew. 2010. Cultural Exchange in a Former no 

Man's Land : Advancing the Role of the US Embassy on 

Pariser Platz, Berlin Germany.  

Kandel, Brent. 2010. Barn, Desk, Knot.  

Knous, Edward Joe. 2010. Vertical Modular and Expandable 

Housing for Urban Conditions.  

Long, Neil. 2010. The Duplicitous Boundary : Skin, Scar and 

Graft Architecturally Considered.  

Ma, Sihui. 2010. Augmented Environment : Re-Constructing 

Waterside in Post-Colonial Suriname.  

Mainor, Paige Ellen. 2010. Reframing Hearth : The Space of 

Comfort in the American Home.  

Morgan, Sean W. 2010. Exoteric Design Passive Simulation, 

the Metrics of Thermal Comfort and Environmental Tuning 

in Transitional, Outdoor and Dynamic Spaces April 16, 

2010.  

Murray, Rayna K. 2010. Connections : Form and Framework 

from Tessellations.  

Ramos, Ruben M. 2010. Dynamic Expression : Building in 

Tension.  

Raucci, Rebecca Lynn. 2010. Possible Palladio : Fragment-

ed Origins, a Composite of Invented Fragments.  

Sakai, Kazunori. 2010. Vertical Campus : Revitalizing Com-

munity Space in Japanese Island Community.  

Scarlett, Orain. 2010. Luana Gardens : A Self-Sustainable 

Community Design in Rural St. Elizabeth, Jamaica.  

Scott, Sarah Lissa. 2010. Inclusive Dwelling : A Place of 

Ability, Mobility, and Play.  

Szilagyi, Jennifer C. 2010. Camp / US.  

Vitoreli Junior, Odenis. 2010. Displacement.  

Walker, J. Matt. 2010. Feast to Folly : A Narrative on the 

Gastro-Architecture in North Central Florida.  

Walker, Rebecca. 2010. Process, Performance, Perception : 

Dance of the Architectural Body.  

Wong, Helen. 2010. Clubhouse in a Southern Chinese Vil-

lage : Feng Shui and Rural Life Sustainability.  

Xia, Lin. 2010. Interactive Environments for Creative Industry 

Offices.  

Yatulis, Nicole. 2010. In between Out.  

Yee, Jordan M. 2010. Main Street Reconsidered.  


