%

& # & ! Y #
+
==
&% 1 %
&% + ( %
" 0% *
2" 2 3
% " %
& y ) % % (!
&+ & & &
" & % (v &
( ("




Architectural Space and The
Reproduction of Domestic Ideals:

Negotiating Contemporary
Domesticity in The Tyneside Flat

Heba M. S. Sarhan
PhD

2021



Architectural Space and The
Reproduction of Domestic ldeals:

Negotiating Contemporary
Domesticity in The Tyneside Flat

Heba Mohamed Salah Sarhan

A thesis submitted in partial fulfilment of the
requirements of the University of Northumbria at

Newcastle for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy

Research undertaken in the Faculty of Engineering and

Environment

Department of Architecture & Built Environment

March 2021



Abstract
Potential mismatch between the domestic ideals embedded in the design of
commonplace in domestic architecture and the reality of domestic practices has
been widely acknowledged in research into housing. The problem is that evidence
from social sciences research indicate a conflict between contemporary family
domestic practices and the one shared space model developed during the second
half of the twentieth century. This conflict is accompanied with limited knowledge
about the dwelling that represents the contemporary family life. By questioning how
contemporary domesticity negotiates commonplace domestic architecture, this
thesis seeks to explore the contemporary dwelling model through idiosyncratic
domestic practices. Relying on multimodal methods, experiences of six families
living with their children in the Tyneside flats were explored and captured the
physical and tangible dimensions of the spatiality of domestic practices. The
findings reveal the spatial needs associated with the contemporary home life
through the complexity of the shared family space and the variety of spatial
relationships between the personal and the shared space. The boundaries of the
family privacy were also revealed through the acceptance of the overlap between
the private sphere and the surrounding semi-public space. The reproduction of
domestic ideals in commonplace in this case was seen in relationship to aspects
DITHFWLQJ WKH LQKDELWDQWVY SRZHU LQ WDNLQJ DFWL
knowledge is depicting the dwelling model that represents the reality of
contemporary home living in the UK. Such an alternative understanding of the
dwelling model also contributes in filling the knowledge gap between commonplace
as abstract representation of domestic ideals and the representation of the reality

of contextual and cultural dimensions shaping domestic life. The proposed



contributions offer an approach for mitigating the tension between the designed

space and reality of domestic life
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Chapter 1: ,QWUR G X F LGask of 7TKeH
Contemporary Family Dwelling

1.1 Research background

Personal motivations
This thesis addresses concerns about the appropriateness of dwellings for

contemporary domesticity in the UK.

Here, | share thoughts about my own architectural practice in the field of domestic
architecture. The experiences | describe reflect the roots of my motivation for this

enquiry and the curiosity driving the questions that subsequently arise.

During the early years of my architectural practice, back in the early years of this

century, | was involved in the design of residential projects in a small architectural

studio in Cairo. Our clients belonged to both upper- and upper-middle-class

families of Cairo who either wanted us to design their homes from scratch or
HMDGMXVWYT PRGHO GZHOOLQJV W ¢ohhpoknD.GQ\fterRXYeEK® LQ D SL
VWDUWLQJ WKH SUDFWLFH QHZ FOLHQWVY UHIOHFWLRQV
that they found in our designs what they had aspired for in their homes. By that

WLPH , QRWLFHG D FRQIOLFW 2Q WKH RQH KDQG WKH IR
D hWWDQGDUG GHVLJQY LQWR WKH GLIIHUHQW GZHOOLQ
responded to the personal needs of each client and the spatial restrictions imposed

by each plot. However, for me, a fresh grad, aiming for individuality and
experimentation, | had expected that innovation would be the essence of the
LQGLYLGXDO FRQFHSW RI KRPH +RZHYHU WKH FOLHQWV

standardised proposals perfectly fit their lives intrigued me.

Why did these families share the same dream home despite the differences
between them? What is the role of the designer in cases of this commonality of
housing design? | even tried to classify aspects of differences but, by that time, |

could not figure out the reason behind the patterns | found.

My experience of family living in a Tyneside flat also influenced my position as a

researcher during this study.



Drawing on descriptions included in Rightmove, | had expected that a three-
bedroom flat with proximity to amenities and good schools would be suitable for
our temporary home during my PhD study. In contrast to these expectations, the
lack of comfort we experienced in our home proved as important as the outlined
features to the extent that we moved out after one year. As an architect and a
researcher, this unexpected situation triggered my curiosity. What was missing

there? The space felt restrictive, and the flat refused any negotiations!

These questions and observations were my companions throughout this research
journey.

1.2 Research rationale

The field of Housing Studies has revealed the ways in which domestic architecture

reflects the socio-cultural meanings and values of domestic life of a particular time

and place. The literature review in this study is grounded in one of the most

prominent research streams in this field points to a potential difference between

the idealised domestic values embedded in the design of a dwelling and the

domesticity practices of everyday life (see Sections 2.2.4, 2.3.3, 2.3.4, 3.5.2,

3.5.3,3.5.4, 3.5.5). Connections and disjunctions between the design of the

dwelling and domesticity practices suggest that representation of domestic ideals

through domestic architecture should not be considered as deterministic (Costa

Santos et al., 2018). Idiosyncrasy is an intrinsic feature of domestic practices,

whether this is reflective of the particular characteristics of each household or

whether this is a response to changing life circumstances for households through

time. When dwellings fail to enable idiosyncratic, changing socio-spatial practices,

aso-FDOOHG VKRN HORIV edatblsV §uch an experience s identified

by Somerville (1997, p. 534) asasense Rl pLQGLIITHUHQFHN(IBE&,®. E\ 'RYH\
LQGLFDWLRQ WR VWDQGDUGLVLQJ WKH TXDOLWLHV I

conditions that can erode the experience of home and paralyse its emergence in

WKH PRGHUTe déhesicideals of a society also typically change through



time. Where commonplace types of domestic architecture endure, they can at once
represent the domestic ideals of a bygone era, while offering a setting for
contemporary homelife. Whether change is witnessed at the micro-level of
household idiosyncrasy and changing life circumstance, or at the macro-level of a
shifting domestic paradigm, the potential for a mismatch between the ideals
HPEHGGHG LQ WKHEXIZAOWD DQGUWKH LGHDOV DV SUDFWLFH
clear. Yet, despite the endurance of much commonplace domestic architecture,
relatively little is known about contemporary householder experiences and
appropriations of its spaces. In other words, little is known about the ways in which
the collective domestic ideals represented by the built form and spaces of these
dwellings, meet the contemporary domestic ideals reflected in idiosyncratic

homelife practices.

1.2.1 The addressed knowledge gap

This thesis considers the impact of changes in domestic practices on the
understanding of the contemporary famiO\ GZHOOLQJ 7KH pRQH VKDU
GZHOOLQJ (4R Gddtior] 1.2.3) developed during the second half of the

twentieth century represents home-centred family life practices that are rooted in

the distinction between the public and private spheres (Crow, 1989; Allan, 1989;

Devine, 1989) and the roles of men and women in the family (Blunt and Dowling,

2005, pp88-139; Valentine, 2001, pp.63-102) (more details in Section 3.2). Relying

on this model for housing in the contemporary period is criticised by scholars such

DV 9DOHQWLQH IRU GLVUHJDUGLQJ WKH FKDQJLQJ
position in society that causes conflicts over the management of work and family

duties. Other scholars, such as Brindley (2002) and Hardey (1989), have

discussed how the change from the nuclear family to diverse household structures

1The thesis specifically addresses the one shared spadel through spatial solutions that emerged during
the second half of the twentieth century such as the living room, the dinner/lounge and the open plan (more
details in Section 1.2.2).



affects social equality due to the representation of domestic life through the
detached family house ideal. Studies by both Brindley (2002) and Hardey (1989)
have amplified aspects of inequality when specifying the difficulties faced by lower

socio-economic groups when housed in small dwellings and flats.

Alongside these social problems, there is also evidence from social sciences
research that contemporary family domestic practices conflict with the one shared
space model of the family dwelling. Contemporary domesticity, for example,
includes the integration of work into domestic life and the significance of supporting
SDUHQWDO VXSHUYLVLRQ DQG FKLOGUHQ fofior HD.OEHLQJ |
Alongside these aspects of disjunction, there has been an absence of housing
guidance that relates the dwelling features to the reality of domestic practices since
the Parker Morris Committee report in 1961. This represents a significant gap in

knowledge about the contemporary family dwelling.

This theoretical background illuminates a gap between existing theoretical notions
and the reality of the spatial needs associated with contemporary family domestic
practices. The outlined evidence of this gap implies the need to reconstruct the
collective conception of the family dwelling and the spatial qualities associated with

contemporary socio-cultural domestic practices.

1.1 Research focus

1.2.1 the research question

According to the outlined gap and research rationale, the research question
guiding this thesis is:

How does contemporary family domesticity negotiate commonplace domestic

architecture? |



To answer this question, the contemporary family dwelling is explored through the

following sub questions:

1-How is contemporary family domesticity practised in pre-existing space?

2-How is pre-existing space negotiated by inhabitants?

3-What do negotiations with architectural space reveal about the contemporary

dwelling model?

(See Section 4.2. for a further discussion of the research questions in relationship

to the theoretical approach taken in this thesis.)

1.2.2 Fundamental concepts

Commo nplace domestic architecture

A focus in this thesis on both dualities of idiosyncrasy and collectiveness; and
stability and change in domestic architecture (see details in Sections 2.2 and 2.3,
respectively) makes commonplace domestic architecture a core concept for
understanding how a dwelling represents the reality of domestic life in a society.
Accordingly, key relevant concepts are explained here to clarify the perspective
taken in this thesis to explore the contemporary dwelling.

a- Dwelling models
Dwelling models are widely addressed as models of spatial structure (Rapoport,
1969, 1990; Lawrence, 1982, 1990; Kent, 1990), spatial order (Gauvain et al.,1982;
Lawrence, 1990), and symbolic representation (Lawrence, 1990) that represent
collective conceptions about the dwelling within a certain society. The
appropriateness of existing understanding of dwelling models when studying

contemporary communities is questioned in this thesis owing to their indication of



the dominance of societal over individual conceptions of domesticity in the
production of domestic architecture (see Section 2.2.3).

b- Model dwellings
Model dwellings represent an idealised form of the dwelling that embody pre-
determined domestic ideals (see Section 2.2.4 for more details). These models are
associated with the separation between the production of the dwelling and
domestic practices in modern societies. There are views that point out that such
an idealised form of the dwelling is a product of power distributions in aspects of
society, such as class (Burnett, 1986; Daunton, 1983; Duncan, 1993), economic
power (Dovey, 1992), and the deVLIJQHUVY DXWKRULW\ RYHU WKH UHS
collective conception of domesticity (Attfield, 2000, 75). However, indications of
Wright (1991) and Dovey (1992) about a mutual relationship between the collective
VRFLHWDO DQG WKH L QeGricéplidhxXdd @dmeQli&it) Gpemiie @ay 1 1
enquiring about the contemporary dwelling through the connections between these
collective and idiosyncratic conceptions of domesticity (see Section 2.2.4 for more

detalils).

Home -centredness

This domestic paradigm refers to the mid-twentieth century domestic ideal that
represents the centrality of the private family sphere (Crow, 1989; Allan, 1989;
Saunders and Williams, 1989; Dupuis and Thorns, 1998; Madigan and Munro,
2002; Brindley, 2002). A home-centred family life is also acknowledged by its
association with the restricted connection between the domestic sphere and the
community (Crow, 1989; Brindley, 2002; Ravtez and Turkington, 2006).
Accordingly, the extended time spent by family members within the dwelling is
associated with the significance of the duality of togetherness and individuality
(Munro and Madigan, 1993; Madigan and Munro, 2002; Dowling, 2008; Dowling

and Power, 2012). The family dwelling associated with mid-twentieth century



home-centred domesticity represents the nuclear family with two children (Crow,
1989; Brindley, 2002; Ravtez and Turkington, 2006). The spatial structure of this
GZHOOLQJ LV GHVLIJQHG DFFRUGLQJ WR D UROQMHMKNWDUH
represents the togetherness of the family (Attfield, 2002) and the significance of
WKH SHUVRQDO VSDFH UHSUHVHQWHG E\ WKH FKLOGUHQT
1993; Madigan and Munro, 2002). Home-centred domesticity is also associated
with the back garden, which signifies space for family leisure time (Bhatti and

Church, 2000, 2004; Ravetz and Turkington, 2006).

The one shared space model

This term is used in this thesis to describe the spatial structure identified through
the presence of one shared space in the dwelling. This term specifies multiple
solutions that appeared since the second half of the twentieth century. Multiple
views that considered this spatial model include Rechavi (2009), who specified the
living room as a manifestation of the intersection between the public and the private
and the shared and individual events in the domestic life. Solutions of the one
shared space model in the context of the restriction of the paucity of space, as the
separate living room or dinner/lounge solution, were identified by Munro and
Madigan (1993) for their implication for separating the kitchen from the family social
life. Addressing similar constraints, Attfield (2002) also pointed to the failure of the
open-plan solution in mitigating the restriction of the one shared space model in

accommodating the complexity of domestic life needs.

Contemporary domesticity

Accepting the dynamic nature of culture in this thesis implies that defining
contemporary domesticity could not be restricted within a certain temporal interval.
Instead, the examined time period is defined by the relevant literature i.e. that

which addresses aspects of socio-cultural change and indicates conflicts related



to experiences of the one shared space dwelling model of the mid-twentieth
century (see Section 3.3). Additionally, the literature looking at the spatiality of
contemporary domesticity within social sciences research highlights changing
domestic practices that are not included within the existing knowledge about the

mid-twentieth century dwelling ideal.

1.2.3 Contextual dimensions

The early stage of this research into issues in UK housing was driven by the

observation of the lack of distinction between problematic aspects related to the

size of the family dwelling and the absence of spatial needs related to everyday

contemporary domestic life. The priority given to the number of the rooms over

their sizes, as indicated by developers (West and Emmit, 2004) and customers

(Leishman et al., 2004) represents one facet of this problem. West and Emmit
UHIHUUHG WR WKH pPXOWLFHOOXODU GZHOOLQJY W

cause the available housing stock to be inadequate in terms of fulfilling the needs

of contemporary consumers. Similarly, Park (2017) described these dwellings as

MKREELW KRPHVY 2S FLW S ZKHUH WKH SDXFLW\ R

spaces within the multicellular model. Another dimension of the problem was

indicated by the Chartered Association of Building Engineers (CABE, 2009) when

relating the inadequacy of the available housing stock for accommodating new

VRFLDO SUDFWLFHV 5HVSRQGHQWYV LQ &%$%(TV UHSR

for storage, allowing convenience in food preparation, entertaining guests,

relaxation and convenience in food preparation.

5HO\LQJ RQ D TXDQWLWDWLYH DSSURDFK IROORZHG LQ
GZHOOLQJY DV DQORXQFHG E\ WKH 'HSDUWPHQW IRU
Government (2006) is considered in this thesis as another facet of this problem.

Attention is given towards the increase in the amount of space in newly built

dwellings observed when comparing recently developed guidelines (Park, 2017),

8



such as the London Housing Standards announced by the Greater London

Authority (GLA, 2010) and the Nationally Described Space Standard announced

by the Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG, 2015), with

the previous statutory space standards in the UK proposed by the Parker Morris

Committee (1961) (see Table 1.1). However, relying on such quantitative

measures when addressing the quality of space in contemporary dwellings, as in

reports provided by the HATC housing consultancy (2006) and the Royal Institute

of British Architects (Roberts-Hughes, 2011), affirms the need for extra space

without specifying how this space will fit in the design of the dwelling. Given
FULWLTXHYVY RI WKH 8.1V UHVLGHQWLDO HQYLURQPHQWYV D
WKDW WKH TXDQWLWDWLYH JRYHUQPHQW Ds@ndardsUJHW R

(DCLG, 2006) would still satisfy the needs of contemporary domestic life.

1 Storey 2 Storey 3 Storey
NDSS| GLA | Parker| NDSS | GLA | Parker| NDSS | GLA | Parker
(2015)| (2010)| Morris | (2015)| (2010)| Morris | (2015)| (2010)| Morris
(1961) (1961) (1961)

34 61-70 | 61-70 | 57-70 | 70-79 | 74-83 | 72 n?
persons | m? m? m? m? m?
dwelling
4-9 74- 74- 79-86 | 84 87- 8592 | 90 93 94-98
persons | 95n? | 95n? | m? 102 105 m? 108 111 m?
dwelling m? m? m? m?

Table 11 Increase in recommended areas of more than two persons dwelling since Parker Morris
}uu]s§s [¢ Pp] o]v X ~"}pE W S§Z puSZ}E & oCJvP }v }u% E]*}v }( E vS§ -
Morris in Park (2017).

1.2.4 Research design

Researching the Tynesid e flats

Victorian Tyneside flats represent an example of commonplace domestic

architecture in the North East of England. The thesis takes this dwelling type as a



FDVH VWXG\ IRU H[SORULQJ IDPLOLHVY SUDFWLFHV RI

flats represent a distinct spatial solution for the Victorian family dwelling, prevalent
in Newcastle upon Tyne and Gateshead (Daunton, 1983). Developed in the
Victorian era under the constraints of limited space, the flats preserve the Victorian
back-and-front duality while occupying one floor of a traditional two-storey Victorian
terraced house, with each flat having its own entrance and backyard. Despite their
original purpose as a dwelling for the Victorian working-class families (see Section
4.5), the Tyneside flats are not perceived as permanent residences for
contemporary family domesticity (Lancaster, 1994; Wadsworth, 2011) which

indicates constraints on achieving fundamental needs of contemporary families.

'UDZLQJ XSRQ 5DSRSRUW WdSi&tionS DMINWWILENL ED QW V

constraint space offer potential to explore critical aspects of contemporary

domesticity. Furthermore, such a family flat living situation represents an

FF

(

opportunitytore-H[DPLQH WKH LQKDELWDQWVY FRQFHSWLRQV RI

c- Social inequality and access to appropriate dwellings

The choice of the Tyneside flats as the research case study draws on contextual
dimensions associated with the experience of shortage of space in family housing

in the UK. Associations between affordability and the shortage of space for meeting

UHVLGHQWVY QHHGV KDYH DQ LPSDFW RQ VRFLDO LQH"

appropriate dwellings. Observation of the number of occupants per dwelling
reflects a shortage of space experienced by families in lower socio-economic
groups (CABE, 2009; Morgan and Cruickshank, 2014). Social inequality is related
to the tendency to attempt to overcome the issue of inadequate space when having
the affordability of choosing dwellings with additional rooms, leaving households
living in fully occupied dwellings still experiencing a shortage of space (CABE,

2009; Roberts-Hughes, 2011). As discussed by Morgan and Cruickshank (2014),

10



this situation of inequality is amplified by the loss of housing benefits in the public
housing system in the case of having a spare room in the dwelling. This link
between financial constraints and the ability to avoid the potential consequences
of a shortage of space +such as stress and limtaWLRQV RQ FKLOGUHQ(YfV H
development and family socialisation (ibid.) *touches fundamental aspects of
social equality. Such impact on the society was even further exacerbated through
experiences of lock down associated with the Covid-19 pandemic in 2020-2021

(see Section 10.6).

The apparent magnitude of the UK housing problem =*particularly in England *
directed this study towards investigating the appropriateness of the dwelling under

the constraint of limited space implied within the chosen research case study.

Methodological approach and research design

The design of the methodology and the iterative process of carrying out the

investigation in this thesis is derived from the interest in revealing the way individual

practices of domesticity can change shared conceptions about the dwelling (see

Figure 1.1). DUDZLQJ RQ %RXUGLHXTV YLHZY DERXW FR
VKDUHG VWUXFWXUHY DQG LQGLYLGXDOVY SUDFWLFHYV
fields of practice that are produced and negotiated by actors and contextual forces

involved in different domestic practices. This interest directed the research to take

D QDUUDWLYH DSSURDFK WR VHDUFK IRU WKHVH FRQQHFW
about their domestic lives. According to Whiles et al. (2005), narratives were taken

as a medium for relating personal domestic practices to the broader socio-cultural

and contextual issues. This intrinsic role of the individual in enacting change was
IXUWKHU H[DPLQHG E\ XVLQJ D SDUWLFLSDWRU\ DSSURD

voices in the production of the knowledge uncovered in this research.

11



The centrality of the socialised form of space in the enquiry of this thesis formed
another anchor of the methodology design. Drawing on Lefebvre (1991), the thesis
considers space in its dynamic form, produced and reproduced through its
immersion in ongoing social processes. Accordingly, the adopted methods aimed
to capture practices, objects, subjects, and social and emotional aspects as
representations of the lived space. This integrative form of space was researched
using multimodal methods applied in a complementary way to combine verbal,

visual and physical modes of spatial expression.

12
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1.5 Thesis structure

The study is structured around ten chapters. Following this introductory chapter,
Chapter 2 introduces the theoretical framework that formulates the philosophical
positions and research questions guiding this investigation. A literature review
discussed in this chapter commences with a criticism of applying existing
conceptions of the dwelling as a constituent of culture in the context of
contemporary domesticity. The review raises the need for integrating collective and
individual conceptions when addressing contemporary domesticity. The chapter
then moves on to highlight the process of homemaking as a representation of
LQGLYLGXDOVYTY DJHQF\ LQ WKH FRQWH[W RI GRPHVWLFL
understanding the role of the dwelling in supporting this socio-spatial process, the
review highlights the approaches for considering indeterminacy in architectural

design and relates them to specific aspects of the experience of domesticity.

Chapter 3 provides an overview of the existing theories about contemporary
domesticity. This chapter provides the guidance that leads the empirical work of
this study. The review starts by justifying the need to explore the contemporary
dwelling by indicating changes in home-centred domestic ideals. The chapter
presents the need for extra space as a spatial conflict associated with the duality
of individuality and togetherness in a home-centred life. Then, this requirement for
extra space is reviewed in connection with the gaps in notions about the spatiality

of different practices of contemporary domesticity.

Chapter 4 provides a detailed account of the design of the methodology followed
in this thesis. The chapter begins by discussing the philosophical underpinning of
this thesis with reference to the exploratory research questions leading the
research journey. Drawing on this clarification, the methodological approaches
guiding the choice of the data collection methods are explained and justified. Then,

the chapter demonstrates the taken data collection methods and the way they were

14



designed, applied and managed in reference to the anticipated data and my
experience during the pilot investigation and data gathering. Finally, the design of
the data analysis method and approach for establishing trustworthiness is
explained in alignment with the explained philosophical position and followed

approaches.

Chapter 5 provides an overview of the circumstances associated with the social
construction of the Tyneside flats. First, the chapter reads the original spatial
features of the Tyneside flats in relationship to social and economic forces
influencing its design during the Victorian time. Reading space in relationship to
practices and objects associated with the development of its original design
extends our understanding of the possibilities and limitations of the use of space
in different social situations. Then, the chapter reviews the life of the participating
families within their flats. This implies highlighting idiosyncratic social and spatial
aspects associated with their domestic experiences and reconstructions of their
flats through model making. This section aims to inform specific circumstances
surrounding the domestic experiences included in the research findings. It also
relates the Tyneside flats as part of the housing stock in Newcastle, UK, to the

reality of circumstances associated with the contemporary family domesticity.

Subsequently, Chapters 6 to 8 demonstrate the research findings associated with
the three exploratory questions set for this thesis. Chapter 6, y5HDGLQJ WKH OLYH
VSDFH WKRXJK GRPHVWUIFHSHQWWLWHKWIVSDWLDOLW\ RI V
socio-spatial practices through their narratives about their experiences of their
IODWV *XLGHG E\ WKH ILUVW H[SORUDWRU\ TXHVWLRQ |
SUDFWLVHG LQ FRPPRQSODFH DUFKLWHFWXUH"Y DQG C
conflicts associated with multiple shared and solitary events narrated by the
SDUWLFLSDQWY LQIRUPHG VRFLDO JHRJuddnited lives/ ZLWKLQ

The motivations and social geographies revealed in this chapter also provide a tool

15



IRU UHDGLQJ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY QHJRWAtDIMheRQV DQG
following findings chapters. Social geographies revealed in this chapter represent

the first step for exploring the commonplace through connections between the

individual and collective accounts of contemporary domesticity. Chapter 7,
MSHDGMWXHH GZHOOLQJ WKURXJIK, potideés Qapictios of B FH |
FRQWHPSRUDU\ GZHOOLQJ WKURXJK WKH SDUWLFLSDQWV{
PRGHOV *XLGHG E\ WKH WKLUG UHVHDUFK TXHVWLRQ
architectural space infoorm uV . DERXW WKH FRQWHPSRUDU\ GZHOOL
features revealed in this chapter report habitation conditions associated with the
VSDWLDO UHODWLRQV DQG DUFKLWHFWXUDO IHDWXUHYV F
and described within their priority lists. In such light, the duality of individuality and

togetherness is depicted through the conditions created within the living room,

kitchen, backyard and personal space. The findings presented in this chapter

provide evidence of change from the mid-twentieth century one shared space

model to the contemporary dwelling as discussed in Chapter 9. Chapter 8,
MIHIJRWLDWLQJ GRPHVW Infornis UlteKttavgidrmetiohUdfl the pre-

existing space by highlighting actions and tools associated with this socio-spatial
SURFHVYVY 5HO\LQJ RQ DFWLRQV WDNHQ DVVRFLDWHG ZLW
of their flats and changes conducted during the model making activity, this chapter

reports the centrality of the body ispace and object ispace experiences when

negotiating the available size as a salient challenge experienced by the

participants in the Tyneside flats. Then, the chapter further informs aspects of
indeterminacy of space by representing pre-existing and created opportunities and

limitations associated with paUWLFLSDQWVY QHIJRWLDWLRQV ZLWK W
everyday experiences and the model making task. Revealing aspects supporting

DQG OLPLWLQJ WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY DIJHQF\ LQ WKLV FKDS

inquiry by depicting a realistic milieu of the production of the commonplace.

16



Chapter 9 returns to the main research question to propose conceptions about
commonplace domestic architecture by constructing connections between the
individual and collective knowledge of the contemporary dwelling. First, aspects of
FXOWXUDO FKDQJH DUH SURSRVHG E\ UHODWLQJ WKH L
contemporary dwelling to the one shared space model. In addition, the chapter
indicates the need to address the design aspects and contextual aspects
influencLQJ WKH LQGLY L G3pbc®. Dfaving on ltHe QuYgesi@d approach,
the chapter highlights the conception of the commonplace drawing on the explored

features of the contemporary dwelling model.

Chapter 10 provides a concluding discussion that recaps the issues raised in this
thesis, suggests implications for future research and presents my personal
reflection on the research journey. The chapter starts by returning to the three
exploratory questions and reflecting on how they contribute to the existing
knowledge in three dimensions related to contemporary domesticity: first, by
illuminating new geographies in family domesticity; second, by proposing the
relationship between individual agency and collective knowledge; and finally, by
indicating the significance of the amount of space as an obstacle facing appropriate
family dwelling provision. This recapitulation ends with the proposed contribution
of this thesis, which is an articulation of the distinction between the commonplace
and the dwelling as an idealised representation of domesticity. The chapter
indicates implications for housing research by linking the research findings to
questions proposed by surveys researching home experiences during the Covid-
19 lockdowns. Design implications are also postulated by relating the research
findings to design challenges related to the scarcity of space, diversity and
sustainability of domestic architecture. A critical reflection on the epistemological
approach followed in this investigation explains how exploring the dwelling through

practised fields of domesticity supports concerns about the diversity of
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contemporary domesticity. Finally, the dissertation ends with explanations of my
personal views and the experiences that influenced my vision and decisions taken

during this investigation.

1.4 Glossary

1.4.1 Terms describing spatial qualities

Spatial character

According to Norberg-Schultz (1980), the spatial character represents the identity
of space constructed according to the physical features independently from social,
personal or historical references. This term is used in Sections 9.2.2 and 9.5 to
refer to the distinctive identity of the personal space; in Sections 6.22 and 7.2 to
describe boundaries of the living room; and in Section 9.4.1 to refer to architectural

tools for enhancing indeterminacy.

Spatial conditions

Spatial conditions are created through the interrelation of architectural physical

features, such as proportion, height and openings; and sensual features, such as

light, temperature and sound. This term is used by Herzberger (2008, 2014) to

refer to aspects of indeterminacy of space. ThisteUP DOLJQV ZLWK UHIHUHQF|
EHWZHHQQHVVY ZKHQ GHVFULELQJ WKH WRWDOLW\ RI DUF
sensual and physical features (Herzberger, 1991; Pallasma, 2014; McCarter,

2016). This term is used in Section 2.4 in relation to indeterminacy of space.

Then, this term is repeatedly used in Chapter 9 as an intrinsic aspect of the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY QHIRWLDWLRQV ZLWK WKHLU I1ODWYV
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Spatial atmosphere

6SsbwLDO DWPRVSKHUH UHIHUV WR WKH TXDOLWLHV RI H
HISHULHQFHVY %XPH 7KHVH TXDOLWLHV UHSUHVHQW UH
F R Q G L Wé&xplainéd above zxin relation to temporalities of the past or future

events (Bille et al., 2014), such as describing a Victorian atmosphere; geographical

contexts, such as referring to Romeness in a certain setting (Norberg-Schulz,

1980); or social or emotional situations, such as the pleasantness of home

(Pennartz, 1986; Bbhme, 2013; Bille et al., 2014). This term is used repeatedly in

WKH WKHVLYVY ZKHQ UH IO H roWwéepahsWwfispacSsinWhaidwelsgsQ WV T F
such as when referring to the social atmosphere in the socialised kitchen in Section

6.3.3 in relation to social connectedness with children, objects related to

socialisation, and the dining space. Similarly, the spatial atmosphere was used in
6HFWLRQ IRU GHVFULELQJ WKH PEULJKW DWPRVSKHUF
its uplifting mood in relation to the daylight flooding in and the connectedness to

the outside through the big window.

1.4.2 Terms describing LQGLYLGXDOVY DFWLRQV

Individual agency

5HIHUV WR pWKH DEL O towct ifkdepemen® filof {Ehie]YchrGtabify
VWUXFWXUH RI VRFLHW\Y $zZDQ HW DO S ,Q WKL
when exploring connections betwee Q WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY SUDFWLFHV
take on the spaces of their flats and collective notions about family domesticity (see

Section 2.3.2). Accordingly, individual agency shaped the philosophical position

that affected the design of the methodology, analysis and the discussion of the

findings in this thesis.
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Individual agency is also used in this thesis in relation to the indeterminacy of
VSDFH DV DQ DVSHFW WKDW VXSSRUWV WKH XVHUVY SR
Sections 2.4 and 9.4.1; and their participation in architecture, referring to the power

distribution within the production of the built environment in Section 10.2.

Practices

Drawing on Bourdieu (1977), the term practices are used in this thesis to describe

domestic activities alongside the social interaction, body movement and emotional

dimensions that shape the way practices are performed. This term is used in

OLWHUDWXUH WKDW UHODWHY WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY DJHQT

Bourdieu (1977), Rendell (2011), Attfield (2000) and Pink (2004). This scholarly

stream also acknowledges that the way these practices are performed implies the

LQGLYLGXDOVY FUHDWLYLW\ DQG LPSURYLVDWLRQV LQ UF
VSHFLILHVY WKH WHUP pFWV{W\LR DUWH MNHS.D WIRD @ KHJ D HW

liberating activities that transgress collective notions within a certain socio-spatial

field.

1.4.3 Terms describing interrelations between space and objects in everyday

practices

Spatiality

Spatiality refers to abstract fields that represent lived spaces in association with
performed domestic practices. Such fields are identified independently from the
physical architectural boundaries (Lefebvre, 1991) (also see Section 4.2). The
spatiality of an event is a heterogeneous field that is considered through the
interrelation between objects, subjects and space (Dowling, 2008; Attfield, 2000,

2007; Luzia, 2011; Jacobs et al., 2012; Cieraad, 2013; Costa Santos et al., 2018).
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Drawing on Rendell (2011), and despite the architecturally oriented inquiry of this
UHVHDUFK WKH WHUP pVSDWLDOY LV XVHG WR VLJQLI\

FRQVWUDLQHG pDUFKLWHFWXUDOYT SK\VLFDO IRUP

Materiality

Materiality describes matter, such as objects, surfaces and physical architectural
components, as an integral element of the lived space. Drawing on Rendell (2011),
objects and architecture zin its physical form zare considered in this thesis to
possess an active role in the production of social space. The dynamic nature of
PDWHULDOLW\ ZDV LQGLFDWHG E\ $SWWILHOG ZKHQ Gl

PHDQLQJY WKDW UHSUHVHQW PDWHULDO FXOWXUH LQ HY

1.4.4 Terms describing outdoor spaces

Private outdoor space

Private outdoor space, indicated in Lawrence (1981) as a term that refers to any
outdoor space included within the judicial boundaries of a dwelling. This term is
utilised in the discussion and concluding chapters to relate the findings to outdoor

spaces other than the backyard and back garden.

Backyard

The backyard in this thesis refers to the Victorian private open space designed to
accommodate housework, storage and waste (Ravetz and Turkington, 2006;

Daunton, 2008) (see Figure 5.3).
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Back garden

In this thesis, the back garden is the private open space included in the back of the
mid-twentieth century family house in the UK (Bhatti and Church, 2000, 2004,
Ravetz and Turkington, 2006). This space represents a space for family leisure
and display (Bhatti and Church, 2000, 2004; Ravetz and Turkington, 2006) (see

Figure 3.12).

1.4.5 The contemporary family

The contemporary family is recognised in this thesis with respect to socio-cultural

changes that deviate from the conception of the family dominating housing

research since the second half of the twentieth century. As noted in section 3.3,

constructs of contemporary domesticity are articulated according to emerging

practices that evolve around the neutrality of the gender identity of familial roles

(Valentine, 2001; Sullivan, 2004; Pink, 2004; Ferree, 2010; and Noelle, 2011). The
LOQFUHDVH RI W KhteRrH@ fism&liferhivdHconversely, the expansion of

WKH ZRPHQYV HQJDJHPHQW LQ SDLG ZRUN LV D FXOWXUD
reconstruction of femininity and masculinity in the contemporary family (see

Section 3.3). Such destabilised boundaries in contemporary family life are also

seen through the closeness between parents and their children; and the

penetration of work into the home life (see Section 3.3). Due to the prevalent
acknowledgement of home centeredness as a profound feature of the family

domesticity (see Section 3.2), this thesis examines notions of the contemporary

family through new structures shaping the duality of individuality and togetherness

associated with the outlined changes.

In such light, this thesis will revisit the social construction of the family domesticity

DQG LWV LPSDFW RQ WLPH DQG VSDFH DOOREdDNNERQ LQ W

to the literature review in sections 3.3 and 3.4, the spatial implications of the socio-
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cultural dimensions outlined above prospect a change in the design of the family

home that has been acknowledged since the second half of the twentieth century.

1.4.6 Age groups

Preschool children

Preschool children are under the age of 4, so this term includes toddlers and

babies.

Older children

The term older children refers to primary school children of age 5 to 11. The
SDUWLFLSDWLQJ SDUHQWYV VRPHWLPHY UHIHU WR WKHLU

with future plans for preparing a suitable space for a teenager.
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Chapter 2

Theoretical Framework for Exploring the Spatiality
of Contemporary Domesticit

y
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Chapter 2: Theoretical Framework for Exploring the
Spatiality of Contemporary Domesticity

2.1 Introduction

The main question leading this research is How does contemporary domesticity
negotiate commonplace domestic architecture? § 7KLV TXHVWLRQ ZLOO EH C
and refined through a literature review, beginning in this chapter. Domestic
architecture represents a distinctive context for exploring the relationship between
the fixity of the built environment and cultural change. This conflict is amplified
when addressing the dichotomy between the collective dimensions and
idiosyncrasies of domesticity resulting in tension between the manifestations of
each. In this light, exploring the socio-cultural dimensions behind the
characteristics of domestic architecture in this research entails challenges in
theorising the contemporary dwelling. Accordingly, the main focus of this chapter
is to theorise the contemporary dwelling for the purposes of the study. The
literature review commences with an overview of theoretical issues and challenges
related to the representation of contemporary culture through domestic
architecture. Then, as the dichotomy between the stability of domestic architecture
and cultural change emerges as a core feature, literature about indeterminacy is

visited and linked to the dynamic aspects of domesticity.

2.2 Contemporary dwelling and culture

2.2.1 Overview

The following subsections highlight the way in which manifestations of the
collectiveness of domestic architecture build our conception of commonplace
domestic architecture. This review seeks these manifestations by looking at the

dwelling models as manifestations of domestic ideals within a certain community.
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Then, the review addresses designed model dwellings to highlight the separation
between the ideology underlying domestic architecture in modern society and the

reality of socio-cultural practices of domesticity.

2.2.2 On the dwelling model and culture

Cultural theories that emerged during the first half of the twentieth century include
a school of thought that conceptualises culture in its structural form (Keesing,
1974). Building upon this structural approach, domestic architecture has been
studied during the second half of the twentieth century as a constituent of cultural
systems, being identified variously as abstract models of spatial relations
(Rapoport, 1969, 1990; Lawrence, 1982, 1990; Kent, 1990), spatial order (Gauvain
et al.,1982; Lawrence, 1990), and symbolic representations (Lawrence, 1990).
This thesis considers this research strand to be a starting point for exploring
features of the domestic space as a manifestation of collective conceptions of

domestic life.

2.2.3 Dwelling models and collectiveness of domesticity

Dwelling models as manifestation of collective domestic ideals

Drawing upon Rapoport (1969), this research considers models of the structural
form of the dwelling as manifestations of collective patterns of socio-spatial
practices and the meanings associated with these patterns. To identify these
structures, it is necessary first to distinguish between the dwelling model and
typological classifications that represent a response to contextual constraints and
situations within a cultural context (ibid.). Accordingly, and drawing on Hillier et al.
(1996, p.379), this thesis disregards the approach of typological classification of
dwellings due to their representation of specific solutions to certain constraints
rather than representing shared cultural aspects in a society (ibid.). In other words,
this thesis considers that identifying the idealised dwelling in a specific socio-

cultural context requires knowledge of the features of the governing spatial
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structure. Taking the Victorian English dwelling model as an example, a structure
that was built upon the meaning of the binary opposition between the back and the
front of the house during that time unified the different typological variations that

appeared in this era (Daunton, 1983).

The spatial structure of a dwelling model is addressed in housing research in a
conceptual representational form. Researchers address the spatial structure of
dwellings as representaions of opposing meanings, such as public and private
(Lawrence, 1982, 1990; Gauvain et al., 1982), back and front, day and night, clean
and dirty, symbolic and utilitarian (see Figure 2.1). Another approach for
addressing the structural form of the dwelling is concerned with the mutual

relationship between form and behaviour, as proposed by Rapoport (1990) (see

The organisation of domestic spacefustralia.

Figure2.2 (Right)An abstractrepresentation of
temporal sequence of settings associated with diffe|
sociocultural norms in dferent cultural settings.
"NMUE W Z %}%}IESU X ~iddie Z27
$]A]8C *Ce*§ ue[U Jv < vEU ~X ~
and the use of space. Cambridge: Cambridge Unive
The organisation of domestic spacegngland. Press, p.14.

br=bedroom, Ir=living room, d=dining room, Figure2.1 (Right)An abstractepresentation of

Ik:dlmng/knche_n, b=bathroom, I=laundry, temporal sequence of settings associated with diffe|
od:ou_tdoor diningg=garden, p=parlour, sodo-cultural norms in iiferent cultural settings.
KS=Kitchen/scullery. AMUE W Z %}%}ESU X ~i66ie Zn
$]A]8C *Ce8§ u+[U Jv < v8U ~X ~
and the use of space. Cambridge: Cambridge Unive
Press, p.14.

27



Figure 2.2). Through this approach, the complexity of the spatial structures is
informed by considering the relationship between systems of activities in space
and time; their temporalities and sequential order can therefore be identified by

questioning actors and their attitudes.

Dwelling models and social categorisation systems

In her book Domestic Architecture and the Use of Space, Kent (1990) provides
multiple examples of how generalised models of spatial structures represent the
alignment between social and ideational systems and domestic practices in
traditional and indigenous communities. In accordance with the studies included in
the book, this thesis considers the responsiveness of domestic architecture to such
socio-cultural systems through the inner spatial organisation of the dwelling and
the relationship between its inside and the outside. Also, according to her cross-
cultural study included in the book, attention is drawn towards the impact of the
complexity of the hierarchal order in a society on the complexity of the manifesting
spatial structure in terms of the spatial relations and physical partitioning between
spaces. From this perspective, this thesis also considers references to aspects
such as gender and class differentiations in historical texts (Burnette, 1986;
Davidoff & Hall, 1987) and feminist literature (Valentine, 2001) as influential social

categorisation systems that impact on the spatial organisation in the dwelling.

Such culturally specific distinctions are evident when comparing the spatial
manifestations of gender segregation in different cultures. According to Sobh and
Belk (2011), for example, the association between gender differentiation and

privacy in the contemporary Qatari home has been represented by the separation

EHWZHHQ PHQYY DQG ZRPHQYV TXDUWHUV +RZHYHU

J

DQFLHQW *UHHN KRXVHKROGY LV UHYHDOHG LQ -DPHVRQ

of the separation between men, with their social life outside the house, and women,

whose social life was restricted to be within the dwelling. In this case, a court at the
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front of the house represents the division between the male public realm and

female life inside the dwelling.

Another variation appearing in the relationship between family life and the outside
is related to class distinctions, as in Victorian domesticity. Scholars such as
Burnette (1986) and Ravetz and Turkington (2006) demonstrate the demarcation
between middle-class family life and the outside through the distancing of houses
from the street using long front yards and high fences. This contrasts with the
manifestation of the strong ties between working-class families and the
surrounding community through the use of front yards and the street for social
interactions (Burnette, 1986; Ravetz and Turkington 2006). A similar pattern of
GLITHUHQFH DSSHDUHG LQ +DQVRQTYV FRPSDULVRQ EF
social interactions between the family and the community for working-class families
and middle-class families who inhabited the same dwelling units consecutively. Her
ethnographic review revealed a striking difference in the form of the relationship
between the families and the surrounding community. On one hand, working-class
families welcomed direct interaction with outsiders while concealing the family
living space from view. On the other hand, middle-class families expressed their
affluence through the living space window while limiting direct social interaction

with the outside community.

2.2.4 Model dwellings and the duality between the collective and individual
conceptions of domesticity

The way domestic ideals are related to society, as discussed in the preceding
section, has an impact on the approach taken in this study for identifying the
manifestations of socio-cultural practices of domesticity. As demonstrated above,
alignment between the represented ideals and everyday life is more likely where

those who make the dwellings are also the inhabitants. However, alignment is less
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likely in modern societies due to the separation between the inhabitants and the

processes of housing production.

Such separation is evident within historical literature on housing, such as Ravetz
and Turkington (2006), Burnett (1986), Daunton (1983) and Duncan (1993), which
indicate the imposition of model dwellings (see distinction between model
dwellings and dwelling models in Section 1.2.2) that aimed to serve predetermined
political, economic or sociological agendas. We can see in detailed accounts by
Daunton (1983) of the social construction of the Victorian model how a model may
impose and control patterns of habitation within the dwelling. Similarly, we have
seen the way the modern design discipline can become another form of
VXUYHLOODQFH LQ GRPHVWLF DUFKLWHFW Xtuiy oDV H[SOL
introd XFLQJ pFODVVOHVVY PRGHUQ GZHI&s® keQidenBRIGHOV WR
Harlow (see Figure 2.3). From a feminist point of view, Valentine (2001) envisions
these pre-determined values through the representation of the suburban family

house to the nuclear family household.

Figure 23 Victorian exteriors and a chimnelpminated skyline alon
Northwood Road, London (leffjerraced houses on the Somerford
Estate, Hackney, London, 1952 (right). Source: Turner and Partin
(2015 pp. 2 ad 14 respective)y
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Despite this dichotomy between the predetermined values underlying these
models and the reality of domestic life, a mutual relationship between these
aspects, as noted by Wright (1991) and Dovey (1992), directs the attention towards
a transformative process associated with the inhabitation of the dwelling. Dovey
(1992) statesthat TKRXVLQJ LQGXVWU\ VWXGLRXVO\ DYRLGV WKH
this complex package of socio-spatial meaning we call 'home. The 'Great
Australian Dream' is popularly known as the desire to own a house that embodies
VXFK PHDQ [DQukY,«<1992, p.177). Such statement informs the way model
GZHOOLQJV IRUP D URRWHG FRQVWUXFW LQ WKH LQGLYL

shapes their aspirations as well as directs the market plan for housing delivery.

In alignment with this view, Chapman (2002a) depicts the impact of the pre-
determined image of the home on the experience of home through a conversation
broadcast in the BBC TV programme Signs of the Times. The conversation
FDSWXUHG RQH FRXSOHYY HQFRXQWHU ZLWK WKHLU VKRZ

decorated and furnished by a designer.

Husband: , WYV D VWUDQJH FRQFHSW WR PRYH LQ DQG V
DUH@ DOO WKHVH RUQWHMMQWKK RUMKIFKHQWY ZKLF
generally are personal things that you go out and buy for a

VSHFLDO RFFDVLRQ $QG WKH\ DUH DOO KHUH DQG \
KLVWRU\ DWWDFKHG WR WKHP , PHDQ LQ WKH ORX(
OR]DUW % XW , ZRXOGAQ TWit Kavividdit BeReXit KW LW «
VHHPYVY ULJKW , NHHS VD\LQJ WR ORLWYD pu, GLGQYW N

:LIH 7KH FKLOGUHQ GR LW DOO WKH WLPH >WKH\
PXPP\ RU WKH KRXVHTV"Y ZKLFK , ILQG DVWRQLVKL:
RXUV 5DFKHO LWV ®&lotoOf ®igdewgrshikingU H TV

around the oak beams. That appeals because it feels very

FRWWDJH\ DQG FRXQWU\ $QG , ZRXOG ORYH WR WK
SHUVRQ ZKR GULHG DQG KXQJ WKRVH IORZHUV P\VHC
, P JODG VRPHRQH HOVH Kheyo&kHovdly X VH , WKLQN
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But did it make them happy?

Wife: When we first came in, | felt the house was very, very flash.
<RX MXVW IHOW \RX ZHUH LQYDGLQJ D YHU\ SRVK S
2XU IULHQGYV MXVW WKLQN LWV RXW RI WKLV ZRUO!

we love it.

HUVEDQG ,1G VD\ WKLV LV RXU GUHDP KRPH :H FRX
DFKLHYH DQ\ PRUH WKDQ ZH KDYH KHUH ,W{TV DUUL)
VRPHZKHUH ZHYYH EHHQ WUDYHOOLQJ WR IRU D ORC

Wife: , WKLQN LWV PHJD , WKLQN LWV SHUIHFW
Husband: Perfect for us.
Wife: For us.

(Signs of the Times, BBC TV, 1996, cited in Chapman, 2002a,
p.56).
But can contentment be guaranteed by turning the front door key of a dream
home?f DVNV &KDSPDQ D S WXUQLQJ DWWHQWLRQ
dwelling is related to practices of domesticity in reality. This dialogue illustrates the
complex relationship between pre-existing space DQG WKH LQKDELWDQWVY S|

domesticity.

Introducing model dwellings to a society implies an experimental phase as seen
studies suchas $WWILHOGYTV VWXG\ RI WKH IDPLOLHVY HQFRXQ\
(2007). The transformation of imposed ideals to a collective knowledge, as seen in
such studies, depends on the acceptance and possibility of negotiation by the
society. In the UK, this transformative phase is clarified when the Victorian terraced
houses met the aspirations and provided improvement of living conditions for
working class families in the second half of the nineteenth century (Daunton, 1983;

Duncan, 1993; Roger, 1995). Similarly, better living conditions motivated working-
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class families to leave their terraced houses and accept the suburban family house

during the second half of the twentieth century (Ravetz and Turkington, 2006).

The acceptance of imposed models in different social and historical contexts is
also associated with possibilities of negotiation of space during this transformative
phase. Despite the underlying intention to separate public and domestic life
through the introduction of working-class Victorian houses, families still used the
streets and the back alleyways for socialisation with their neighbours (Daunton,
1983; Ravetz and Turkington, 2006). Another example of transformation from an
imposed to a collective conception of domesticity lies in a study by Attfield (2007),
appropriations of the design of the suburban family houses allowed working class
families to include representations of the family identity in the living room or

feminise the neutrality of the modern kitchens.

To summarise, this section has reviewed two key considerations influencing the
approach taken to address the contemporary dwelling in this thesis. First, the
socio-cultural perspective taken in this research mandates consideration of
representations of the collectiveness of domesticity in a particular context. The
literature also informs and directs this thesis to consider the structural form of the
dwelling as a manifestation of patterns of collective socio-spatial practices as well
as the meanings associated with these patterns. However, researchers such as

Hanson (1998) criticise that:

Rrevious studies that have addressed the social significance of

domestic space have tended to capture the salient features of the

KRPH LQ DQ LGHDO W\SHY ZKLFK VXPPDULVHV ZKDW
hRXVHV RI D SDUWLFXODU FXOWXUH« <HW KRZHYH
distillations of social knowledge may be, ordinary people's homes

tend to be much more varied and idiosyncratic than the ideal type

admitsf +DQVRQ S
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The separation between model dwellings and practices of domesticity raises
doubts about their authenticity in representing the reality of contemporary
domesticity addressed in this thesis (c.f. Crow, 1989; Brindley, 2002). However,
the review also outlines that the integration of model dwellings into the cultural
VA\VWHP RI D VRFLHW\ LPSOLHV D WUDQVIRUPDWLRQ SKDVI
practices show a significant role in allowing the exchange between the imposed
and the collective ideals. According to these considerations, theorising the
contemporary dwelling model proceeds below by highlighting aspects of the mutual

relationship between the individual and collective constructions of the dwelling.

2.3 Addressing the contemporary dwelling through homemaking

2.3.1 Overview

The previous section outlined the dwelling model as the spatial representations of
culture did not include connections between the individuality and collectiveness of
domesticity. Accordingly, this section introduces two aspects of the theoretical
background that are associated with such connections. First, the approach for
addressing cultural change is grounded in poststructuralist theories. This allows us
to outline conception of commonplace that impacts of this approach on ontological
and epistemological considerations directing this research. Second,
manifestations of the process of homemaking that characterise individual agency
in the context of domesticity are specified. A conclusion about the approach

outlined in this section formulates the research questions guiding this research.

2.3.2 Individual agency
Relating domestic architecture to individual agency in this research draws on the
poststructuralist turn towards addressing connections between the collective and

individual cultural accounts (see Table 2.1). This perspective is related to a
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concern shared in different sociological studies, such as Miller (2001a), who built
his approach for investigating material culture on the need to avoid the duality of
individuality and collectiveness when addressing representations of culture. This
perspective also implies cautiousness of researchers such as Attfield (2000) points
WR WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY DJHQF\ WHe& Boxindgnplaick i DXWKHQ
UHSUHVHQwWergday WdItHT p $W W ILH O diSlogue turns attention
WRZDUGV %RXUGLHXTV SKLORVRSKLFDO FRQWUL
connections, which he explains as:
The structures constitutive of a particular type of environment
produce habitus, systems of durable, transposable
dispositions, structured structures predisposed to function as
structuring structures that is, as principles of the generation
and structuring of practices and representations which can
EH REMHFWLYH®N PQBIXOBWKODUYT ZLWKRXW LQ D
being the product of obedience to rules. (Bourdieu, 1977,
p.72).
'UDZLQJ RQ %RXUGLHXYV VWDWHPHQW GLPHQVLRQV UHO
identifying the dwelling as a constituent of culture on the individual and collective
levels are framed for this research (see Table 2.1). This connection is
acknowledged by SRPHUYLOOH DV WKH pKHWHURSKHQRPHC
that links the objective and subjective dimensions of the conception of home (Op.
FLW S $YRLGLQJ WKH GXDOLVP EHWZHHQ WKH pLQG
as acknowledged by Attfield (2000, p.90) is essential when researching social
FKDQJH 5HVRQDWLQJ ZLWK %RXUGLHXTVY H[SODQDWLRQ R
researchers such as Attfield (2000) point towards this mutual connection through
the role of individual practices that are at some point shaped by the collective
understanding of domesticity. Meanwhile, the representation of subjective
interpretations of collective domestic ideals forms another facet of the meaning of

individual accounts. Relying on conceptions about the individual § ¥gency, this
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thesis considers the complexity (Somerville, 1997, p. 231) and new trajectories

(Duncan and Duncan, 2004, p.397) of the constructed socio-cultural dimensions.

Relating them to their context, individual accounts are read from this perspective

through their openness to social interpretations (Somerville, 1997, p. 231), framing

WKHLU UROH DV DQ LQWHUSUHWLYH WRRO LQ WKH SURFH?

2000, p.91).

Collective

Dwelling model as

Collective dwelling

Connections

Identifying the

accounts of
domesticity

(Somerville, 1997;
Attfield, 2000, 2002,
2007; Blunt, 2005;
Blunt and Dowling,
2005; Miller, 2001a,
2001b)

Homemaking as
social processes
(Affield, 2000, 2002,
2007; Garvey, 2001;
Pink, 2004; Mackay
and Perkins, 2019)

Homemaking as a
spatial process
(Lefebvre and

Nicholson-

materialisation of
home.

Transformational
form of the dwelling
through change in
spatial features.

homemaking as a
spatial process.

constructions collective ideals of models in a between the dwelling model as a
domesticity community. individual and the spatial manifestation
(Rapoport, 1969, collective knowledge | of shared domestic
1990; Gauvain et al. Designed model about contemporary ideals in a
1982; Lawrence, dwellings changing domesticity community.
1982; 1990; Kent, collective knowledge
1990) about domesticity. The duality between
the collective and
Model dwelling as individual
Imposed ideals of conceptions in a
domesticity designed dwelling.
(Rapoport, 1969;
Ravetz, 2013;
Burnett, 1978;
Daunton, 1983;
Chapman, 2002a;
Attfield, 2000, 2002,
2007)
Individual Mutual connections Transformational Features of the Identifying features
constructions between individual form of the dwelling dwelling model for of the dwelling model
and collective through supporting through connections

between individual
and collective
accounts of
domesticity.

Identifying features
of the dwelling model
through integration
between the physical
and non-tangible
aspects of
domesticity.
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Smith, 1991; Pink,
2004; Blunt and
Dowling, 2006;
Olesen, 2010; Petit,
2015)

Table2. 1 The individual and collective levels of addressing domesticity and their implication on shaping the
theoretical approach followed in this thesis.

Drawing on this scholarly stream, this thesis sets a position to explore the dwelling
in a dynamic form that responds to the changing domestic practices. According to
Bourdieu (1977), it is important to consider cultural structures as dynamic forms
when addressing connections between individual agency and collective
knowledge. Thereby, improvised and spontaneous practices are considered in this
thesis as a genuine outlook to explore transpositions and rearrangements of
collective socio-cultural structures (ibid.). As Duncan and Duncan (2004) explain,
closeness to individual practices allows exploration of situations of cultural change
independently from static abstract representation. In such light, previous studies
highlight the way individual agencies make individual imprints in manifestations of
domestic social aspects, such as gender, class (Walker, 2002) and lifestyle. These
individual imprints appear either as personal conceptions + as with some
SDUWLFLSDQWY LQ 3L ®dthough crealiv®/ be@ddduction of the
collective social ideals as argued by Miller (2001a) and Attfield (2000). This
research acknowledges the dwelling as inseparable from the dynamics of the
VRFLDO SURFHVVHV RI GRPHVWLFLW\ DQG WKH LQGLYLG

materialisation of domesticity.

These theories also set the focus of this thesis to the search for the contemporary
dwelling through the concept of commonplace that integrates collective and
individual representations of domesticity +the former manifest in the physicality of
WKH GZHOOLQJ DQG LWV HPEHGGHG PHDQLQJV DQG WKH

social-spatial practices and their meanings.
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2.3.3 Homemaking as a social process

Individual agency, as indicated above, directs the approach for constructing the

dwelling towards representations of homemaking in the dwelling. This dynamic

constituent of the experience of domestic life is manifested through appropriations
(Serfaty-Garzon, 1985) and social practices (Gregson and Lowe, 1995) that depict

WKH LQWHJUDWLRQ RI VSDFH LQ WKH LQG&20h,d9%BO0TV VRFI
Walker, 2002). This socio-spatial process is seen to mitigate the conflict between
FROOHFWLYH LGHDOV UHSUHVHQWHG WKURXJK D GZHOOL
conceptions and aspirations for their home; as seen, for example, in studies of
PLIUDQWYVT KRPHV % O XkaWlifferences)(RefitHA0 I3 Wahdchanges

in living circumstances (Berglund-Lake, 2008). This section describes
characteristics of this social process that may impact our understanding of the

GZHOOLQJ WKURXJK LWV LQWHJUDWLRQ ZLWK LQGLYLGXD

$WWILHOG QRWHYV WKDW WR DYRLG UHVWRULQJ pWKH RUG
WR URPDQWLF L@ttt Z00H MOB)WILLIR fefessary to differentiate
between utilitarian and social aspects of homemaking requires consideration of the
PHDQLQJV EHKLQG WKH LQGLY L&toRD] ¥ pray-GROV RQ VSD
(1985, p.12), the sense of ownership associated with the appropriation of the
dwelling link individual agency to meanings of home. The need for freedom is
REVHUYHG LQ *UDYH\(V VWXG\ WKURXJK WKH DFW RI
*UDYH\ LOWHUSUHWHG DV KLIJKOLJKWLQJ WKH LQGLYLGX
manifested through the dwelling. Additionally, the individualisation of the dwelling
is seen as a transaction between an individual and the pre-existing space, as
proposed by Serfaty-Garzon (1985) views about the dwelling and the experience
of domesticity. Such differentiation also amplifies the distinction between
KRPHPDNLQJ DQG pXQNPHDUN IDAIY %9 LFNHO O E\ UHODW L

actions and motivations to the surrounding social and practical forces. According
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to Serfaty-Garzon (1985), identifying meaning requires consideration of changes
in conceptions of home. This dimension is clarified through Serfaty-Garzon {V
example of practices of housewifery that had been considered satisfying for two
centuries, though may now be seen as aspects of alienation or oppression in the

home (Op. cit., p.13).

,PSHUIHFWLRQ UHSUHVHQWY DQRWKHU DVSHFW RI GLIIHU
SURMHFWY 3LQN S Rl KRPH DQG PYHSKHPHUDOY $V
related to external influences. Such socio-spatial dynamics imply the need for
open-endedness in the design of the dwelling that would allow the representation
of ongoing changes in the outlined personal conceptions of home. These changes
may be considered to be a result of the assimilation of the dynamic social and
personal dimensions with everyday domestic practices (Mackay and Perkins,

2019) and reconstructions of self-identity (Serfaty-Garzon, 1985; Gravey, 2001).

Therefore, the outlined conditions of the progress of homemaking propose that the
integration of the dwelling in the social processes of domesticity should not be
taken for granted. Instead, the search for social constructions of the dwelling on
the individual level should be approached with acknowledgement of both the
spatial dynamics and the personal motivations underlying the homemaking

process.

2.3.4 Homemaking as a spatial process

Explanations of the process of appropriation by Serfaty-Garzon (1985) retrieves
/HIHEYUHTTV FR QFHSW L &ti@ Yoristruetiars bDhe liieq spateS

(see Figure 2.4). This perspective suggests the dynamic form of the dwelling that

is considered through the transformation from what could be considered as the
HIJLYHQY DQG-RXH VIEDFRMNG ,Q WKH shRRapchitetfuke iR thiS R P H

thesis, the given space is the objective and designed dwelling that represents
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collective conceptions about domesticiW\ LQ D VRFLHW\ &RQW-RDMWLQJO
space represents the lived space (Lefebvre, 1991) that is constructed by the
emotional, social, and material dimensions associated with the home making

process.

The dwelling space in its Home making as a The dwelling as lived
objective form (a) sociospatial process space.

A
A 4

Figure 24 Phases of production of the dwelling through its integration in homemakiocess
suggesting the need for considering connections between the objective and subjective forms o
Inspired by Lefebvre (1991).

Understanding of how the design of the dwelling enhances the spatial processes

associated with homemaking is limited due to the paucity in studies addressing the

spatial aspects underlying this transformative process. Accordingly, a starting point

for theorising features of the dwelling through its presence within this micro level

of social processes is the consideration of emotional and body ispace experiences

relying on studies about the material culture of domestic life. From this perspective,

WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY FROQVWUXFWLRQV RI WKH GZHOOLQJ
manifestations of the desired home through a sense of place (Cooper, 1979), such

DV WKH uVHQVXDO KRPHY 3LOQNQY KRPH 2WKNH®LYHGS
RU D VHQVH RI PLQIRUPDOL]DWLRQY 3HWLW S D Q
(Csikszentmihalyi and Rochberg-Halton, 1981). The materialisation of home also

highlights features of the spatial character of the dwelling?, as exemplified by the

creation of a sense of comfort (Rybczynski, 1986) and freshness (Gravey, 2001,

p. 54).

2Drawing on Norbergchultz (1980), spatial character representsittemtity of space that is related merely
to its physical and spatial features. In contrast with atmosphere of space, spatial character is addressed in
this thesis independently of associations with social and emotional constructions (see Section 1.4.1).
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This dynamic process of transformation from the objective to subjective spaces
suggests that individuals play an active role in the social construction of the
dwelling (see Figure 2.4). This section therefore has therefore explained the
approach taken in this thesis to conceptualise cultural change in poststructuralist
theories through connections between the individual and shared ideals of
domesticity. Additionally, this review has considered the physical and non-tangible
constituents of place when addressing the process of transformation of the
dwelling that appeared in the literature from material cultural studies. However,
despite the outlined integration of the dwelling in homemaking, the role of the

dwelling in this dynamic process is still unidentified.

2.4 Indeterminacy for supporting homemaking

+RPHPDNLQJ SURFHVVHYVY FRXOG QRW EH HQDFWHG ZLWK
LQGLYLGXDOV WR DFW LQGHSHQGHQWO\ RI FRQVWUDLQL¢
2011, p.30). This perspective can understood to rely on an assumption that the
dwelling acts DV DQ HQDEOHU RI LQGLYLGXDOVY UHSURGXFWI1
proposed by Gregson and Lowe (1995), Walker (2002), Blunt (2005), Blunt and
Dowling (2005), and Costa et al. (2018). Accordingly, the focus here is to theorise
the approach in order to read and analyse spatial processes associated with
homemaking. Todoso,an DSSURDFK IRU DGGUHVVLQJ WKH uDFWHG
in this section relying on theories that address first, spatial qualities and second,

indeterminacy in architectural space (see Table 2.2).
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Spatial agency

Sensitivity of exposure
of perceptions on
domestic environments
(Lorne, 2017).

The dwelling as a spatial
process supports social

processes of domesticity.

(Gregson and Lowe,
1995; Walker, 2002;
Blunt, 2005; Blunt and
Dowling, 2006; Costa et
al., 2018).

The relational nature of
architectural features.
(Moulaert et al., 2011).

Subijectivity of individual
perceptions of spatial
process.

Indeterminacy
of space

Impact of the meanings
associated with
experiences of
domesticity on the
interpretations of
possibilities of the use
of space

(Coolen, 2006).

Spatial relations.

Variation of the features
of the constituents of the
spatial structure.

Constructions of spatial
enclosures independent

Consideration of spatial
features through the
integration of the physical
and non-physical.

of physical boundaries.
Features of suggestive
spaces

(Hertzberger, 1991,
2008, 2014; Jilk, 2009;
McCarter, 2016;
Pallasma, 2014).

Indeterminate spatial
structures
(Habraken, 2000;
Alexander, 2002;
Hertzberger, 2014).

Table 2.2 Literature informing the gproach for theorising indeterminacy of space in this thesis.

When researching domestic spatial agency, it is important to consider the
sensitivity of the experience of domesticity to public exposure. Unlike studies of
spatial practices in public space, the private nature of homemaking practices
prevents direct observation, thereby forcing a reliance on mediated accounts by
the inhabitants. As Lorne (2017) explains, the dwelling place represents the
YHQWXUH LQWR WKH LQQHU VKHOO RI WK Rhit @WliBsE L W D Q W \
the consideration of architecture through the encounter between the body and
space and through the multivalent and multidimensional nature of the subjective
perceptions of spatial experiences (ibid.). This perspective also implies the
necessity to consider the relational nature of space (Moulaert et al., 2011) when
into inhabitants' domestic

looking at architecture through its integration
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experiences. Theories that address spatial indeterminacy from a similar relational

perspective therefore become relevant.

7KLV IXQGDPHQWDO UROH RI WKH LQWHUUHODWLRQ EHW.
space in the process of homemaking also directs the approach towards exploring
the spatial qualities of the contemporary dwelling in this thesis. As Moulaert et al.

VWDWH H[SORULQJ VSDWLDO TXDOLWLHV WKURXJK
implies broadening the conception of the spatial qualities from the quantitatively
acknowledged features, such as thermal level, air flow and spatial are, by
FRQVLGHULQJ WKH PXOWLGLPHQVLRQDOLW\ RI WKH pLPS
VSDFHY ORXODHUW HW DO tends THe luNdebskthbding 6f e/ LY H H |
VSDWLDO TXDOLWLHY DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK WKH LQKDELWD (

intersections between socio-cultural, experiential, and physical spatial variables.

From an experiential lens, spatial qualities associated ZLWK WKH LQKDELWL
encounter with space are seen through qualities of the interpretable n-between

place® (Herzberger, 1991; Pallasma, 2014; McCarter, 2016) that defines spatial
FRQGLWLRQV DVVRFLDWHG toh\iv KheWthiked-dixnerdionadlffolmrQ KD EL W D
LQGHSHQGHQWO\ IURP WKH SK\WLFDO ERXQGDUIHV RI VSELC
the features of space from this perspective depends on the integration between

the physical and sensual elements (Pallasma, 2014). Acknowledging the spatial

qualities through this integration is also highlighted by Hertzberger (2008) when

G HV F U katiaDcbnditons | GHVLIJQHG ZLWKLQ OHDUQLQJ HQYLUR
combination of a variety of features, such as spatial distinction, flow of space, light,

sound, openings and proportions (see Section 1.4.1). However, Norberg-6 FK XOW ] TV

(1980) explanation of the spatial qualities as the spatial character highlights the

3 In-between space is a core concept in the literature that address atmospheric qualities of space. Scholars
from this perspectivesuch as Béhme (1993, 2013), Anderson (2009), and Bille and Sorenserf¢204@&n

the experiential dimensions of thelietween space that are shaped through sensual elements such as light,
sound and air quality.
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objective nature of the spatial qualities by identifying spatial conditions in in
relationship to collectively acknowledged social dimensions such as social or

historical events associated with a certain place.

A design approach that is concerned with indeterminacy of space considers the

spatial qualities in alignment with the approach considered in this section. The

spatial dialogue between the pre-H[LVWLQJ VSDFH DQG WKH LQGLYLGX

of space is acknowledged from this perspective through contingencies for

supporting unknown uses that, as Jilk (2009) explains, are manifested through the

XVHUVY DFWLYH UROH {n@kirgUHID RA0DY ldite8 @ DPRMAHellUaRd

Procter, 2011, p.78). Nevertheless, the concern about space from this architectural

perspective emphasises that such creativity is partially reliant on individual

interpretations of these possibilities. However, architects, such as Hertzberger
SURSRVH WKDW VSDWLDO BXxgDestveVL WRFLRG IR L

cultural and experiential references that may be associated with different uses (see

JLIXUH JXUWKHUPRUH LW FRXOG EH FRQVLGHUHG WKI

dwelling depend on V X J J H Vapdtiaf ebnditionsy LELG FUHDWHG E\ WKH I}

the pre-existing space.

Architectural research by Hertzberger (1991, 2014) and Habraken (2000)
DGGUHVVHG WKH ZzD\ WKH XVHUVY UHSURGXFWLRQ RI VSD|
conditions to the structural form of space (see Table 2.3). Herzberger (2014)
describes extended possibilities foruses of space through a hierarchy of scale and
variation of proportions of the spatial elements constituting an indeterminant spatial
structure (see Figure 2.5). Other architects such as Venturi (1965) advocate
complexity of the spatial structure as means of extending possibilities of use of
space. From a similar perspective, the indeterminacy of a spatial structure is
pointed out by Habraken (2000) in relation to spatial fields associated with different

social and emotional dimensions associated with domestic practices (see Section
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4.2). Focusing on the role of boundaries in supporting change in these modes,
Habraken relates the possibilities for change to the mobility and hierarchy of the
boundaries, where physical boundaries are described as more restrictive than
furniture and movable objects. It is worth noting here the experiential perspective
taken by Alexander (2002) that depicts the structural form of lived spaces
independently from the physical boundaries. The dynamics of the spatial structure

LQ $OH[DQGHUYfV H[SODQDWLRQ rieiepeddent® bdivileeiH G ZL W K

different events and the porosity spatial boundaries created between them.

Approach to addressing | 6 XSSRUWLQJ V| Supporting changes in | Supporting dynamics
the interrelation creative reproduction dwelling territories. of living spatial
between social and of space. structures.

spatial processes

Aspects of Suggested through Suggested through
indeterminacy of spatial | variation in physical the features of spatial
features and sensual features boundaries.

of space.
Aspects supporting Variation in forms of Fixity vs mobility of Porosity of spatial
indeterminacy of spatial | spatial relations. boundaries. boundaries.
boundaries

Table 2.3 The reviewed approaches for addressing indeterminacy through the structural features of space.

These featuresof LQGHWHUPLQDQW VSDWLDO VWUXFWXUHY LPSC
reproduction of space through behavioural adaptations and appropriations on the
PDWHULDO OHYHO ,Q FRQWUDVW ZLWK WKLY DSSURDFK |
and freedom of use of space. The former approach is linked to attempts that aim

WR H[WHQG WKH LQKDELW gpatidl drfjartidat@mvaddr @&nonY BfU W K H
available space, VXFK DV +DEUDNHQTV SURSRVLWLRQ RI
%UDQGTYV H[SODQDWL Ripg RHan@eD ahdUdtheR tecknical

attempts to control the physical boundaries of space reviewed by Schneider and
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Till (2007). The research endeavour outlined here draw on evidence about how
technicalities of construction systems extend the inhabitants' power to change and
integrate new uses in space. However, this approach is criticised to have turned
from 'means' to an 'end' target (Till and Schneider, 2005). The muted architectural
character accompanying this technical approach is criticised by architects, such as
Norberg-6 FK X O W] DV pPHPSWLQHVVY RI UHIHUHQFH WR
experiences and related meanings. As Venturi (1965) denotes, the intention to
MPD[LPLVH WKH XVHUVY IUHHGRPY LQ IDFW OHDYHV XVHL
of space. Instead, scholars like Norberg-Schultz support notions of possibilities of
diverse uses through the recognition of features of spatial elements that stimulate
their interaction with space (Hertzberger, 2014; McCarter, 2016) and provide the
settings which support a range of habitation modes associated with different socio-
spatial practices. This means that the functional neutrality associated with this
technical approach leaves us with limited understanding of how such technical

dimensions support social processes.

@

(b)

(©) (d)

Figure 2. Fertzberger's approach for designing indeterminant spatial structtimough the variation of
scale and spatial relations in Centraal Beheer Office complex, Apeldroon, Nethehlibéemhative uses
enabled by the spatial geometry and spatial relations inltagic spatial unit (a) and quarter spatial unit
A spatial configuration constituted by a hierarchy of spatial elements (c). Variation of uses of spaces
different floors (d). Source: Hertzberger (2014, pp. 110, 111).
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7R FRQFOXGH H[SORULQJ WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY FRQVW
contemporary domesticity implied looking at theories that explains the way space
VXSSRUWYV WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY DJHH) EQ KXHL & DHNRIK IS UEDr
and the pre-existing spaces implies researching the spatial qualities of the dwelling

through the intersections between the physical, social and experiential dimensions.

Theories about the indeterminacy of the design informed the distinction between

the features that would support the material and the physical appropriation of

VSDFH $FFRUGLQJ WR WKLV GLVWLQFWLRQ H[SORULQJ
their dwelling requires the consideration of the limitations and possibilities

associated with their actions on space. This distinction also suggests the need for

identifying the nature of the social process associated with each of the outlined

level of spatial appropriation.

2.5 Conclusion and formulation of the research questi ons

This chapter theorises the approach for addressing commonplace through the
duality of the collectiveness and individuality of contemporary domesticity. First,
the literature informed the way the dwelling model represents collective socio-
cultural domestic ideals in domestic architecture. The literature also informed the
division between the abstract form of the representation of the collective
conception of the domesticity and the reality domestic life practices through the
conception of the dwelling models. The literature review also pointed to the mutual
relationship between the idiosyncrasy and collectiveness as a distinctive feature of
commonplace domestic architecture in modern societies. From this perspective
the role of the individual agency in informing the spatial qualities of the
contemporary dwelling was also set as a central aspect in this thesis. According
to this duality, commonplace is set as a core conception for exploring the dwelling

model as a constituent of culture. This concept is explored through the following
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main research question as the dwelling model and domestic practices that manifest

the individual and collective accounts of contemporary domesticity.

How does contemporary domesticity negotiate commonplace domestic

DUFKLWHFWXUH"T

Second, to explore connection between both manifestations, this review set the
homemaking process as the context for identifying socio-spatial dimensions
associated with contemporary domesticity. By setting this experiential context, the
approach for understanding the contemporary dwelling model is articulated in
linkage to attributes of the lived space (Lefebvre, 1991) (see Figure 2.6). The
review also notes the paucity of research into domestic lived space that addresses
the physical architectural features of the dwelling. Then, the review discusses the
ZD\ XQGHUVWDQGLQJ WKH VSDWLDO TXDOLWLHV DVVRFLD'
indeterminacy of space enabling these actions form intrinsic aspects enabling the

HISORUDWLRQ RI WKH LQKDELWDQWVYT FRQVWUXFWLRQV F

Homemaking as the 7KH LQGLYLGXDOVTY F
connection between the of the dwelling.

bjecti d subjective fi
oPIective and stbjeciive form 3-What do negotiations with
of space

»| architectural space inform us
1-How is contemporary about the contemporary dwelling?
domesticity practised in the pre-
existing space?

2-How is the pre-existing space
negotiated by the inhabitants?

Commonplace domestic architecture

How does contemporary domesticity
negotiate commonplace domestic
architecture?

Figure 2.6dZ }@E ] o }ve3EpW S+ E o 3]vP 3Z A oo]vP u} o 8} 1v JA] u «
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Drawing on the outlined approach for theorising commonplace, the following three
sub-research questions are formulated in relation to contemporary domesticity as

the sociocultural context of this investigation.

1-How is contemporary domesticity practised in the pre-existing space?

2-How is the pre-existing space negotiated by the inhabitants?

3-What do negotiations with architectural space reveal about the contemporary

dwelling?

The next chapter continues to build the theoretical framework, with a focus on

identifying constructions of contemporary domesticity in relevant literature.
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Chapter 3

Theories of Contemporary Domesticity
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Chapter 3: Theories of Contemporary Domesticity

3.1 Introduction

This chapter traces existing notions about the spatiality of contemporary
domesticity with focus on its spatial structure. The chapter starts by introducing the
home-centred domestic ideal and the socio-cultural aspects behind the argument
of this thesis about the need to understand the spatial representations of the socio-
spatial practices of contemporary family* domesticity. Then the chapter describes
the features of the spatiality of contemporary family domestic Life. It is worth noting
that the literature included in this review is studies conducted in the global north

due to the focus on sources in English language.

3.2 Home -centredness

In the UK, a home centrelifestyle has been recognised since the second half of the
twentieth centuryas a core cultural aspect associated with the nuclear family {@zalv,

1989; Allan, 1989; Saunders and Williams, 1989; Dupuis and Thorns, 1998; Munro and
Madigan, 1993, 2006; Brindle2002; Dowling and Power, 2012). Since the nineteenth
century, this lifestyle has been characterised by the demarcation between family privacy
and the public (Burnette, 1991; Davidoff and Hall, 2082 Figure 3). However, new
constructions of familil roles taken by the adults and the diversity of household
structures articulate the emergent characteristics of the contemporary family (see section
1.2) and depicts the evolving identity of the contemporary family and suggest implications

on our undersanding ofthe home centred family life.

The change from the patterns of domesticity established in thetwmi&htieth century to
contemporary domestic living (see Section 1.2) directed this thesis towards comparing the
emergent domestic practices and thajpatiality with the midcentury modern domestic

ideals. This thesis considers attributes of heoeatred domestic life inseparably from the

4 Statistics in English Housing Survey (DCLG, 20015) and housing researchAkaslaad Crow (1989) and
Chapmarand Hockey (2002)ndicate the diversity of household structure characterising the contemporary
community in the UK. Accordingly, this thesis acknowledges diverse forms of families which deviates from
the exclusiveness of the riidentieth century conception of the famiég nuclear family of a father, a mother
and two childrenAllan and Crow1989 Valentine 2001Chapmarand Hockey2002 Brindley, 2002
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meanings that define family privacy, such as freedom, power (Saunders and Williams,
1989), permanence (Dupuis andofhs, 1998) and intimacy (Rybczynski,1988). Due to the
extended time spent by members of the family within the family sphere, the review
centres specifically on the private sphere in order to construct notions of the dwelling
model that represents contempary family homecentred life (Attfield, 1989, 2002;
Dowling 2008; Costa Santos and Bertolino, 2018).

Figure3.1 The outer context in a residential environment dominated by auton
vehicles and driveways. Source: Oliver et al. (1981. P. 163).

Drawing on the one shared space dwelling model depicted in the Parker Morris
committee report (1961), the spatial representation of howwentred domesticity is
considered in this thesis through the one shared space model. Spatial changes
accompanying the mergence of the contemporary family are considered in this thesis
through expectations stated by scholars such as Allan and Crow (1989), Valentine (2001),
and Chapman and Hockey (2002) in relationship to the new constructions of familial roles
taken by theadults and the diversity of household structures. These changes are further
clarified when compared to the pattern of domestic practices within the former domestic
ideal where the familial roles were distributed within a nuclear family according to gender
distinctions, as indicated in Figure 3.2. Therefore, the thesis will revisit the social

construction of family domesticity and its impact on time and space allocation in the
(uloC[s }u +S] o](
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Existing knowledge about home -
centred domestic ideals

Social constructs

Separation of the public and family
spheres

Socially: Crow(1989) Allan (1989)In work:
Devine (1989)

Distinction between gender roles in
famil y life

Valentine (2001)Hall and Davidoff (2018)

Duality of individuality and
togetherness

The dwelling
model during
the second
half of the
20" century,

Spatial constructs

Centrality of the living room

Devine (1989)Attfield (2002) Dowling (2008)
Costa Santos and Bertolino (2018)

Polarity between the one shared space
and individually used room

Munro and Madigan1993, Madigan and Munro
(2002) Hardey (1989)

Aspects underlying expected
change to domestic ideals

Social aspects

Change in familial roles

Allan and Crow (1989 alentine (2001)Pink
(2004), McDowell (2007Ranson (2012Craig

(1989) Sullivan (2004 )erree (201QDelap
(2011).

Penetration of work into famil y
life
Tietze and Musson (20QRaufman

Scarborough (2006Park et al. (2011)Spinney
etal. (2012)

Parenting

Cieraad (2013), Luzia (2011), Dowling (2008),
Mcllvenny (2009), Aarsand and Aronsson
(2009), Michelan and Correi@014), Stevenson
and Prout (2013).

The
contemporary

dwelling model

Conceptual aspects

New approach for addressing
domestic space

Destabilizing polarities

Duncan (1996)Duncan and Ducan (2004),
Duncan and Lambert (2008 endell
(2011)

Integrative approach

Rendell (2011 Miller (2001b) Luzia (2011)
Cieraad (2013)

Figure3.2 Diagram summarising tliterature about social and spatial constructs of home centredness and as
behind anticipa¢d changesin family domestic ideals.
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Figure33 —D@E v D (E «: distitEtidns petween familial
roles taken by men and women as a norm constructing the
dwelling model during the second half of the"aentury.
Source: Valentine 2001, p.68. Redrawn from Matrix (1984),
Press, London.

M7KH DOWHUQDWLYH VRFLDO VSDFHY
Identifying the features of the contemporary dwelling through negotiations for
accommodating family domesticity within the one shared space model addresses
the theoretical and practical levels of the problem discussed in this thesis (see
Chapter 1). In such light, assumptions UHODWHG W R an &iern@live$&idiR U p

V S D fMfiro and Madigan, 1993, p.41) alongside the living room are postulated
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as means of accommodating the multiplicity of domestic spheres implied in family
life. Such assumptioQ DOLJQV ZLWK 2]DNLTV ILQGLQJV DERXYV
the separate dining room in middle-class family houses in England. Additionally,
the study of Dowling and Power (2012) proposes that the size of the dwelling 'is a
spatial accommodation of the complexity of the middle-class life' (Dowling and
Power, 2012, p.617). These notions are further clarified by considering the spatial
restrictions imposed by the size of the dwelling on the parents' privacy, as
described in Hardey's (1989) study of the access to housing of low-income lone

parents.

The reviewed literature reveals associations between access to the indicated
‘alternative social space' (Madigan and Munro 1993, p.41) and family income,
suggesting that the one shared space model is impacted by social inequality in
accessibility to the proper dwelling (see section 1.2.4). However, this section
proposes that the need for an alternative social space is not limited to the amount
of space. Instead, the literature about practices of contemporary domesticity
illuminates other social aspects that may suggest other reasons for conflicts

between shared and individual uses of space.

New constructions of femininity and masculinity in twenty-first century domesticity

are discussed in the literature by authors such as Valentine (2001), Sullivan (2004),

Pink (2004), Ferree (2010), and Noelle (2011). Deviating from the conventional

model of the differentiated familial roles, the neutrality of the socio-spatial practices

performed in the dwelling coud EH LQIHUUHG IURP QHZ UROHV WDNI
IDWKHU>V@YT 5DQVRQ ZKR DBRIFRRPOWMWWHLH WIRE L&D
ZRPHQYV H[WHQGHG HQJDJHPHQW LQ SDLG HP®SR\PHQW
of their dominance over housework and childcare (Craig, 1989). Nonetheless,

despite these indications of the gender neutrality of familial roles, another

perspective is proposed by Sullivan (2004), who draws attention to the fact that the
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quantification of time spent at home does not provide details about socio-spatial
practices performed by the adults within the dwelling. These indications echo the
proposition of Duncan and Lambert (2004) about the persistence of distinctions in
PHQTY DQG ZRPHQTVY GRPHVWLF SUDFWLFHV @HVSLWH Z
work. Accordingly, questioning the way time is spent in the dwelling is a
fundamental consideration of this thesis when constructing notions of
contemporary domesticity and implications about the identity and patterns of use

of space in the dwelling.

Alongside gender-related constructions of space, complexity in the constructions
of the individually used and shared spaces is also indicated through the boundaries
between domestic spheres that have become blurred by the parenting style
followed in contemporary families. This complexity is indicated in practices
associated with contemporary parenting in which the living room is transformed
from a space for family leisure to a space that facilitates parenting practices
(Mcllvenny 2009), connectedness between adults and children while playing
(Leeuwen and Margetts, 2014), and the use of gaming devices (Aarsand and
Aronsson, 2009; Michelan and Correia, 2013) (see Section 3.5.2). Furthermore,
destabilised boundaries are also indicated by the relationship between individual
and shared uses of space, such as relying on mobile technology to enable the
integration of work into family life (Park et al., 2011; Spinney et al., 2012). This
integration requires temporal and spatial negotiations between work and family life
(see Section 3.5.5). It could be assumed that the outlined social aspects represent
transformative social processes that suggest a tension between conventional
home centredness and contemporary domesticity. Nevertheless, and particularly
due to the focus on the spatial structure of the contemporary dwelling and the

nature of the alternative social space, this transformation is mainly addressed in
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this thesis by considering the social constructions of the duality of individuality and

togetherness and their manifestations in the spatial features of the dwelling.

Itis worth noting that attributes of contemporary domesticity have been accelerated
by experiences of lockdown associated with the Covid-19 pandemic that occurred
during the writing up of this thesis. Aspects of change pointed out in this review
DUH LQGLFDWHG LQ UHFHQW VFKRODUO\ GLVFRXUVH DV |
Extended time spent in the dwelling in the contemporary time is associated with
inquiries about the geographical (Salama, 2020; Rose-Redwood et al. 2020,
Devine-Wright et al., 2020) boundaries of home. Additionally, suggestions about
opportunities for decentralising places of work (Kaushik et al., 2020; Kramer and
Kramer, 2020) and educational (Sukmawati et al. 2020) amplify the outlined need
to explore personal privacy in domestic life in relationship with the spatiality of work

and virtual education in the home.

3.4 Addressing the dwelling space

The duality of individuality and togetherness is addressed in this thesis while
considering the nature of individual practices of domesticity (see Section 2.3). This
perspective leads to the consideration of the approaches taken in social sciences
research towards destabilised polarities of domesticity when exploring the
structure of domestic space. In this light, the spatial structure of the dwelling is
addressed according to the propositions of Duncan (1996), Duncan and Lambert
(2004) and Rendell (2011), who stated that polarities, such as those between
public and private, or between genders, can be conceptualised in their integrative
and dynamic forms. This implies considering interpersonal relationships through
the impact of various states of privacy, as explained by Westin (1970) and Newell
(1996), such as states of withdrawal, solitude, isolation, reserve, intimacy and

secrecy.
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Looking at the variation and dynamics of boundaries within the duality of
individuality and togetherness in this thesis draws on Lefebvre (1991) in looking at
ILHOGV RI HOLYHG VSDFHVY Sdifferénk $okidb eehtsS RebdeW LFHYV R
(2011) points out the way boundaries of these lived spaces are not seen in an
absolute static form. Rather, boundaries of lived spaces are found in critical
geographies associated with separations and overlaps between architectural
spaces, subjects and matter. Such an integrative approach for constructing space
is further articulated by the call (Miller, 2001b; Rendell, 2013) to take into account
FXOWXUDO SUDFWLFHY ZKLOH puDYRLGLQJ WKH. FEDWET W\ |
(Miller, 2001b) by considering the interplay between subjects, objects and space.
The application of this approach in housing studies revealed redefinitions of spaces
of the dwelling such as the living room through the changing relationships between
users, objects and space, as in Luzia (2011) and Cieraad (2013), and the kitchen,
as in Hand, Shove and Southerton (2007), Meah and Jackson (2016), Supski
(2017). This perspective also distinguishes between the social and material
aspects of the use of space revealed by explorations of the multigenerational
nature of the living room, as described in Dowling (2008), and Stevenson and Prout
(2013) (see Section 3.5.2). Furthermore, the blurred boundaries between family
and work lives are seen when comparing the patterns of use of space in relation
to the use of objects, such as portable media technology (Spinney et al., 2012) and

fixed devices (Church et al., 2010) (see Section 3.5.5).

To conclude, in the pursuit of identifying features of the spatiality of contemporary
domesticity, this thesis builds on the constructs of home-centredness developed
during the second half of the twentieth century. However, the gaps in knowledge
about the spatiality of family domesticity directs a search for critical geographies
that represent the transpositions of existing knowledge about the relationships

between the different spheres of domesticity.
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3.5 Constructions of the contemporary dwelling

3.5.1 Overview

This section focuses on the geographies associated with practices related to the
living room, kitchen, the private open space *namely the back garden +and
bedrooms to highlight gaps in the knowledge and spatial constructions that will be

discussed in Chapter 9.

3.5.2 Unfolding the living room

Discrepancies between the one shared space dwelling model and everyday uses
of the living room appear in studies that compare contemporary domesticity with
the modern notions of the family living space (see Figure 3.4). As Attfield (2002)
advises, a failure to consider the complexity of domestic social geographies is
indicated by the proposition of the open plan as a spatial solution for mitigating the
impact of spatial limitations on accommodating the inclusiveness of the living room
(Attfield, 2002; Dowling, 2008) (see Figures 3.5, 3.6, 3.7). Reference to the open
plan here only amplifies the way continuity between shared space may fail to
enhance freedom in socialisation within the family spheres. Such socio-spatial
scenario intrigues the question about the experience of members of the family

when having a separated living room.

Aesthetically, the one shared space model, as portrayed by Dowling (2008)

through the spaciousness and aesthetic order of the modernist living room,

appears to represent a neutral backdrop for different practices and modes of use.

Such neutrality is also implied within an instrumental conception of the function of

space, as described by Attfield (2002). $FFRUGLQJO\ DQG UHO\LQJ RQ /H
IDPRXV TXRWH pWKH KRXVH I\ QP DREIK&EIDOLFRRU253), Y L

the neutrality of a modernist open-plan living room is interpreted through the

monotony of space where opportunities for representation and display of personal
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and social aspects are eliminated. However, conflicts associated with negotiating

multiple uses in a one shared space model, as indicated by Munro and Madigan

(1993) and Madigan and Munro (2002), Hardey (1989), Costa Santos and

Bertolino (2018) and Costa Santos et al. (2018), (also see Section 3.3), show that

this manifestation of the living room lacks consideration of the complexity of the

relationships between the multiple spheres accommodated within this space of the

family dwelling.

Manifestation of the
inclusive family
sphere ideal.

-The living room.
-Neutrality of spatial
character.

Figure3.41v ]
sphere.

Sltve }(

A 4

Indications of
change

-Dynamic identity of the
living room.

-Informality of the
aesthetics of homeliness
in the living room.

Z vP

(Elu §2

A 4

Gaps in knowledge
about the
contemporary
family space

-Boundaries between

multiple social spheres.

Figure3.5 Familygathering on the living room
sofa watching television.
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Figure3.6 An example of an open plan solution introduced to fl
built during the second half of the twentieth century.

Source: Turner and Partington (2015, p.19).

Figure3.7 The ground floor in ane
shared spacéesignmodelin a fiveperson
house design alternative in a housing
scheme at Laindon, Basildon.

SourceCrawford (1975, p 117).
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Studies about practices of contemporary domesticity indicate a relationship
between the complexity and dynamic nature of the setting of the living room to the
importance of closeness between the parents and children. The living room is
seen through the multiple geographies that accompany childcare (Dowling, 2008;
Luzia, 2011; Cieraad, 2013; Stevenson and Prout, 2013), social connectedness
and play with older children (Aarsand and Aronsson, 2009; Leeuwen and Margetts,
2014; Michelan et al. 2013), and setting behavioural rules (Mcllvenny 2009).
However, blurred boundaries appear to characterise the relationship between
SDUHQWVY DQG FKLOGUHQYTV XVH RI WKH OLYLQJ
et al. (2014) involving 28 families in Australia, a dynamic form of space

accompanying this relationship appears when families alter the spatial settings to

URRP $

VXSSRUW FKLOGUHQYYVY DFWLYLWLHY LQ WKH KRPH 6XFK V

living room are specifically mentioned in the study of Luzia (2011) ol pJURZLQJ

IDPLOLHVY LQ $XVWUDOLD DQG WKH VWXG\ RI &LHUDDG

DSSURSULDWLRQV PDGH WR WKH OLYLQJ URRP WR IDFI

movement. These transformations include the change in the floor from being there
to simply accommodate movement to being protective, comfortable and hygienic
WR DFFRPPRGDWH FKL Q). HQr Mdeb ehiMitel, LAsrsahd/ and

Aronsson (2009) explored patterns of use of space when gaming gadgets were

placed in the livingroom WKHLU VWXG\ UHYHDOV WKDW RQJRLQJ W

living room, a TV room or a gaming room may change depending on the ongoing

DFWLYLWLHYVY DQG ZKR LV SUHVHQW DQG ZKHQY $DUVDQC

In contrast to the valued closeness to children on the social level, as outlined

above, studies also indicate VSDWLDO GLVWLQFWLRQV EHWZHHQ FKLO

seem to be associated with the expansion in the consumption of play and childcare

related objects. This distinction is manifested in the routines of ordering space over

WKH FRXUVH RI WKH GD\ WR FUHDWH D VHWWLQJ IRU DGXC

63



Santos and Bertolino, 2018; Costa Santos et al., 2018) or engagement in personal
interests or work (Hardey, 1989) or sociability with friends (Munro and Madigan,
1993, 2002; Costa Santos and Bertolino, 2018; Costa Santos et al., 2018).
Furthermore, this need for the distinction is amplified in the study of Stevenson and
Prout (2013) in which the participants reacted to the limitation of space in the living
URRP E\ GHGLFDWLQJ D pWR\ URRPY IRU VWRULQJ REMHF
form of spatial distinction highlights the necessity to distinguish between social and
material layers of the spatiality of social events. Nonetheless, it is worth noting that
experiences of the one shared space model in Costa Santos and Bertolino (2018)
and Costa Santos et al. (2018) hint at the priority given to using the living room for
sharing time with children over creatingaspDFH IRU DGXOWVY UHOD[DWLRQ
$QRWKHU DVSHFW RI GHYLDWLRQ EHWZHHQ WKH PRGHUQ
of the living room is suggested in the literature through analogies of the living room
as home. Spatially, scholars, such as Cieraad (2002), Dowling (2008) and
Rechavie (2009), link this analogy to the sense of informality and inclusiveness
that is achieved through the flow between the kitchen and the living room.
Furthermore, the sense of comfort formed another construct of the feeling of
homeliness in the living room. Such a link is indicated in Rybczynski (1986) in
relation to the order of the setting, type of furniture and tactility of objects. A broader
perspective for understanding the sense of homeliness from this perspective is
also inferred through the conception of comfort proposed by Shove (2003) as an
aspect of the state of the body and its relationship to food, furniture, clothing and
WKHUPDO FRPIRUW 6KRYHTV FRQFHSWLRQ RI FRPIRUW DC
image of the contemporary living room in relation to representations of informal
behaviour, as seen in the type of clothing and furniture chosen, and the relationship
between food consumption and family gatherings. Such details inform a deviation

from the aesthetic neutrality of WKH PRGHUQLVWVY OLYLQJ URRP
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The living room, according to this review, seems to maintain the inclusiveness of
family life as proposed by the modernist conceptions. However, supported by the
materiality of everyday use, furniture and decoration, the living room gains a
dynamic nature that is constructed through the variations of the performed

practices and the changes in familial stages that take place over time.

&RQVHTXHQWO\ WKH QHXWUDOLW\ RI WKH PRGHUQLVWVY

knowledge about the implications of these dynamic spatial constructions on the

boundaries between different spheres accommodated in the living room.

3.5.3 The liveability of the contemporary kitchen

&RQFHSWLRQV RI WKH PRGHUQLVWYVY VRdd DoBLIWHG NLWI

constructing the contemporary kitchen through the faded association between the
kitchen and gender-specific familial roles, as described in historical reviews, such
as those of Cieraad (2002), Jerram (2006) and Meah (2016) (see Figure 3.8).
Scholars who address the material culture of the dwelling highlight indicators of
this neutrality through the design of household appliances, as demonstrated in
Forty (1986), and the style of communication with users, as indicated by Silva
(2010) through the demoted female identity within details of cooking instructions.
Alongside the neutrality of the gender identity of the kitchen, populating the kitchen
relied on the integration of time and space for social connectedness alongside
cooking, which impacts the qualities of the cooking space. Convenience,®
facilitated by technological advances, enhanced the possibility for engagement in
other activities and social engagement alongside the process of cooking, as
indicated in Hand and Shove (2004). Alongside gender neutrality, including dining
spaces into the kitchen aimed to support the liberation of women from the

commitment to housework by creating the socialised kitchen space (Cieraad, 2002;

5 @ AJvP }v ~Z}A ~1iiieU }VA vl v ]+ }ve] &E v §Z]* & A] A -
§Z 3 Z 0% * A }E Z](3 8Ju [ ~*Z}A U 11iTU %X diieX
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Hand and Shove, 2004; Meah, 2016a). Such socialisation of the kitchen relied on

including dining spaces (Cieraad, 2002; Attfield, 2007).

IRQHWKHOHVY HYLGHQFH RI WKH ZRPHQTV UHFHSWLRQ R
that this neutrality was only partially accepted in reality, as indicated in the study
of the appropriation of standardised kitchen spaces in North London in Miller
(1988); and in the reception by the families of the modern kitchen design in Harlow,
as described by Attfield (2007, pp.148 171). On the one hand, the appreciation of
the socialised kitchen is related to refusing the supremacy of functionality as the
aesthetic identity of the kitchen, which women referred to in Supski (2017) when
UHIOHFWLQJ WKDW WKH IHHOLQJ RI pDOO WKLQJV IXQFW
ZDV QRW KRPHYf 6XSVNL he oth®r hand, arti(ouMdling on the
critique of this situation by Chapman (2002b), a shared conception of the neutrality
of the kitchen during the early years of the second half of the twentieth century
appears to be in a transition phase where spatial practices of housework depend

on the personal conception of the distribution of familial roles in domestic life.

Figure3.8 The mother accompanied by her child in the kitchen in a
that is part of the housing scheme at Burghley Raaedon. Source
Crawford (1975, p. 223
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In contrast with the neutrality of the modern kitchen, the identity of this socialised
space is further articulated when looking at the liveability of the kitchen that is
IXQGDPHQWDO WR VXSSRUWLQJ pWKH PHDQLQJ RI FRQW
2016a, p. 49) (see Figure 3.9). From this perspective, a change in the aesthetics
of the kitchen, as Hand and Shove (2004) suggest, is developed by transforming
the conception of the modern kitchen from the convenience to comfort associated
with the way of use of appliances, and from the standardisation of design to
differentiation through stylistic differences. Further, the liveability of the kitchen, as
reflected by the Supski (2017) and Costa Santos and Bertolino (2018) and Costa
Santos et al. (2018), is suggested to represent the hLQIRUPDO GRPHVWLF F
(Costa Santos and Bertolino, 2018, p. 11) in the contemporary family dwelling. This
form of liveability has been associated with the need for expansion of the size of
the functional kitchen and has been primarily associated, as mentioned above, with
allowing space for dining (Cieraad, 2002; Attfield, 2007). Home extensions in Hand
and Shove (2007) also indicate the multiplicity of appliances used in the kitchen as
another reason for the need for extending the kitchen space. However, the need
for creating a space for comfort is revealed when intending to separate between
HXWLOLW\Y DQG WKH VSDFH IRU VRFLDOLVDWLRQ LQ WKH

covering up appliances.

Manifestation of the Indications of change Gaps in the

socialised kitchen ideal A ble reduct q knowledge about the

-Comfort through the use of -Arguable reduction gender i

appliances. 9 distinctions. conte mporary kitchen

-Stylistic differentiation. ] “Materialisation of personal " The relationship between

-Fluidity in the relationship dimensions Off thek' e e A e

between the kitchen and the experience or cooking. ol ;

living space. _Complexity of social domestic life practices.
nennranhv in the kitchen

Figure39 /v ] §]}ve }( Z vP (E}u SZ u} Ev]*Se[ }v %S]}ve }( SZ <}
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It can be inferred that manifesting the liveable kitchen, as part of the larger family
space, must considerthat WFUHDWLQJ D VSDFH LQ ZKLFK 3\RX ZDQMW
far from a straightforwmard SURFHVVY OHDK ). Fr@n ti8s perspective,
multiple functions underlying the spatiality of the socialised kitchen is indicated
through investigations about contemporary kitchen life. A personal dimension is
indicated through the materialisation of memories and family life (Meah and
Jackson, 2016; 2016b), the sense of enjoyment and accomplishment related to
demonstrating cooking skills (Cieraad, 2002) and expressions of hospitality (Meah,
2016a). Alongside the individuality of such emotional dimensions, a fluidity of social
relationships that include communication between parents, children, siblings,
SDUWQHUY DQG SHWV LV LQGLFDWHG WKURXJK GHSLFWLR
in Meah (2016a). Socialisation and movement associated with this multi-layered
social context are manifestedthr R X JK 6 X SWHNMWMINQVLRQ RI WKH 3VRFLDEC(
(Supski, 2017, p. 236). As indicated in her self-reflections on the renewal of her
formerly professional kitchen, the integration between leisure and labour in family
life motivated her decision to create the spatial flow between the kitchen and each

of the living room and the garden (Supski, 2017).

From this perspective, a question is suggested about the impact of the reviewed
emotional aspects on materialising the duality of individuality and togetherness
within the kitchen of the contemporary family dwelling. A further question is also
proposed about the nature of the boundaries associated with the liveability of the

contemporary kitchen.
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3.5.4 Family privacy in the back garden

The role of the garden in domestic life has an impact on architectural and urban
considerations when designing the family dwelling (see Figure 3.10). Associating

WKLY UROH ZLWK DHVWKHWLF DQG HPRWLRQDO GLPHQV
(2005) survey about dwelling ownership in Vancouver, indicate an ideal image of

the back gardenas LQVHSDUDEOH IURP RZQLQJ WKH uSURSHU JD
S $HVWKHWLFDOO\ WKH EDFN JDUGHQ LV DVVRFLDW'!
KRPHY LELG $OVR %KDWWL DQG &KXUFK %ORPO
(2012) relate that a sense of autonomy is gained through the possibility of self-

expression facilitated by gardening practices and the intersection between the

family sphere and the public in the garden (see Figures 3.11and 3.12). Gardening

is also associated with a sense of power in domestic life through the ability to

WUDQVIRUP QDWXUH IURP LWV puDZY VWDWH $OH[DQGHU

FRQVWUXFIM.RHU S

The role of the garden in Architectural and urban

contemporary challenges

domesticity
-The separation between

-Reinforcing the sense of nature and the interior space.

autonomy within the dwelling. -Thg COI’lﬂiCF V\(ith situations of

-Reinforcing the sense of spatial restrictions.

freedom. > )

-Mitigating the tension Architectural and urban

between individuality and challenges

togetherness.

-Reinforcing wellbeing. -The separation between
nature and the interior space.
-The conflict with situations of
spatial restrictions.

Figure3.10Implications of the significance of the back garden in contempor:
domesticity

69



An emotionally rewarding sense of creation and ownership associated with
gardening® has been observed in psychology and wellbeing research (Freeman,
et al. 2012; Cervinka, et al. 2016). Such emotional aspects appear to provide a
space for fascination within the domestic private sphere (Alexander, 2002; Bhatti
et al., 2014). Furthermore, as Craig (1989) and Bhatti and Church (2000, 2004)
KLJKOLJKW EDFN JDUGHQV SURYLGH DQ RSSRUWXQLW\ |
tension between alone and shared time in the one shared space model. Such
restorative function is further clarified through the sense of care (Power, 2010) and
wellness (Cervinka et al., 2016) provided by the interaction between individuals

and nature during gardening.

Figure3.11 Leisureat the back garden. Sourc@liver et al. (1981, p.
141).
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Back garden

Back aarden

Figure3.12 The living room and kitchen overlookitihg back garden in a housingh&mme designed ir
the 60s at Ravenscroft Road, West Ham.

Back gardens contribute to the spatiality of contemporary domestic life by
reinforcing back and front order in the dwelling (Alexander, 2002). In this respect,

Bhatti and Church (2014) explain the contribution of the back garden to the private

sphere of domestic life as offering the opportunities for openness and immersion

LQ QDWXUH ZKLOH EHLQJ pMKLGGHQY IURP H[SRVXUH W
conceptions of the garden as the embodiment of distinction between culture and

nature, and public and private (Alexander, 2002), are challenged by connectivity
between the interior space and the back garden, as argued by Alexander (2002)

DQG &KHYDOLHU $FFRUGLQJ WR &KHYDOLHUTV
connectedness between the living space and the garden in dwellings near London,
inhabitants may intend to blur the spatial boundaries between living spaces and

gardens. Accordingly, the participants in her study relied on the arrangement of
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furniture to create visual continuity between the internal living space and the
JDUGHQ WR SURYLGH WKH IHHOLQJ RI pEHLQJ LQ WKH JDU(
aspects of connectivity are also indicated by integration between leisure activities
and labour in domestic life. According to Alexander (2002), this duality is
associated with a complexity in the spatial order of the back garden that is
constructed through the distinction between the space for leisure, such as play and
gathering (Bhatti and Church, 2000; Alexander, 2002), and labour during
gardening (Bhatti and Church, 2000; Blomley, 2005; Power, 2010) and the
diffusion of housework, such as laundry, into the back garden (Bhatti and Church,

2000, 2004; Alexander, 2002).

3.5.5 Personal space in the family dwelling

Alongside the shared spaces reviewed in the preceding sections, the literature

discussed in this section also indicate that the bedroom culture represents the

polarity between togetherness and individuality that may require redefinition when

considering socio-cultural aspects of contemporary domesticity (see Figure 3.13).

This supremacy of the bedroom as a representation of personal privacy is

associated with the faded role taken by the kitchen in providing mothers with their
SHUVRQDO VSDFH LQ WKHLU IDPLO\ VSKHUH DQG WKH D
sphere and public life (Munro and Madigan, 1993; Chapman, 2002b). Accordingly,

the study of private sphere in the family dwelling by Munro and Madigan (1993)

indicated that the bedroom is the salient manifestation of the duality of individuality

and togetherness in their investigated cases. Similarly, when Abbott-Chapman and
5REHUWYVRQ LQYHVWLIJDWHG DGROHVFHQWVY SHUF
EHGURRPY ZHUH LGHQWLILHG DV SDUW RI WKH DGROH?
distinction between the public and private world. Nonetheless, the position of

children in contemporary culture in general +and in family life in particular ximply

DQ LPSDFW RQ WKH UROH RI WKH FKLOGUHQYV URRPV DQ(
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Conceptions of the Indications of change in
bedroom culture ideal the inception of the

personal space
-Materialisation of the polarity

between individuality and ”| -Integration of work within
togetherness. domestic life.

-Materialisation of the -A gap in the understanding of
institutionalised children { V ZRPHQYV VSDFH DIWHU
environments populating the kitchen.

Figure3.13 Indications of change from the eoeption of the bedroom culture a
the manifestation of personal space in the dwelling.

Bedrooms are also associated with consequences of what Izle refers to as
MHLQVWLWXWLRQDOLVDWLR Q fhaR scthokaisGuetuad Q/ifsun et@QlY LURQPH
(2012) and lize (2014) describe as controlled spaces which are aimed to provide
WKH FKLOGUHQ VDIHW\ DZD\ IURP WKH DGXOWVY ZRUOG 7
ZLWK WKH SDUHQWVY LOQWHUHWVWWIKQ DS yRK QGWLULRIO 6 KIGAG
exercising power to take actions (llze, 2014). Within this controlled realm, studies
VKRZHG WKDW FKLOGUHQYY DSSURSULDWLRQV RI WKHLI
conceptions and needs associated with their personal space in the dwelling. This
point of view is inferred from the study of Abbott-Chapman and Robertson (2009)
LOWR DGROHVFHQWVY IDYRXULWH VSDFHV LQ ZKLFK W
EHGURRPV ZLWK WKHLU pSULYDWH SODFHV RtroddLWKGUD 2
SHRSOHY -Chdpmah\Wakd Robertson, 2009, p. 432). Aligned with this
UHIOHFWLRQ WKH FKLOGUHQYY PDWHULDOLVDWLRQ RI WK
WKURXJK WKHLU EHGURRP LV LQIHUUHG IURP WKH FKLOG
Winther (2017) on the accessibility of others or sharing their bedrooms with their
VLEOLQJV 7KH VHQVH RI SRZHU W Rtas Refedted DPthRQHIV RZ
children *appears to be manifested spatially in Wilson et al. (2012) through the
FKLOGUH Q 1 VorDob shsRab dndl Bedthetic aspects to separate themselves
from undesirable conditions in the outside world. Similarly, the freedom around

media consumption in the bedroom is indicated in Steele and Brown (1995) as the
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children's tool to create an environment that would enhance their personal
development.

$ORQIJVLGH ZLGHO\ DFFHSWHG QRWLRQV DERXW WKH V
bedrooms as the representation of personal space in family domesticity, the
integration between domestic life and work indicates the need to redefine the
constructions of the personal space in the family dwelling (Tietze and Musson,
2002; Jarvis, and Pratt, 2006; Kaufman-Scarborough, 2006; Park et al., 2011,
Spinney et al., 2012). According to this integration, boundaries of the ad XOW YV {
personal spaces are seen to be dependent on the nature and pattern of time
consumed by engagement in working from home, as indicated in the study of
patterns of managing working from home by Tietze and Musson (2002). However,
besides managing the temporal boundaries, the study of experiences of working
from home by Kaufman-Scarborough (2006) point to the need for considering the
integration between work and family life through negotiations of boundaries on the
social, material and spatial levels. It is inevitable in this context of the review to
include the impact of the diversity of modes of use of media technology on the
spatial and temporal boundaries between work and domestic life. This is informed
from studies about technology in the home, such as that of Frohlich and Kraut
(2003), who indicated that fixed technologies are associated with the need for a
demarcation of temporal and spatial boundaries between work and domestic life.
These negotiations are further clarified from studies that address the link between
domestic practices and portability of media technologies, as in the work of Church
et al. (2010) and Spinney, et al. (2012), which examine the impact of the mobility
of media devices on allowing a variety of forms of intersections between space,
time and the type of the performed task zincluding work. Using fixed devices from
this perspective is associated with the distinction of work from other family life

practices (Frohlich and Krau003). However, flexibility in the use of space for work
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is noted by Church et al. (2010) as being due to the way the mobility of devices

enables the creation of private space through time scheduling.

Despite the lack of research into gender distinctions when outlining views about

the spatiality of personal space in relation to work, the literature includes a

discourse about the distinction between genders in terms of patterns of use of

personal space for personal emotional and recreational needs. On the one hand,

there is a masculine identity associated with segregated spaces in the dwellings,

DV LQGLFDWHG LQ &KDSPDQYV D VWXG\ RI PRGHO KI
developers include a study room rendered with masculine decorative themes

within their model homes in the UK. Further, men's use of the garage in
contemporary Australian families, as revealed in Browitt (2017), as a personal

space was associated with the fulfiiment of needs for ownership of such

segregated spaces and freedom to socialise, perform hobbies and reflect their own

identity. On the other hand, women appear to have less opportunity to spend time

in and use space of their own (Ahrentzen et al., 1989; Munro and Madigan, 1993).

$V $KUHQW]HQ HW DO QRWH WKH ZRPHQYTV QHHG IR
within family domesticity in association with the need for refuge from housework

and for communication with others. However, and in contrary to indications about

PHQ V VSDFHVY WKH VSDWLDOLW\ RI ZRPHQYV IUHH WLPI
independently from the sense of ownership or the fixity of space, as indicated by

Craik (1989) where women reported their refuge was in shared spaces

characterised by detachment, such as the basement or the back garden.

Nonetheless, the dwelling is still associated with women's sense of ownership, as

indicated in Chapman (2002b) and Munro and Madigan (1993). However, the need

for ownership of personal space has been indicated in studies where women

HQJDJH LQ ZRUN DQG VWXG\ VXFK DV WKH H[SHULHQFHYV

described by Craig (1989). However, considering the overall limitation in the
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NQRZOHGJH DERXW JHQGHU GLVWLQFWLRQV DVVRFLDWHG
it can be considered that such inconsistency in the literature may indicate a lack of

shared conception of the identity of the personal space in the family dwelling.

3.6 Conclusion

This chapter offers an overview of the spatiality of contemporary domesticity that
is traced through theories about practices of contemporary domesticity. The focus
on the duality of individuality and togetherness informed social geographies such
as the children and individually used spaces created in the living room. In other
stances, this duality was associated with new conceptions and practices such as
uses of the liveable kitchen and the impact of technology on the personal space.
Comparisons between the mid-twentieth century family dwelling and the
contemporary one suggests a progressive change in domestic ideals. Connections
were apparent through the centrality of the family sphere in domestic life which is
associated with the significance of the duality of individuality and togetherness.
However, emergent distinctions are evidenced through the relationship between

adults and children; work and home; and the indoor and the outdoor spaces.

7KH uDOWHUQDWLYH VRFLDO VSDFHY H[We&itta@deédedL WV RUL.
space within the dwelling (see Section 3.3). The literature indicates that the home-
centred lifestyle remains associated with a multiplicity of shared and personal
spaces. However, practices of contemporary domesticity are apparent in the
review of emerging new spaces, such as the personal space for adults. In addition,
prospects of new spatial relationships are indicated through the boundaries
between the back garden and each of the living room and kitchen, and children
DQG DGXOWVY VSDFHV $FFRUGLQJO\ WKH RXWOLQHG QH

confirm the need to extend the search to qualitative resolutions alongside
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gquantitative notions of providing extra space. The review provides indications

about the need to redefine the spatiality of family domesticity.
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Chapter 4

Methodology: Researching Contemporary
Domesticity
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Chapter 4: Methodology: Researching
Contempor ary Domesticity

4.1 Introduction

This chapter discusses the methodology followed for exploring the contemporary
GZHOOLQJ PRGHO WKURXJK WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY H[SHULF
philosophical position taken for addressing space through its interrelation with the
LQGLYLGXDOVY H[SHULHQFHV $FFRUGLQJ WR WKLV SRVLV
according to the narrative and the participatory approaches followed in this study

is justified. Then, the multimodal methods taken for applying these approaches

DUH H[SODLQHG E\ HODERUDWLQJ WKH WDFWLFV DSSOLF
active role in developing the knowledge proposed through this study. Explanation

of the methods also highlights how the integration of these methods was applied

to capture the multidimensionality of space. Then, the chapter moves to explain

the journey of the development of the knowledge proposed in this research by
demonstrating the way procedures taken for recruitment and sampling, carrying

out the pilot study and the analysis process were guided by the interest in

constructing the spatial qualities that represent the reality of contemporary family

domesticity.

4.2 Philosophical positions and methodology design

Methodological choices (see Figure 4.2) were made to sustain alignment between

the philosophical position (see Chapter 2) and research purpose (see Chapter 1)
6SHQFHU HW DO ,Q RUGHU WR DGGUHMMWoaKH PDLQ

contemporary domesticity negotiate commonplace domestic architecture? WKH

dwelling +framed as a constituent of culture is considered in this thesis in three

forms that connect collective cultural constructs (Rapoport, 1969) and the
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LQGLYLGXDOVT \-3phti Hriadtices! Arom RhislpBrspective, the dwelling
is also acknowledged as the dynamic field of practice (Bourdieu, 1977) that is
negotiated, produced and reproduced through improvisations and transpositions

accompanying the individuaOVY SUDFWLFHYV (¢ FHRCHN.WLFLW)\

Spacein terms of Space as part of Space as a field
objective individual of actions
structures actions

xAbstract xMotivations xNegotiations
ideals xExisting xHabitation
xSpatial cultural context conditions
structures xPractices XSymbolic
xSymbolic representations
representations

Figure4.1 Modes of addressing the dwelling that guide the
methodological approach, drawing on Bourdieu (1977).

Conceptualising the dwelling from this perspective generated the research sub-

questions that directed the methodological approaches and methods:

Q1-How is contemporary domesticity practised in the pre-existing space?

Q2-How is the pre-existing space negotiated by the inhabitants?

Q3-What do negotiations with architectural space reveal about the contemporary

dwelling model?
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conceptions:

-Priority lists
-Model making

Data sets:

-Needs and
motivations.
-Actions taken on
space throuPh
architectura
elements.
-Actions taken on
sBace through
objects.

-Spatial
relationships.
Habitation
conditions.

experiences:

-Home tours
-Semistructured
Interviews
-visual maps

Data sets:

-Temporal,
material, social and
emotional
dimensions of the
socialgeographies.

-Needs,
0ﬁportunltles, and
challenges.

-Actions taken on
sgace through
objects.

A

Answering Q1:

-Social geographies
associated with
contemporary
domesticity.

-Spatial and
temporal
relationships
between the
explored micro
geographies.

-Actions taken on
place through
objects.

A4

Answering Q2:

Needs and
motivations.

-Challenges and
opportunities.
-Actions taken on
sgace through
objects and
architectural
elements.

Findings for
answering Q3:

-Habitation
conditions.
-Architectural
elements.
-Spatial
relationships.

Answering the main research question:

Findings answering Q1&Q2 allowsghthesising new concepts about the

design of the contemporary family dwelling model.

Figure4.2 The methodology design for answering the research questions.
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7KH LPSRUWDQFH RI WKH VRFLDOLVHG IRUP RI VSDFH LQ"
about the social production of space, suggesting particular aspects to be
investigated (see Figure 4.3 JROORZLQJ /HIHEYUHTVY WKHRU\ WKH F
in this thesis considered the dwelling through representations of dynamic, abstract
fields of lived spaces independently from the physical construction. This means
that the methodology was designed to capture practices, actors, social and spatial
connections, emotions and perceptions associated with the investigated space.
Drawing on Lefebvre (1991), revealing issues related to the active role of space in
enabling these spatial fields (see Section 2.2) required acknowledging these lived
fields alongside the socio-spatial processes that enabled their negotiation and
production within the pre-existing space. This led to the design of a methodology
that would allow the finding of the negotiations, motivations, possibilities and

limitations embedded in the dynamic process of the production of the lived space.

Representations Representations
of sociospatial of the lived
processes space
xMotivations xActors
xAppropriations xHabitation
xPractices conditions
xPossibilities xSymbolic
xLimitations representations
xPractices

Figure4.3 Representationsfahe socialised
space guiding the selection of the methpc
drawing on Lefebvre (1991).

Drawing on Spencer et al. (2003) and Squire et al. (2014), dealing with personal
accounts entails acknowledging the dwelling through multiplicity, relativity, and
subjectivity of the truth about the socially constructed space. Considering Bourdieu
(1977), the methodology envisages the partial understanding of domestic space

that results from the impact of contextual forces in real life. Accordingly, the design
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of the methodology sought to complement social practices that are hindered due
to external influences with conceptions about the dwelling and domestic practices
WKDW PD\ EH HPEHGGHG LQ WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY LPDJLQD
truth directed the design of the methodology towards considering of approaches
and tools that would enhance freedom of expression and creativity in relation to

the representation of space.

According to the ontological position clarified in this section, the methodology
followed in this thesis is inspired by previous research that studied the dwelling as
a field of practice in which domestic ideals are reproduced, such as that of Gregson
and Lowe (1995), Gravey (2001), Attfield (2000, 2002, 2007), Walker (2002),
Dowling and Blunt (2005), Dowling (2008) and Costa Santos et al. (2018).
According to Rendell (2011), these fields fcriticality is identified through the
reflectivity and improvised performative form where boundaries, from this
perspective, are identified through 'relations and interdependencies' that may
accompany tensions and conflicts (Valentine, 2001). As Valentine (2001) notes,
researching such spatial fields requires accepting their complexity, ambiguity and
multidimensionality. In other words, researching spatial fields of practice does not
reveal space in its objective and fixed form. Rather, the aim here is to capture

intersections between social processes, time and space (ibid.).

Looking at architecture through its integration in spatial practices has an impact on
the epistemological position taken in this thesis. According to Rendell (2011), the
fluidity of performed space implies the consideration of matter as an integral
element of the lived space. Such a conception of materiality implied considering
the active role of architecture and objects in the construction of the studied critical

spatial fields. This means that researching and representing architecture in this
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thessemSKDVLVHG WKH pHPERGLPHQW QDUUDWLYH DQG YRL

MLQWHUVHFWLQJ HSLVWHPRORJLHVY DQG RQWRORJLHVY L

The destabilised boundary between the social and material dimensions was
addressed through the multimodality of methods applied in this thesis. Drawing on
Mason (2006), integrating multimodal methods in this thesis also allowed the
capture of the multidimensionality of the emotional, social, temporal and spatial
dimensions of the investigated domestic experiences. Combinations of different
methods allowed the projection of new dimensions that were not expected (ibid.)
such as depicting habitation conditions associated with events that were not
indicated in the literature, addressing domestic space in its abstract form. The
multidimensionality of the revealed data also extended the possibility of capturing
the social processes on the macro level, such as gender roles and parenting style,

and the micro-level, such as emotional and experiential dimensions.

Drawing on a feminist research position, the design of the methodology accepts
the integration of my voice as a researcher and the impact of my critical eye on the
analysis and representation of findings (see Section 4.14). My voice was explicated
by distinguishing between the participants' photos and those taken by myself when
representing the data findings. The subjectivity of my voice was also expressed
through representations of my imagination of the events narrated by the
participants through sketches (see Section 4.12.2). Verbally, when representing
my own process of synthesising the collected data as in section 7.2.1 when stating
my confusion about contradicting data and seeking logic behind the given data

through conversations with my supervisor.

Such philosophical positions also justify excluding other methodological

approaches that have been followed in previous research conducted in the field of
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housing and culture. The interest in the connections between individual agency
and collective domestic ideals explains the avoidance of the determinism of
collective social structures when following a structuralist approach, such as in
Rapoport (1969, 1990), Gauvain et al. (1982), Lawrence (1982, 1990), Kent
(1990), Donley-Reid DQG WKH pXreeddkhUdd Lt Hr@ivL G XD O
(Webster, 2011, p.6) when following a phenomenological approach, as in Korosec-
Serfaty (1984), Serfaty-Garzon (1985), Pennartz (1986), Ozaki (2006) and Alhuzail
(2017). Furthermore, and despite acknowledging the heterogeneity of actors
involved in the production of space in the Latourian network theory (Latour, 2005),
the focus on relational connections between actors, as described in in Silva (2003),
Hitchings (2003), Aarsand and Aronsson (2009) and Jacobs et al. (2012), was

found not to correspond to the research interest in exploring domestic praxis.

4.3 Narrative approach

The narrative approach was followed in this thesis due to its adequacy in exploring

connections between the social and spatial domestic processes on the micro and

macro levels. Scholars, such as Wiles et al. (2005), have demonstrated the
VXFFHVV Rl QDUUDWLYHV LQ UHYHDOLQJ FRQQHFWLRQV
H[SHULHQFHV DWWLWXGHY DQG UHIOHFWLRQVY RQ WKH ¢
DQG VSDWLDO Hhilds @tDaly RGO \VW198). The narrative approach also

contributes to this research by revealing various attitudes towards unknown

constructs of the dwelling model's collectiveness. As previous studies in sociology

indicate, such attitudes FRXOG EH FDSWXUHG WKURXJK WKH LQGLY
(Squires, et al., 2014, p. 61) and convergences and divergences (Leiblich et al.,

1998) that may be revealed when describing personal experiences of a shared

social phenomenon. In housing studies, the narrative approach has been shown

WR EH DQ HIITHFWLYH PHWKRG IRU H[SORULQJ LQGLYLGXD!
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in relation to contextual forces (Shin, 2014), changing conceptions about home

(Alhuzail, 2017) and representations of changing life circumstances (Kellet, 2011).

As Tamboukou, et al. (2008) noted, narratives provide a view of unconscious

UHDOLWLHV WH-présent& oMfutitity jand past in the present, the

FRQVWUXFWLRQ RI WKH SDVW E\ QHZ 3SUHVHQWV”’

future imaginings, in ways that do not give an implicit priority to the personally
experiencedtime § 7 DP ER X N R0O08HE1DTherefore, our notions of spatial
connections can be extended by including a temporal dimension to the spatial
structure of the dwelling. Furthermore, the commonality of temporality in narratives
allows the exploration of personal conceptions of a social situation through

reflections on imaginary futures, or even hypothetical situations (Reissman, 1993).

According to Squires et al. (2014), small scale narratives of everyday domestic

events in this thesis focus on details of the social, spatial and material aspects of

DQG V

WKH LQGLYLGXDOVY GRPHVWLF SUDFWLFHV )XUWKHUPR!

narratives by Leiblich et al. (1998), the narratives were categorised into specific
themes in which domesticity was prioritised over the holistic form of the stories told.
This approach was complemented by the consideration of temporality to clarify
structural aspects of the revealed meanings rather than the holistic form of the

story.

With regards to the participatory methods adopted (see Section 4.4), this thesis

IROORZV 7TDPERXNRX(Y{V S FODLP WKDW SRZHU L(

does not identify dominant forces; in fact, it is the force behind the production of
the truth determined in the research. Accordingly, this research expanded on the
verbal life stories by including visual and physical modelling tools for materialising

intangible spatial features such as emotions and symbolic associations with place
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and the performed practices. Engagement in these modes of expression of space
allowed the participants to actively and critically reflect the lived experiences of

their dwellings and domestic lives.

4.4 Participatory research approach

This research adopted a participatory method IRU EULGJLQJ WKH LQKDELW

N QR Z O H @iduz4j, 2805, p. 165) and my abstract theoretical understanding of

the contemporary dwelling. According to Spinuzzi IV GHVFULSWLRQ RI WKH

knowledge, such collaboration reinforces practical and contextual dimensions that
shape the knowledge developed about the contemporary dwelling. Research in
FKLOGUHQYV FROODER UDaN [2R17), alsX Righliphts trelway tat
voices from outside the academic discourse support transgressing and challenging
existing knowledge. On the broader level, taking the participatory approach in this
thesis was also motivated by the societal purpose of including voices that have
rarely been heard in previous studies into the developed knowledge in housing
research domain, mainly by including cases where negotiating the dwelling place

is obscured by external restrictions such as type of tenure or financial plans.

Collaboration in this thesis deviates from conventionally acknowledged action-
oriented participatory research. Here, | draw on the explanations of Spinuzzi (2005)
and Bergold and Thomas (2012) to highlight that the nature of collaboration in this
theoretical inquiry lies in the participants' awareness and active role in the
development of knowledge. Accordingly, applying this approach in this thesis took
Arnstein  V ODGGHU RI S DThWEL4E) G B¢ b Bule fartdeéfining
the participants' power in the development of knowledge. Aligned with the
FRQVLGHUDWLRQ RI SRZHU SRLQWHG RXW DERYH

initiating and directing the knowledge in this thesis was fundamental to designing
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the data collection and interpretation approach. In this case, | aimed to transgress
WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY UROHYVY RI UHSRUWHUV RU LQIRUPD
on their accounts. Taking the role of a facilitator, | aimed to create WKH pWKLUG VSDF
where the participants could practise their power in representing their critical views
and creating alternative scenarios and solutions that directed the path of the
research (Bergold and Thomas, 2012). In consideration of the views of Howard
and Sommerville (2014) on the authenticity of participation in action research, the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY DFWLYH UROH LQ GLUHFWLQJ WKLV LQY
awareness of the impact of their knowledge and actions on the research activities.
This implied explaining to the participants how their knowledge would support
improving their living conditions and the effects it may have on the broader societal
level (Spinuzzi, 2005). When conducting the research, | was keen to raise the
participanWVY DZDUHQHVYV RI WKHLU UROH LQ WKH H[SORUDWF

their critical voices contributed to directing the research in unplanned directions.

Form of participation Level of participation
Control Degrees of citizen power
Power

Partnership

Placation Degrees of tokenism

Consultation

Informing

Therapy Non-participation

Manipulation

Table4.1 &} Eue }( 3Z % ES] 1% vSe[ JVAIOA u v3 Jv % ES] 1% S}EC E « & Z
participation in Amnstein~i808¢X dZ (JPUE +Z}Ae §Z % ES] % vSe[ Jv(ou vi] o E}o -
through their power in expressing their criticaws.
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Indeed, in the light of the scarcity of space experienced by the participants, they
influenced the turns taken by this research in two situations (see Section 4.13.2).
First, there was a focus on family domesticity because the duality of togetherness
and individuality in family households amplified the shortage of space, especially
when comparing the young couple and one adult households. Second, the focus
on indeterminacy of domestic space arose due to the mismatch between the

SDUWLFLS D @ WMe/rfegbtaiztvspade Qthat they were representing through

WKH GDWD FRQVWUXFWLRQ SURFHVV +RZHYHU SRVVLELO

influential role through their reflections on the research outcomes (Spinuzzi, 2005;
Bergold and Thomas, 2012; Howard and Somerville, 2014) were limited in this
research. The time taken for data analysis caused the loss of contact with some
participants due to significant changes in their circumstances or their loss of
interest in participation. Reflexivity on the participatory process was also
considered through plans for sharing the research outcomes and reflections of
wider society (Bergold and Thomas, 2012). Nonetheless, as the data analysis was
being completed during the situation of Covid-19, it was not possible to arrange

interactive public events.

A design-oriented approach associated with exploring the contemporary dwelling
impacts the way the participatory approach is applied in this thesis. Accordingly,
creating physical products was significant in materialising the imagined and
experienced architectural features of the dwellings (Spinuzzi, 2005; Clark, 2007).
'UDZLQJ RQ 6SLQX]]L WKH SUDFWLFDO IRUP
also been enhanced by employing interactive methods, such as taking photos of
the dwelling, making visual maps and model making (see Sections 4.7 and 4.8).
Representing the dwelling through these methods aimed to materialise struggles

and possibilities intertwined with the everyday experience of the dwelling.

RI WKH

[
.

BURYLGLQJ DQ HQYLURQPHQW WKDW VXSSRUWHG WKH SIL
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participants to transgress reality through criticism and even to simulate imagined
spatial features that were not possible to implement in reality (Sanoff, 2006).
Providing this environment required building familiarity between the participants
and myself by considering organising the fieldwork in a sequence from the
reporting of information to criticising and taking actions on space creatively. As Lee
(2008) explained, enhancing creativity during a participatory process requires
flexible research methods that would extend the impulsive and improvised form of
WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY NQRZOHGJH ,Q WKLV UHVSHFW WK
such freedom through the open-endedness of interview questions, the taking of
SKRWRV WKDW ZRXOG UHIOHFW SDUWLFLSDQWVY H[SHULH

of materials provided for model making.

7KH GHVLJQ RI WKH PHWKRGRORJ\ IROORZLQJ WKLV DSSUF
VXJIJHVWHG FRQVWUXFWY RI D SDUWLFLSDWh& B\ UHVHD!
participating? What are the activities that would enable participation? Where

should the participation lead? How would the participants be involved?” 6DQRII

2006, p. 136). Answering these questions relied on a pilot study where the sample

frame, the refinement of the methodology and the type of data obtained were

determined independently from pre-determined assumptions.
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As discussed above, the pivotal reason for asking the participants to materialise

their knowledge through the activities undertaken in this research was to bridge

between their knowledge and my own. The multidimensionality of the investigated

lived space required a methodology that considered multiple forms of
UHSUHVHQWDWLRQ RI WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY H[SHULHQFH
stages of fieldwork (see Figure 4.4).

Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3

Photos taken by Visual maps Model making
the participant

SN SN N

The My = The The
S%?WLFLSDQKM"EW“(;:&" SDUWLFLSDQ\quencal SDUWLFLSDQVYhi}{,et,Cm
\éir r:ssion nowledge verbal knowledge  Vverbal knowledge
of ?he lived expression expression of

. of the lived the imaginary
Space: space: space:
Home tours Narrative Priority listing

interviews activity

Figured4 }vv 3]}ve SA v §Z % ES|E%e v&E[Z E[§AvI}Ao P }A E ](( E v§ 8§

4.5 Case study s trategy

A case study was used in this research to explore the spatiality of contemporary

domesticity as performed and negotiated during everyday life. To amplify intangible

aspects underlying the investigated lived spaces, this thesis drew on Seawright

and Gerring (2008) and Yin (2009) by taking a single case study in which domestic

life experiences take place in dwellings that represent different domestic

paradigms. This approach aimed to explore the spatiality of contemporary

domestic practices through cr LWLFDO VSDWLDO ILHOGY DVVRFLDWHC
negotiations with the pre-existing space as investigated in Attfield (2007),

Berglund-Lake (2008), Cruz-Petit (2015) and Costa Santos et al. (2018).
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In such light, Tyneside flats, a distinct spatial solution for the Victorian family
dwelling prevalent in Newcastle, UK (see Figure 4.5), were chosen for addressing
the enquiry of this thesis. Developed in the Victorian era under the constraints of
limited space, the flats preserve the Victorian back-and-front duality (see Section
5.2) while occupying one floor of a traditional two-storey Victorian terraced house,
with each flat having its own entrance and backyard (see Figure 4.6). However,
despite the popularity of Victorian terraced houses as family residences, Tyneside
flats are not perceived as permanent residences for contemporary families
(Lancaster, 1994; Wadsworth, 2011), indicating spatial constraints on
accommodating contemporary domesticity. Further details about the social
construction and the spatial features of the Tyneside flats are included in Chapter
5. Thus, drawing upon Rapoport (1969), such constraints provide the opportunity

to identify critical aspects of contemporary home life.
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Figure4.5 Marked in blackt TheTyneside flats in Heaton (top left), South Shields (top right), Wallsend
(bottom left), and Gateshead (bottom right). Source: Northern Consortium of Housing Authorities rep
(1979, pp. 1215).

From a practical perspective, the significance of these flats to the housing stock of
Newcastle upon Tyne and the good structural condition (Northern Consortium for
Housing Authorities, 1979), encourages the enquiry about how these flats
accommodate contemporary domestic life. Drawing on Keith (2007), who studied
FXOWXUDO GLPHQVLRQV EHKLQG WKH PpREVROHVFHQFHY F

ORVV RI YDOXH RU XWLOLW\ RI DQ REMHFW RU SURGXFYV
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requires the search for a new social construction of the possibilities of living in old
housing. This enquiry becomes persistent when considering the various
approaches for dealing with these flats in the last decade either by demolition, as
reported by Gerry Jackson (BBC News, 2014) or by replicating their design as in

The Malings project by Ash Sakula Architects

www.ashsak.com/projects/malings). Accordingly, investigating the Tyneside flats

in this thesis implies an intention to provide evidence-based knowledge about

conflicts and possibilities that should be considered when regenerating these flats.

First floor First floor
backyard backyard
Ground Bath Ground Bath
floor room floor room
backyard backyard
Kitchen Kitchen
Bedroom Bedroom
Living room Living room
Bedroom Bedroom
Bedroom

Figure4.6 An exemplaplan sketch of the Tyneside flats, first floor (le

and ground floor (right).

MUE W dZ pSZ}E

}v &0[ (0 § v uthe

Northern Housing Consortium report (1979, pp-38).
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One interesting fact about these flats is the similarity between their size and the
contemporary housing standards for a two-bedroom dwelling. Nonetheless, the
reported failure of these flats to accommodate family living places the quantified
measures in the housing standards guidance under dispute. Accordingly, conflicts
related to contemporary family living in these flats implied potential to explore

qualitative criteria to enhance contemporary family living.

Finally, the choice of this case study was also driven by a personal motivation
related to my experience of a one-year tenancy with my family (two adults and two
children) in a Tyneside flat. Despite our anticipation that a three-bedroom flat
would be suitable for us, the difficulties experienced in accommodating our life in
this flat triggered my curiosity as a researcher to investigate this case at a deeper
level. However, | excluded my participation as an informant in this thesis due to the
considerations required when applying and analysing the autoethnographic

method (Holt, 2003; Anderson, 2006).

4.6 Recruiting participants

As anticipated at the outset of the research, reaching participants who were willing
to share details and show their dwellings to a stranger was far from straightforward.
This difficulty was exacerbated by a lack of familiarity with the research methods
and the length of time required from the participants for data collection. Some
potential participants were willing to take part in the research under the
understanding that data collection would be through interviews and surveys but
were either reluctant to proceed after the interview or withdrew from participation
once the full methodology had been explained to them. Notably, participants who
continued were motivated by personal considerations. Some were interested in

contributing to knowledge and seeing the application of new research methods that
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included creativity and were aimed at addressing a research problem that was
interesting to them. Others were motivated by our social connection and their
desire to support their friend. In most cases, the participants who took part in the

fieldwork were familiar with me and my research field.

At the outset of the fieldwork, | relied on flyers calling for those interested in taking
part in research exploring the spatial features of the contemporary family dwelling
(see Figure 4.7). These flyers were distributed around the Northumbria University
campus and by email through different institutions. This method was unsuccessful
as it failed to highlight the practical problems that might have captured personal
interest in addressing real-life issues and could have motivated readers to
participate. Accordingly, | engaged directly by explaining to friends and colleagues
the nature of my fieldwork and called for participation. Thus, a snowball recruitment
and sampling procedure had more success in motivating people to participate (see

Figure 4.8).

Figure4.7 Participation invitation flyer. Source: The author
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author

A friend A friend A friend F2 F6

F1 F5 F3
|
F4

Figue 4.8 Mapping the snowball recruiting procedure followed fc
reaching the participants

The sampling procedure

The sampling procedure followed in this qualitative research was concerned with
the definition of the 'relationship of the sample to the wider universe' (Mason, 2002,
p. 123) +t WKH pZLGHU XQLYHUVHY KHUH EHLQJ IDPLO\ KRXV
progressive and iterative nature of the research process (see Section 4.2),
decisions about the sampling were taken during the process (Silverman, 2013,
p.69). This sampling strategy was guided by a combined empirical and theoretical
logic' (Mason, 2002, p.124). At the first stage, changes in the sampling procedure
took place in parallel to a change on the broader population's boundaries from
diverse households to families with children (see Table 4.3 for details on narrowing
down the sample). According to Mason (2002), this sampling strategy was guided

by a combined empirical and theoretical logic' (Mason, 2002, p.124).

On the theoretical level, the sample was narrowed down according to the
development of the research inquiry during different stages of the analysis and
review of the literature. On the practical level, the sample frame was developed
according to the access to potential participants and the adequacy of the initial

emergent themes to respond to the central research enquiry.
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Initially, the research addressed the broader population of UK residents through
three cases of that indicated potential to raise differentiated facets of contemporary

domesticity in the UK:

1-The Tyneside flats indicated the potential to raise issues related to the

regeneration of existing housing precedence.

2-The Malings project, where exploring experiences of domesticity within a
reiteration of the local Tyneside flats suggested possibilities to raise issues related
WR WKH GHVLJQHUVY UHLQWHUSU H \&alty\bE doerRiordyK H 7\Q HV

domesticity.

3-The Boklok residential project, led by lkea, that represents a global approach for
contemporary dwelling design. Experiences of the Boklok were considered upon
the expectation of the potential of bringing up issues related to the relationship

between the global and local conceptions of contemporary domesticity.

Drawing on the pilot study (see Section 4.10), narrowing down the sample frame
to focus on the residents of the Tyneside flats was in part due to difficulty in
reaching participants in the other projects as well as being due to the adequacy of
findings to the research enquiry (see Section 4.13.2). At a later stage of the study,
the sample frame was narrowed down to focus on families who live with children
in the Tyneside flats. This decision was taken due to the multiplicity of the spatial
and social boundaries revealed through their experiences of domesticity in these
flats. The sample also restricted a length of tenure no less than a year to eliminate
the impact of relocation (Scannell and Gifford, 2010; Shin, 2014) on disrupting the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY OLIH SDWWHUQ

Following this recruitment and sampling procedure, the experiences of six families
with children living in Tyneside flats were investigated for this study (see Table 5.1

for details about the participants). Due to the qualitative nature of the enquiry of
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this thesis, the size of the sample was a decision that relied on the saturation of
the concepts emerging from the data analysis (Morse, 2000; Patton, 2002;
Silverman, 2003; Mason, 2010). As Morse (2000) explanation of the research
variables that influence the size of the sample, the complexity of the methodology
design of this thesis had an impact on the decision of the size of the researched
sample. Such sample allowed managing the quality of the obtained data during the
data collection and analysis with respect to the resources of this project and my
skills as a novice researcher. The saturation of the emerging concepts formed an
intrinsic aspect underlying the decision on the sample size (Morse, 2000; Patton,
2002; Silverman, 2003). The idiosyncratic nature of the explored domestic
practices in this thesis emphasised the experience of every new participant is
expected to raise new dimensions to the addressed research enquiry. This means
WKDW pUHGXQGDQF\Y *XED S FLWHG LQ
of saturation could not be applicable in this thesis as matter of repetition of data.
Rather, saturation was considered according to the cohesion of the emerging
themes and their plausibility in addressing the research question. As Mason (2010)
explains, in this case, new dimensions obtained from a bigger sample may not

extend the understanding proposed by the finding.

The diversity of the cultural background of these families and varying ages of their
children broadened the explored dimensions of the duality between the

idiosyncrasy of domestic praxis and the fixity of domestic architecture. To minimise

3DWWRQ

GLVUXSWLRQ RI WKH SDUW.LF L Sarqriyaeyl dédomibg © theiHY WKH |

availability during the time set for the data collection session for each household.

In some cases, participation was during the afternoon family time in the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY IODWYV &KLOGUHQ ZHUH VRPHWLPHY DU

SDUHQWY WR UHIOHFW WKHLU YLHZV ,Q RWKHU FDVHV S
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breaks at Northumbria University (see Section 5.3 for details about the

participants).

Prior to data collection, | took the opportunity to explain the information and consent
sheets for starting a short informal conversation. This opportunity was aimed at
familiarising the participants with their role in the research and my position as an

outsider entering a private domestic world that | am not familiar with.

4.7 Listening to stories

4.7.1 Home tours

/ILVWHQLQJ WR WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY VW Rphasd dftheW DUWH G
ILHOGZRUN UHSUHVHQWHG DQ LQWURGXFWLRQ WR WKH G
et al. 2008, p. 80) where socio-spatial practices are performed, negotiated and

presented through the interrelation between people, objects and space. In this

case, | considered my position to be an outsider to the families. Thus, the choice

RI ZKHWKHU WR VKRZ pRWKHUVY *RIIPDQ WKH LQIRUI
to keep the place in a self-representational form was left to the participants.

Drawing on Allan (1989), positioning the outsider in the family sphere was in itself

the first socio-cultural construct that | captured during my fieldwork (see Figure

4.9). Indeed, this sensitivity was notable when F5 was open to showing me all
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details of their flat as used in their everyday life but were uncomfortable with

making this image public through photos.

Figure4.9 Different attitudes towards showing

$Z A 00]vP %o 3§} }use] &
with no trace of everyday related objects (top)
&i[+ o]AlvVR]&Z}Z Z]o [ §}C

all over the place (bottom).

During the tour, the participants were asked to show their home and talk about
their everyday life in it (Ross et al., 2012). In similarity to Woodward (2003), this
tour was carried out as an informal conversation about how the participants lived
and used the spaces in their flats. As Jacobs et al. (2012) noted, conducting the

LOQOWHUYLHZ ZKLOH PRYLQJ ZLWKLQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWYV
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FRQVFLRXVQHVV RI WKH LQWHUYLHZYV IRUPDOLW\ (YHQ F
of formality as a reaction to my presence zas an outsider =l still had the chance

WR REVHUYH DVSHFWV RI pQRUPDOLW\T 3LQGHU R
SDUWLFLSDQWVYT XQFRQYVF Ldpacy @tedrscdonR(Belivion] LQBOE R G \
Seamon, 2018) and the immersion of their descriptions of the different spaces and

objects in their flats in their everyday practices and emotions. Such for-

grantedness in the experience of space was also noticed through the behaviour of

other family members and their spontaneous comments *even if they were not

fully involved in the home tour +on their experience of space.

For this reason, | chose not to video record the tours to allow the opportunity to
REVHUYH SDUWLFLSDQWVY QDWXUDO DWWLWXGHV LQ SOD
what to record about their flats either through photos they took themselves or
through them pointing out what they would like me to photograph. | also included
my reflections on what | saw by taking notes and taking photos with their consent.
For reference during the analysis process, the tours were audio recorded with the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY FRQVHQW

Giving the participants the control to choose what and how to show their flats
enabled their active role in constructing the knowledge in this thesis. Their critical
voices were captured during the tours by asking why and how their socio-spatial
practices were practised and negotiated. Additionally, choosing what to record
through the photos and explaining the reason behind their choices reflected critical
aspects of what they valued or struggled with during their experience of domesticity
in their flats. Planning the home tour this way helped me immerse my perception
of the reality of contemporary family living in the Tyneside flats while giving the

participants the control to direct the constructs of this image.
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4.7.2 Narrative Interview

Discovering details of issues addressed in the thesis relied on employing in-depth
semi-structured interviews (Seamon, 2000; Smith and Osborn, 2008, p. 57,

Creswell and Poth, 2013, p. 131; Dowling, 2008). In addition to the narrative

approach taken in this thesis (see Section 4.x), in order to explore specific themes

DERXW WKH VSDWLDOLW\ RI WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVYT GRPI
methodology relied on the life story interview technigque described by McAdam

(1985, 1993, cited in Lieblich et al., 1998, p. 25). Following this approach, the

participants divided their everyday experiences into a series of events and narrated

each of them separately.

The interview process was divided into three stages. At the outset, | employed the
opening question technigue prescribed by Wengraf (2001) and King and Horrocks
(2010, p. 223) to inquire about general issues related to their experiences of their
flats, such as when they started to live there and how they generally found their
experience. Such a general enquiry prepared the participants for the main focus of
the interview. The participants were then asked to consider parts of their domestic
OLYHV DV HMERRN FKD S didd fileqgentDs@asondl it tcgsibnallevents
taking place in their domestic lives. At this point of the interview, the participants
were asked to take a few minutes to think of these events and write about them.
The second stage formed the main part of the interview in which the participants
narrated their listed events. In this stage, interview questions were guided by
themes related to research objectives (Smith and Osborn, 2008, p. 58; Shin, 2014).
Applying this structured approach, | followed the interviewing technique in
Csikszentmihalyi and Rochberg-Halton (1981) and Shin (2014), in which
participants were led through three sets of questions about their experiences of
their flats. The first set focused on events that were practised; the second set

focused on details related to temporal and spatial practices; and the third set
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focused on exploring the process of negotiating the pre-existing space through
perceptions, motivations and actions taken on space. However, these questions
were also left open to provide participants with the freedom to reflect on their
experiences and encourage them to tell their own stories (see the interview
schedule in Appendix 1). The final stage of the interview included questions that
considered three aspects. First, the participants were asked about their feelings
about their experiences in their flats. Second, the participants were prepared for
the next step of data collection zlisting their priorities about their needs that would
improve their experiences of their flats. Finally, the participants were given the
space to contribute to the research inquiry development by adding aspects that
had not been covered during the interview that they may have found of value in

their lives in their flats.

Two aspects were taken into consideration when questions were scheduled. First,
they would start with general descriptions of the listed events, then gradually
inquiries would encourage participants to express their feelings and describe
concepts associated with their experience of space during these events (see Table
4.2). Second, and drawing on Pennartz (1986), difficulties the participants may
face when relating their experiences were considered. Therefore, reflections on
place were indirectly inquired about through how they mediated space with

situations, practices, feelings and conceptions.
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Interview stage

Focal aspects related to the first research question:

How is contemporary domesticity practised in the pre-existing space?

Stage 1

Event content

Stage 2

Temporal and spatial practices

Interview stage

Focal aspects related to the second research question:

How is the pre-existing space negotiated by the inhabitants?

Stage 3

Perceptions and feelings during the event

Stage 4

Perceptions and conceptions about space

Table 4.2 Focal aspects of each interview stage.

Further, the pivotal

role of the body ispace relationship in this inquiry directed the

design of the verbal questioning tools used during the interview to include terms

that would reflect what they sensed in space (Pallasma, 2017). Prompts about

such experiential aspects were included, as outlined in Table 4.3.

Experiential
dimensions

Verbal prompts

Attributes  of  the
experience of home
(Sixsmith, 1986).

Happiness, belonging, responsibility, self-expression, permanence,

privacy.

Attributes of
experiencing
pleasantness in the

Communication with one another, accessibility to one another,

relaxation, freedom, being occupied.

home (Pennartz,
1986).
Experiential modes of
privacy (Newell,
1996).

Solitude, isolation, reserve, secrecy, fantasy.
(The exact meaning of each prompt in this category was explained during
the interview session).

Perception of space in
relation to subjects
and matter (Thiis
Evensen1987)

Aspects describing the sense of motion in space: dynamic, static, central,
calm, cosy.

Aspects describing spatial character: spacious, compact, tight, bright,
dark.

Aspects describing the materiality in space: warm, cold, soft,

comfortable, hard, rough, fine.

Table 4.3 Verbal prompts used during the interview.
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Receiving information from the participants was an interactive process in which |
attended the interview withan DQDO\WLFDO pH\HY DQG puHDUY %UDXQ
p. 8). This included making observations and notes about aspects of significance
to the research, or particular to the participants. This reflexive interviewing
approach was enhanced by using probing techniques to obtain further details when
information seemed to have further dimensions related to the research interest

(Csikszentmihalyi and Rochberg-Halton, 1981).

According to Elwood and Martin (2000), using the dwelling as the interview site

formed a sensitive aspect of this research. On the one hand, this was due to

sensitivity to the privacy of domestic life. On the other hand, the familiarity of the
LOQOWHUYLHZLQJ YHQXH SURYLGHG WKH RSSRUWXQLW\ WR
and to picture events and socio-spatial practices while the participants narrated

them. Therefore, to avoid the inconvenience may be caused when conducting
ILHOGZRUN LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY IODWV WKH\ ZHUH J
a public venue (collaboration rooms at Northumbria University Library) as sites for

interviewing and model making.

4.7.3 Visual mapping

Integrating visual methods with interviews is a methodological approach that is
commonly applied for extending the details implied within the collected data.
Researchers, such as Yang (2015) and Warner et al. (2016), prescribe visual
depiction of experiences as a tool for expanding on aspects that may have
remained unspoken during interviews. To extend beyond the representational form
of the visual methods, visual mapping was used to explore the lived space to depict
the variation in actions, spatial fields and objects associated with different domestic
practices (Gibson, et al., 2013; Dowling et al. 2015). Drawing on researchers, such

as Woodward (2015), who advocated the integration between interviewing and
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visual methods, reflection on visual maps during the interview in this thesis
revealed multiple facets of space. In particular, connections could be established
between the intangible social and sensual aspects from one side and the material
and spatial aspects from the other. According to these considerations, | integrated
visual mapping with the narrative interview in a complementary way. The
participants were asked to depict their socio-spatial practices, objects, emotions
and perceptions of space on the maps while telling their stories. Visual mapping
was applied using a kit that included an A3 sheet of paper with a plan of a
SDUWLFLSDQWTYV I1ODW DQG D QXPEHU RI Waigpe&VSDUHQW
separately in a different colour (see Figure 4.10). This tool kit allowed me to
examine spatial relationships between each aspect during the data analysis phase.
Additionally, a set of verbal prompts included in the interview tool kit provided
suggestions of meanings the participants would like to associate with the

experience of each event (see Table 4.2).

The interviews were audio recorded and transcribed verbatim in two phases. The
first phase relied on Descript transcription software. Then, | revised the transcript
in reference to the audio recordings and field notes taken by myself. According to
Braun and Clarke (2006), this phase prepared me for the analysis process by

building familiarity and taking initial analytical notes.
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Figure4.10 Showing different layers used for visual mapping. Blue: spztal practices; Green: perceptions of sp
red: emotional aspects. Source: The author.
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4.8 Seeing dreams

After exploring realities of everyday experiences, physical models were employed

WR H[SORUH WKH VSDWLDO VWUXFWXUH DVVRFLDWHG ZL'
imagination of how their dwellings should be. In seeking a collaborative process

for constructing knowledge about the contemporary family dwelling, this study used

model making to empower the participants to restructure their flats according to

their needs and uses of spaces that they could not accommodate in reality. This

method has been applied in collaborative housing research, such as Lawrence

(1987, p. 218). The redesign of housing plans in Canada” UHOLHG RQ SDUWLFL
models that represented their redefinition of existing dwelling designs according to

their conceptions of domestic life needs. A similar application was employed by

Fagih (2005), who explored changes to the spatial structure of the Madurese house

EDVHG RQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY PRGHOV RI WKHLU pGUHLEL

Exploring spatial features through physical models aimed to provide the
participants with a tool that allowed them to examine spatial features that they
aspired to have in their flats. Accordingly, | did not expect the reproduced flats to
provide realistic architectural solutions. Rather, as Birch et al. (2017, p. 230)
explained, | considered the models to be representations of abstract spatial
VWUXFWXUHVY WKDW DOORZHG WKH SDUWLFLSDQWY WR P/
2017, p. 230) about the socio-spatial practices and conceptions about their
dwellings. The use of model making in this thesis has even exceeded its role as a
WKLQNLQJ WRRO 7KLV PHWKRG VHHPHG WR HQKDQFH WK
spatial features that they created, as had occurred in the study of Fagih (2005)
when the participants implemented the spatial structure of the constructed model

from memory. Similarly, the participants in this research linked the spatial features

7 This model making activity was undertaken as part the Cooperative Housing Action ProQamadta
founded in the Province of Alberta in 1976 (Lawrence, 1987, p. 217).
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of their reconstructed flats to their plans for their future homes. Most of them took
photos of the models to return to these features when they came to design their
future homes, and even reported back to me how the model making allowed them
to think about spatial solutions that they carried out by rearranging the setting in

their flats according to their models.

ExtendiQJ IRUPV Rl WKLQNLQJ DQG H[SUHVVLRQ GXULQJ WK
by combining the model making process with other research methods enriched the
data obtained using these methods. Following this approach, Fagih (2005)
HISORUHG WKH 0DGXUWHVMHE)GLUHDHPIKWBWLQJ WKH PRGHOO!
multidisciplinary methodology that included interviews and observations as
ethnographic methods, as well as employing sketching as an architectural method.
This techniqgue was applied during model making in this thesis through
XQVWUXFWXUHG FRQYHUVDWLRQVY EHWZHHQ WKH SDUWLF
FRQYHUVDWLRQVY :RRGZDUG S KHOSHG EULGJH
DERXW WKH VSDWLDO IHDWXUHY IURP DQ DFDGHPLF SHL
subjective perceptions of the spatial features they were creating. Accordingly,
these conversations were audio recorded, and notes were taken by me for

reference during the analysis process.

The design of the model making tool kit

Features of the model appear to have an impact on the nature of information
mediated through the spatial characteristics of the created models. In general,
Schilling (2007) explained in his book about physical modelling that deciding on
the scale of a physical model depends on both the desired level of detail or
abstraction, and the perception of the entirety of the concept represented by the
model. In such light, models scaled 1:50 and 1:20 have been successful in showing

spatial relationships and including details such as furniture and decorative objects
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in housing studies, such as those of Fagih (2005) and Lawrence (1987),
respectively. After examining both sizes (see Figure 4.11), it was found that a scale
of 1:20 showed adequate levels of detail of spatial relations while allowing both the
perception of the whole of the model and the addition of details inside the modelled

spaces.

Figure4.11 comparing models scaled 1:50 (top
that scaled 1:20 (bottom) showed that the laf
provided a tool that was easier to handle w
including details inside the constructed spaces.

SourceThe author

An exploratory model making activity for this thesis required the design of a tool kit

that would enhance the manipulation of the physical constituents of space such as

the walls, partitions and furniture. For this SXUSRVH D pu6HJD GURIHWKRG
GHVLIJQHU NLW SUHSDUHG WR pWUDQVIHU DEVWUDFW GH
(see Figure 4.12) was provided as a starting point for a suitable modelling kit that

ZRXOG HQKDQFH WKH SDUWLFLSD @it §pstidlwdthloGsRips WR H[SH

and proportions of architectural space (see Figure 4.13). Lawrence (1987) showed
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that combining this array of panels and modular boards with scaled furniture

HQKDQFHG WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY VHQVH RI WKH VL]H RI W

Figure4.12 Zz~ P o u §&inddelling kit tlat includes panels of similar size:
and a modular board.
Source: Lee, 2006, p.12.

Figure4.13 The model making tool kit designed for this thésiduded foam
board panels of different shapes and siZes) and a modular base board
(Bottom) Source: The author.

The flexibility of the tools was further enhanced through the abstraction and
multiplicity of alternatives provided to the participants. Here, | follow die
% D X S L O Roimtdugq f2019) view of the participatory approach as an excursion

IRU FRQVWUXFWLQJ VSDFHV WKDW PDWHULDOLVH WKH pV
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participants' lives. According to the perspective taken for applying the participatory
approach in this study (see SHFWLRQ WKHVH VSDFHY DUH FRQVWI
of an intensive exchange of ideas of the atmospheric qualities of spaces and
structures between user and architect (Op. Cit.). Facilitating the creative
HI[SUHVVLRQ RI WKH LPDJLQHG VSDFH ZDV DRgpo&hLQVSLUH
in allowing the freedom of moving between the two and three-dimensional modes

of spatial expression for facilitating the children particpation (Op. Cit. p72-75).

In such light, | encouraged the participants to draw while constructing and talking
about the way they wanted to redesign their flats. Further, to avoid providing
components that would represent pre-determined functions (see Figure 4.14), such
as furniture or architectural elements, the design of the tool kit included foam
boards of a variety of shapes and sizes, and materials of different textures and
colours. This flexibility enabled the participants to creatively represent their
conceptions of their dwellings by making personalised objects and constructions

(see Figure 4.15).

Figure4.14 Abstract tool kit elements for physical modelling with children.
Top lefthttps://www.baupiloten.com/workshops/learmoveplay-ground/

Top right:https://www.baup iloten.com/workshops/kbuffet-kinderrestaurantkoeln/

Bottom left Hofmann, 2019, p.75.
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¢ Including a bathtub in
the living room.

Figured.15dZ % ES] 1% vse[ E 3]A providp@idEprasest C
their personal conceptiand dreams for their dwelling plase
Source: The author

In order to focus the activity on the critical socio-spatial aspects that the participants
needed in their lives, spatial restrictions were imposed by asking the participants
to keep their reconstructions within the limits of the plot size. This means that the
participants were able to extend their flats through light structures within the
backyards or vertical extensions. Surprisingly, the participants texcept F6 twere
interested in exploring solutions for flat living for families. A sense of responsibility
towards supporting social equality in the community motivated the mother in F1 to
participate in providing a comfortable and affordable alternative for families in low-
income social groups. Furthermore, each of F2 and F5 valued the practicality of
managing family duties when living in a flat tparticularly when having two working
adults. From this point of view, the reconstructions proposed by both the mother in
F2 and the father in F5 were motivated by their interest in improving the experience

of family life in the Tyneside flat.
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At the outset, | expected that | would be collaborating with the participants in
making the models. However, | was surprised with the way the participants took
over the task with clear visions about what they wanted to do and how. Accordingly,
my role changed in this case from that of a collaborator to a facilitator of the task
by helping with the technical aspects of constructing the model and by asking
questions to clarify the motivations behind their decisions. These informal
conversations were audio recorded for my reference during the analysis.
Additionally, the open-endedness of these conversations enhanced the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY |1UHH G R PexgredgsiénUI HIBONbOR nowws tdxr€lleéct V H O |

my own observations about the process and distinctive features of the models.

4.9 The transition from the verbal to the physical expression of space

A priority listing activity was planned to prepare the participants for the move from
the verbal to the physical mode of expressing space. This activity also represented
a move from the immersion in reality towards retrieving abstract concepts that the
participants may have for their dwellings in their imagination. Accordingly, this
activity was carried out either at the end of the interview session or at the beginning

of the model making activity.

To prepare the participants for a physical representation of space, they were
instructed to list the activities they would like to include in their domestic life in three
forms to represent the experience of space they would like to have in their dwelling
(see Appendix 2). First, they listed activities that they would like to include in their
life. Then, they expressed and sketched the spatial relations between this activity
and other activities they would like to include in their dwelling. Spatial relations
were expressed at this stage in a relative form (Norberg-Schulz, 1980), such as
nearby, away from or in the same place. Finally, to depict a holistic image about

the spaces that they listed, using visual mapping prompts the participants
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described the character of the space that they would like to experience during the
listed activity. Relationships between motivations and spatial features created
through these phases provided me with an analytical tool for reading the spatial
IHDWXUHV RI WKH PRGHOV ZKLOH DGKHULQJ WR WKH SDU\

place.

It is worth noting that the participants hesitated when asked to list needs that were
critical in their domestic lives as this verbal mode of expressing the imagined space
lacked the sense of the spatial restrictions that would justify these priorities.
Accordingly, when difficulty in expressing their concepts was found, | simplified the
task by asking them to list the activities that they would wish to accommodate in
their flats. Then, the process of prioritising these wishes took place implicitly when

dealing with the given spatial constraints during model making.

4.10 Preparing for fieldwork

A pilot study was carried out in order to examine the application of the methods to
be employed in the context of the research. It also aimed to inspect the reliability
of the data collection methods, sample frame and the potential case studies in

providing data that would be adequate to answer the research sub-questions:

1- How is contemporary domesticity practised in the pre-existing space?
2- How is the pre-existing space negotiated by the inhabitants?

3- What do negotiations with architectural space inform us about the contemporary

dwelling?
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4.10.1 The sample

At the outset, the sample designed for the pilot study was intended to explore the
domesticity of diverse residents who experience their domestic lives in dwellings
designed under the constraints of space scarcity in urban contexts. In such light,
Tyneside flats, Boklok and The Malings were initially assigned as three potential
case studies. At this stage of the project, it was decided that a single case study
research strategy was to be followed due to difficulties in reaching participants who

live either in the Boklok or The Malings projects.

A convenience sampling procedure conducted during the pilot study did not include
restrictions on age to allow the consideration of two aspects. First, this would
enable an examination of the differences between adults and children in their
perceptions of their flats and conceptions of the dwelling places when engaged in
the assigned research activities. Second, this would allow an examination of the
adequacy of the designed activities for the adults and children. The sample also
included diverse household structures as family life, assigned as the researched
socio-cultural aspect of domesticity, had not been decided at this stage of the

research project.

Accordingly, the pilot study included seven households living in first floor Tyneside
flats. F6, a couple who lived with their 6 and 10 year old children and were planning
to move out of the flat shortly. H1, a single adult sharing a Tyneside flat with
flatmates, with no access to the backyard and who was planning to stay in the flat
for at least another year. H2, a father and his 14 and 8 year old girls (C1 and C2,
respectively), who moved out of their flats ten months before participation. All the
participants had lived in the UK for at least one year, and the adults occupied

academic positions.
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4.10.2 Methodological outcomes

Examining the preliminary design of the methodology informed the following
aspects that were considered to refine the methodology and methods used in the
fieldwork. This phase also helped me become familiar with both the sensitivity of

the privacy of the dwelling and the nature of the dwelling as a field site.

The home tours

Despite the acknowledgement of walk-along interviews as a tool for building
rapport between the researcher and participants (Jacobs et al., 2012), the need to
move within the rooms of the dwelling during this research activity brought forth
the need to consider the sensitivity of exposing the dwelling to an outsider +myself.
After examining different sequences of the interviews and home tours, | realised
that holding an informal conversation with the participants prior to conducting
fieldwork helped me prepare them for the research activities. Including these
conversations in my fieldwork plan also helped me gain familiarity with the dwelling
as a field site and direct my thoughts towards prominent issues that | should be

attentive to during the home tours.

Conducting the narrative interviews

Drawing on the interview methods reviewed in section 4.7.2, the pilot study was
intended to compare between each of the opening questions in two interviewing
approaches: the biographic narrative interpretive method (Wengraf, 2001; King
and Horrocks, 2010, p. 223) and the life story interview method (McAdam 1985,
1993, cited in Lieblich et al., 1998, p. 25). The former relied on initiating the
LOQOWHUYLHZ ZLWK DQ RSHQ TXHVWLRQ DERXW WKH UHVLC
latter requested the participant to divide their home life according to themes that
represented their perception of each section. This comparison revealed the

efficiency of the latter approach in addressing the research enquiry due to the
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focused issues raised when asking the participants to divide their domestic life into

book chapters according to the themes of each event at the outset of the interview.

The interview protocol also examined the sequence for combining visual methods
with the interviews. This examination showed that reflecting the narrated events
on the map during the interview helped avoid redundancy in data and the lengthy

data collection process that appeared when conducting each activity separately.

Model making

The model tool kit was developed during the pilot study over three stages. First, a
1:50 scale model was constructed on a cardboard base using cardboard panels
and plasticine to hold the panels together (see Figure 4.16). The model was used
WR WHVW WKH HIILFLHQF\ RI WKH PHWKRG LQ REWDLQLQJ
conceptions of how their flats could be more suitable for their lives. Then, a 1:20
scale model was constructed using foam panels on a foam board and sticking tape
to fix the panels together (see Figure 4.16). Participants were provided with panels
that varied in size and with different shaped openings to allow them to change the
nature of the spatial relations between the spaces they were creating. Despite the
efficiency shown when handling the 1:20 scale and the provided materials, neither
the sticking tape nor the foam board provided the flexibility needed to enhance the
exploratory modelling task. The participants also commented that using panels of
smaller dimensions would increase the alternative solutions they could make
during the activity. Finally, a panelled board was developed as a base for the model
(see Figure 4.17). This board consisted of modular cubes of 30x30 mm with a
spacing of 5 mm (created using a 3D printer at Northumbria University workshop)

in order to hold the panels steady during the model making. Despite the efficiency
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of this final form, difficulty in constructing multiple levels still formed a limitation

imposed by this modelling tool kit.

Figure4.16 First stage of modéit developmentléft) and second stage of model developmeight). Source:
The author.

Figure4.17 The final stage of the modelling kit (leftginding the modular board (right). Source: The author

4.10.3 Potential findings

The pilot study informed the plausibility of potential findings for addressing the

research enquiries. These initial findings were based on my fieldwork notes and

initial interpretations of the photos. Drawing on these initial findings, a decision was

made to focus the study on family households due to inconsistencies in the findings

of socio-spatial practices of cooking, gathering and personal time between family

and non-family households. This initial analysis also informed a mismatch between

WKH EDFN DQG IURQW GXDOLW\ RI WKH 9LFWRULDQ IDPL
domestic practices. Such conflict augmented needs related to contemporary family

practices of the home-centred lifestyle.
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4.11 Data management and organisation
This research included multiple forms of raw data that were stored according to the

following considerations:

1- A folder password will be applied for storing audio recorded Interviews and

digital transcriptions.

2- Hard copies, handwritten observation notes and transcriptions will be stored in

a locked cabinet which is only accessible by the researcher.

3- Backed-up data on removable devices (e.g. CDs, DVDs., clouds or USBs) will

be encrypted.

After the completion of the research project, audio recordings of interviews will be
archived in arrangement with the faculty and will be retained for 5 years unless

otherwise requested by Northumbria University (research sponsor).

The files were coded with pseudonyms chosen by the research participants to
replace their real names and a data sheet was created to record details about data
storage, reception of gift vouchers. Confidentiality was covered in the informed

consent form as well as contact details for support and response to any enquiries.

4.12 Ethical considerations:

Each participant signed the ethical consent form and was given an information
sheet before engagement in the research activities. None of the participants
required assistance or further enquiry post their engagement in any of the research
activities. As explained in section 4.7.2, the participants were given the freedom to
choose between their flats and A venue at Northumbria University at their
convenience. Participation took place over 3 sessions that varied in their duration
according to the conducted activity (30 minutes for the home tour, 30-60 minutes

for the interview and 60-90 minutes for model making).
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The consent form included detailed sections that allowed the participants to choose
the activity and form of data collection they would approve. For example, the
consent form's home tour section included options for approval on audio recording,
taking photos and notes, and drawing sketches. During the fieldwork, these options
were reiterated before engagement in each activity to extend the participants'
opportunity. Indeed, the participants' preferences varied, and | adhered to their
boundaries of privacy. After data analysis, returning to the participants after data
was motivated by the interest in maintaining the participants' reflexivity of the
knowledge developed in this research. Nonetheless, due to the impact of my
subjective voice on the verbal and visual presentation of the participants' lives
(Rendell, 2011) (also see Section 4.13), | also sent the findings to the participants
who | still had contact with to make sure they were comfortable with the way their

domestic life is presented in the thesis.

JRU PDLQWDLQLQJ WKH FRQILGHQWLDOLW\ RI WKH SDUWLF
for themselves were used for data management and during data analysis. Some
of these names implied references to ethnic backgrounds that may influence the
UHDGHUVY SHUFHSWLRQ RI WKH SUHVHQWHG GDWD $FFR
to each household while writing up the thesis to maintainthH UHDGHUVY IRFXV RQ

socio-spatial dimensions revealed through the analysis.

4.12 Trust worthiness:

Establishing criteria of trustworthiness in this thesis was applied with consideration
of the definition of rigour in qualitative research (Patton, 2002; Spencer et al.,
2003). From this perspective, considering the multiplicity and complexity of truth
provided the point of departure when planning tools and aspects of trustworthiness

in this thesis. For ensuring the quality of knowledge developed in this thesis, a
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framework was followed to establish trustworthiness through the consideration of
credibility, dependability, and transferability while communicating different phases
of the research (Lincoln and Guba;1985; Patton, 2002; Spencer et al., 2003;
Nowell et al.,, 2017). Following this framework implies that the quality of the
developed knowledge is evaluated according to its plausibility and credibility
(Spencer et al. 2003) which have been ensured all through an iterative researching
process. Drawing on Nowell et al. (2017), this framework for establishing
trustworthiness was applied at different stages of the research according to the

following criteria.

4.12.1 Credibility

Dealing with the relativity and multidimensionality of the knowledge developed
through the qualitative discipline of this research implied ensuring the credibility of
this knowledge by explicating the way the findings represent the actual data
(Lincoln and Guba, 1986; Silverman, 2013; Nowell et al., 2017). This approach
relied on communicating aspects of my own subjectivity and the way | dealt with it
(Spencer et al., 2003). Drawing on Silverman (2013, p.537), achieving credibility
in this thesis avoided providing high inferences by including examples of instances
and clues that helped me reach the proposed interpretations. | also relied on tables
for constructing relations and making comparisons during review of literature and
demonstration of findings (see sections 7.1 and 8.3). Albeit, to avoid missing
contextuality of data and themes, the use of tabulation only intended to
complement other analysis techniques such as mental mapping and recording
analysis memos (ibid.). According to the outlined considerations, | applied the

following techniques for achieving creditability of the proposed knowledge:
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Triangulation

Triangulation enhanced the credibility of knowledge proposed in this thesis by
ensuring the coherence and consistency of the developed findings. Triangulation
was applied while considering the position taken in the research from the
developed knowledge (Flick, 2004, p. 181). This means that accepting
multidimensionality and partial truth obtained from each data source implied that
triangulation of the multiple data collection methods in this thesis did not seek
replication of data or findings (ibid.). As Strauss and Corbin (1998) state, multiple
VRXUFHV DOORZHG VHHLQJ PXOWLSOtdildSdenss, SudiFWLYHYV V
GHYHORSHG LQWHJUDWHG DQG FRPSUHKHQVLYH WKHRU'
true interplay of methods is necessaryf 2S FLW S $FFRUGLQJO\ W
MHEHWZHHQY VRFLDO DQG DUFKLWHFWXUDO PHWKRGV D\
coherence between reading space in its abstract and physical forms during
analysis. The emergent themes complemented one another and extended broader
aspects related to the spatiality of contemporary domesticity. This approach fits
with Flick 1 §2004) explanation of the role of triangulation in qualitative research as
D UWWUDWHJ\ OHDGLQJ WR D I@lbsus thderin@eGtigatiohyamiQ GLQJ R

WKHUHE\ D VWHS RQ WKH URDG MR®04WHMDINHU NQRZOHGJIH"

Dealing with subjectivity

$FNQRZOHGJLQJ P\ LQWHUSUHWDWLRQV DV WKH RXWOHW
of space implies that the implications of my subjectivity are unavoidable. Rather |
intended to avoid high inferences that could result from subjectivity by maintaining
DGKHVLRQ WR WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY SHUFHSWLRQV DQG
(see Section 4.13.3). $W VRPH VWDQFHVY WKHVH UHIHUHQFHY WR W
and visual accounts ZHUH XVHG DV D YDOLGDWLQJ WRRO E\ FRPS|

constructions to the ones emerging through the analysis of the verbal narratives.

124



For example, pictures taken during home tours were utilized to compare between
WKH HPHUJLQJ FRQFHSWYVY DQG WKH UHDOLW\ RI SDUWLFL
with focus on objects and organization of furniture in space. Also, visual maps were
used to compare between the realty RI WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY KRPH O
emerging concepts about the spatial fields constituting the spatiality of the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY GRPHVWLFLW\ ,Q RWKHU FDVHV UHIHU
models for complementing the emerging conceptions about the needed spatial

qualities and structural relations.

Reflexivity

'"HDOLQJ ZLWK VXEMHFWLYLW\ LQ WKLY WKHVLY GHYLDWH
DVVRFLDWLQJ Fudidavihg r&-WRQEWEWILRQV RU puSULRU UHOH
the design, data collection and analysisY 6SHQFHU HW DO S
subjectivity was acknowledged and reflected at different stages of the thesis relying

on the following tools:

| relied on field sketches as a tool for tracking aspects of subjectivity influencing
the analysis (see Figure 4.18). According to Rose (2016), | observed my
VSROQWDQHRXY UHDFWLRQ WR P\ HQFRXQWHU ZLWK WKH S
the content and features of my hand drawn sketches that my inform of distinctive
features constructing my perceptions of space such as the size of furniture, objects
included in the sketch and spatial proportions. Upon these observations, these
sketches were compared to both, taken photos and the emerging concepts about
the spatiality of the particiSDQWVY H[SHULHQFHYVY WR RXWOLQH RYHU

aspects.

125



Figured4.18 My hand sketch of F1 on their living room sofa at different times of the day. The sketch w
drawn while revising the listening to theiarratives recording after field work

| also relied on sketches of my own imagination of the events narrated by the
participants were used to represent social construction of space in its dynamic form
(see Chapters 6 and 8). | relied on Revit software for drawing the spaces of the
SDUWLFLSDQWVT |0 DYranrisRetched dbj@ctsiamd@ammily members
associated with each event were added to the 3D shots. These sketches allowed
depicting space in its lived form through its integration in social and material
aspects. These sketches also allowed comparing spaces at different times of the
day allowed conveying spatial dynamics associated with multiple uses of space

(see Figure 4.19).

Figure4.19 My sketch of the children playing in the living room. Children in F4 playing in the living roon
school inspiredru $Z %0 E 3] % Vv.Fhe skefEhds drjvin by integrating CAD draviReyit
software) and hand drawing.
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4.12.2 Dependability

As Spencer et al. (2003) note, the impact of the contextuality and my personal
views on the developed knowledge in a qualitative study implies that the outcomes
could never be replicated in other research contexts. Achieving dependability in
this case relies on communicating the process and logic underlying the
development of this knowledge (Nowell et al., 2017). This consideration directed

my approach in representing and discussing the research findings as follows:

1- | included the context and the social situation associated with the journey of
data collection (see sections 4.7, 4.8, 4.9, 4.10 and 5.2). | also explicated
anecdotes, as in section 8.2.1, comparisons, as in section 8.4, and distinctive
incidents, as in section 7.2.1, that supported synthesizing the developed themes
when representing the findings.

2- | referred to literature during different stages of the analysis to examine the
developed concepts and themes against the existing knowledge (see Figure 4.19).
Comparing between the interpretations of similar phenomena discussed in chapter
3 confirmed the synthesised concepts, allowing identification of deviations and
testing against aspects of subjectivity as outlined above.

3- | used diagrams to represent and compare the revealed spatial aspects against
the existing knowledge. This representation tool highlighted aspects of cultural
change claimed in this thesis (see Sections 7.6 and 9.2).

4- 1 recorded memos of incidents that mark significant milestones of the
development of knowledge proposed by the thesis and reflecting my observations
during this process. As noted by Strauss and Corbin, (1998), these memos allowed
WKH PDUNLQJ DQG VKDULQJ RI WKH pwWUDLOY RI GHYHOTI

ontology of this thesis, data collection, and analysis process (see Figure 4.21
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These memos form part of the tools adopted in this thesis for attaining what
6SHQFHU HW DO UHIHUUHG WR DV pFRPPXQLFDWLYH
5- Sharing the research journey also included explicating my own views and
reaction towards my field experience when representing the findings (see Section
4.2). At the outset of the research, | intended to share personal enquiries that may
have an influence on my decisions of the research design and interpretations. At
the end of the thesis, | reflected on the way the research journey shaped my views

about these enquiries.

4.12.3 Transferability

Connecting this thesis to external practical and theoretical discourse does not rely
on the generalisation of the developed knowledge. However, and as explained in
chapter 2, the focus on individual agency in this research aims to complement
existing concepts about the possibilities of creating inclusive domestic architecture.
According to Spencer et al. (2003, p.80), transferability of the developed
knowledge is outlined through the applicability of the developed knowledge in the
fields of cultural dimensions related to the diversity of contemporary domesticity;
indeterminacy in contemporary domestic architecture; and the spatial structure of
the contemporary dwelling. Such connections are supported with the overtness
and thickness of the description that reflects the context and multidimensionality of

the addressed phenomenon (Lincoln and Guba, 1986; Nowell et al., 2017).

4.13 Data Analysis Process

4.13.1 Thematic analysis of multi -modal qualitative data
Interpretations of the participants' models and narratives in this thesis followed a
thematic analysis strategy as proposed by Strauss and Corbin (1998). Drawing on

Braun and Clarke (2006), the flexibility of this analytical method was utilised for
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integrating verbal, visual and physical data in a complementary way. Accordingly,
exploring the lived space through verbally reported experiences were supported
with the visual maps and photos taken on site. Also, this integration allowed
constructing the spatial qualities of the constructed models inseparably from social
and spatial processes reported through the participants' narratives. Drawing on
Rose (2016), visual data and models were considered according to their content
that was identified relatively according to the level of detailing and size within the
map, photo, or the model. When identifying the considered content, comments
reflected during drawing and model making were also considered for ensuring the
closeness of the considered content to the participants' spatial constructions. Not
only did this integrative approach reveal the spatial aspects through their
multidimensionality, but it also ensured the adhesion of the interpreted themes to

the participants' experiences and conceptions about their domesticity.

4.13.2 Theoretical dimensions driving the analysis: moving between theory

and data

Data analysis took place with no reference to prior assumptions or theories in order
to open the way for exploring unprecedented manifestations of the interplay
between space and social change. Nevertheless, the focus of the research
questions formed a driving aspect during the process of analysis (Braun and
Clarke, 2006; Srefaty, 1985). Also, recurrent references to literature in a normative
way supported the conformity to the existing knowledge and the development of a
critical lens while making interpretations. Following Green et al. (2007) explanation
of a qualitative analysis process, an iterative process took place where the
emerging concepts allowed narrowing down the theoretical aspects addressed in
this research. Correspondingly, revisions of theory allowed refinement of questions

leading the coding process. This process also imposed the need to refine codes
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and reform concepts at different stages of the analysis and to return to data to

ensure the adhesion of the refined

Accordingly, three main stages mark this iterative process (see Figure 20). First,
when narrowing down the sample from diverse household structures to focus on
family home living. This stage took place due to the significance of spatial aspects
that accompanied conflicts of use of space in cases of the participating family
households (see Table 3). Second, the focus on the duality of individuality and
togetherness in family domesticity, which amplified constructions of social and
spatial boundaries. Finally, addressing spatial manifestations of home-
centeredness in theory directed this thesis towards looking at the spatial order and

relations that informs concepts about the contemporary dwelling.
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Outstanding aspects of their domesticity in the Tyneside flats
(Identified during preliminary analysis)

The participating
household according

participation
field work

during

to sequence of

Possibilities related to spatial
features of the flat.

Conflicts

F6

-Connectedness to amenities and
good schools.

-Lack space for children activities.

Childless couple

-Connectedness
and amenities.

to workplace

-Overlap between spaces for dining

and sitting in the living room.
-Overlap between public
private spheres in the Livingroom.

and

and amenities.

F1 -Walkability - Lack space for children activities.
-Connectedness to amenities and | -Conflicts related to shared use of
good schools. the kitchen.

-Spatial restrictions limiting
availability of personal space.

Single elderly -Spaciousness
-Variety of possibilities of use of
space.

-Walkability
-Security due to limited visibility
rom the street.

F4 -Availability of a personal room for | -Lack of space for children activities
each member of the family. -Overlap between alone and
-Walkability. shared times.

-Connectedness to amenities and | -Overlap between utility and family
good schools. living space.

Single young | -Informality of living space when

professional having friends.

-Walkability

F2 -Connectedness to workplace | - Lack space for children activities.
and amenities. -Spatial restrictions limiting

availability of personal space.

F3 -Walkability. - Lack space for children activities.
-Connectedness to amenities. -Availability of a personal room for

each child
-Overlap between utility and family
living space.

F5 -Connectedness to workplace | - Lack space for children activities.

Table 44 Decision on sample frame according to identified possibilities and conflicts of living in Tyneside

flats.

4.13.3 Moving from description to interpretation: Steps for data analysis

Movement between data and theory resulted in a progressive pattern of

conceptualising the meanings underlying data. Accordingly, the process of coding

moved from an initial descriptive to an interpretive approach. This process was

DOVR VXSSRUWHG E\ D pUHIOH[LYH GLDORJXHY

%UDXQ D
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place through conversations with the thesis supervisors as well as by the
development of questions leading the analysis as a deeper understanding of the
emerging knowledge is gained while proceeding in the analysis. In such light, the
move from data to critical interpretations was conducted over the following three

stages:

Immersion in data

This phase followed analysis steps proposed by Braun and Clarke (2006) and
Charmaz (2009) for exploring and coding interview data. An initial phase of getting
familiarised with data was carried out by reading field notes and taking memos of
my instant reflections on outstanding aspects observed while transcribing each
interview. Photos taken during home tours were considered during this phase to

facilitate constructing closer imagery of WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY H[SHULHQFI

Further, immersion in data during the initial coding process relied on the

questioning process (Charmaz, 2009) that aimed to outline the constructs of
GLITHUHQW HYHQWYV LQ WKH SDUWLFLSD Qiju¥&lo@QedlUUDWLY F
the capture of initial descriptive codes related to social roles, spatial and social

practices, use of objects, emotions and experiential aspects. These codes were
FDSWXUHG DW GLIITHUHQW VFDOHV p:RUG E\ ZRUGT FRC
magnified indications of temporalities, localities and emotions. Words also allowed

identification of social situations through reference to subjects and depiction of

space through objects and sensual aspects (see Figure 21 Appendix 3). There was

consideration of coding incidents that informed significant actions and conceptions

(ibid.). During this coding phase, critical understanding of the identified codes was

developed through a recurrent process of categorisation (Green et al. 2007) that

took place during initial coding and while reviewing the developed themes at the

final interpretive phase of the analysis (Braun and Clarke, 2006).
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The analysis process did not rely on software analysis. Relying on Charmaz, 2009
and Gibbs (2012) their plausibility and significance of the development and choice
of concepts and themes relied on comparative and questioning techniques rather
than quantifying the emergent codes. | also found in Word search toll a substitute

for sorting and searching for codes and notes during the analysis process.

Conceptualising data

Two strategies were used for axial coding (finding connections between codes) as
proposed by Corbin and Strauss (1990). First, comparison techniques (Gibbs,
2018) were conducted for findings relations between the developed codes. Also,
in order not to lose the contextual dimension of the code (ibid.), these comparisons
relied on a tabular organisation (see Figures 22 and 23 and Appendix 4) of
interview extracts, photos and visual maps alongside the related codes. Notes
about the developed concepts were written in a separate column within each table.
Then, the developed concepts were compared across the narratives of different

families until initial coherent themes were developed.

It is worth noting that data analysis was conducted without using analysis software,
as the small sample size meant that the data could be analysed using editing tools
in Microsoft Word. The possibilities of adding notes and managing data in tubular
form and mind maps provided the flexibility for testing and exploring combinations
of different data sources and relationships between codes and categories at
different stages of the analysis. The need for analysis software was only realised
as a matter of data management during revisions of connections between the
LGHQWLILHG FRQFHSWY DQG FRGHVY DQG WKH SDUWLFL
stages of the analysis and when writing up the thesis. However, due to the length

of time required to structure the textual and visual data of this thesis into such
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software, revisions and writing up relied on tracing the trail of every theme through

the developed Word files.

Figure4.21 Coding processhowinginitial conceptualisation of data. Extract from F3's interview traipscr
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Figured22 he]vP § o0 « (}E& & o S]JvP 8Z u EP]JvP }v %s&dnteryiew.]vP } JVP % E]}

Figure4.7 Using tables for relating concepts emerging from narrative analysis to spatial features of the constructed
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Chapter 5
Introducing the Case Study of The Tyneside Flats
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Chapter 5: Introducing the case Study of The
Tyneside Flats

5.1 Introduction

The previous chapter presented the Tyneside flats as part of the single case
study strategy followed in this thesis. Here, these flats are introduced as a case
of transformation from Victorian to contemporary family domesticity. This
introduction aims to situate the case study within the broader context of housing
in Newcastle upon Tyne by illuminating both the potential and the failure of these

flats in providing adequate dwellings for contemporary families.

This chapter commences by reading the spatial structure of the Tyneside flats
through the domesticity of Victorian working-class families. Thus, the spatiality of
Victorian domesticity in this chapter is read in alignment with the literature on the
social history of housing. This reading also refers to research about the

contextual forces underlying the spatiality of these flats.

The second section of this chapter introduces the six participating families and

discusses the significant aspects of spatial transformation highlighted in each

case. This section also explores the crtc XPVWDQFHYVY EHKLQG HDFK IDPLO\
for living in their flat. Then the section highlights experiential aspects and the

DFWLRQV WDNHQ RQ VSDFH WKURXJK WKH SDUWLFLSDQW\

in their physical models.

The participants are introduced using data from the home tours and the opening
guestions of the narrative interview: How long have you been living in this place?
Why did you choose your flat? What do you think about your flat? Data from the
interviews has been included in some instances to further describe the experiential

dimensions observed during the home tours.
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5.2 The Tyneside flats and contextual influences

5.2.1 Overview

Understanding the cultural dimensions underlying the form of the Tyneside flats
builds upon the argument raised by Daunton (1983) that the variation in the
housing types in England is a product of both cultural and contextual factors.
Accordingly, this review relies on literature that discusses the emergence of the
Tyneside flats in relation to the changes in urban settings during the Victorian
industrial paradigm, such as Daunton (1983), Burnette (1986), Kit (1994) and
Roger (1995). In particular, the socio-economic influences on working-class
domestic life (Burnette, 1986) compelled this review to relate the social
construction of the Tyneside flats to the impact of the management of the housing
crisis in Newcastle during the nineteenth century (Brake and Callcott, 1994) on the

social and contextual forces shaping the Tyneside flats (Kit, 1994).

5.2.2 The emergence of the Tyneside flats

Tyneside flats appeared during a limited period in the second half of the nineteenth
century® within the domain of Tyneside (The Northern Consortium of Housing
Authorities, 1979; Mathesius, 1982). The resemblance of these flats to the
Victorian working-class terraced houses is a characteristic feature explained in
scholarly discourse about housing provision during that era. Historical literature,
such as Daunton (1983), points to the dominance of small-scale investors in the
approach for resolving the acute shortage of housing at that time, and this is
suggested to be the reason behind the spatial solution of the Tyneside flats.
Accordingly, the solution provided by these separated flats offered the highest plot

load among the low-rise housing typologies in England during that time (Daunton,

8 There are also claims that the Tyneside flats have vernacular roots in the north east of England (Northern
HousingConsortium,1979;Mathesius 1982). Nonetheless, seeking thecsal construction of the Tyneside

flat directs this section towards the focus on the second half of the nineteenth century as the social context
surrounding the development of the Tyneside flats existing in Newcastle Upon Tyne.
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1983, p. 65; Kit, 1994, pp. 62 13) (see Table 5.1). The dominance of this socio-
economic group is also indicated as a reason behind the representation of working-
class ideals through the Tyneside flats (Daunton, 1983, p. 65; Kit, 1994, pp. 62 +
3). Pearce (1994) claimed that such an association could explain the resemblance
of these flats to the Victorian working-class terraced houses. These assumptions
are justified by noticing the exclusiveness of these flats to well-to-do working-class
families, such as artisans and clerical workers, who were able to sustain a stable
income and fulfil commitments to the freehold ownership of this housing provision
(Daunton, 1983, p. 65; Brake and Callcott, 1994; Pearce, 1994, pp. 62 13). Another
reason behind the connotation of working-class domestic ideals within these flats
was highlighted by Daunton (1983) and Pearce (1994) when relating these
representations to the authority of the middle and upper classes over the housing
decisions that led to imposing the separation between domestic life and the
community through the design of the Tyneside flats. Despite the variation in views
about social aspects associated with the construction of the Tyneside flats, the
working-class domestic ideals consistently appeared as the core social construct

underlying the design of these flats.

Plot size (sq. ft.) Area of habitablel Ratio of rooms : plots
rooms (sq. ft.)
Tyneside flat 1,064 1,059 1.0
Backto-back 768 700 0.9
Through house 1,200 590 0.5
Onestorey cottage 1,275 449 04

Table 5.1 Calculations from plans of specific units achieved by differentawy&@ousing types, where the
Tyneside flats indicate the highest ratio of habitable room area to plot size (plot load). Source: Daunton,
1983, p. 65.
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5.2.3 Representations of the working -class domestic paradigm in the
Tyneside flats

Representations of household autonomy in the Tyneside flats

Despite the impact of the restriction of financial resources on the spatial solution
of the Tyneside flats, the outdoor space surrounding the Tyneside flats is an
example of the significance of the autonomy of the working-class family. In such
light, including a front yard in some of these flats® indicates the significance of
demarcating the distinction between the private household and the community
(Daunton, 1983). This separation is further emphasised by creating individual
accesses from the street and backyards for each flat to accommodate external
toilets and other utilitarian spaces, such as the coal stores (see Figures 5.1 and
5.2). Interestingly, historical evidence, such as Ravetz and Turkington (2006),
shows how working-class families reproduced the separation between family and
the community by using the surrounding space for socialisation while concealing
family life within the flat. While these practices inform the continuity of community
ties for working-class families, they also indicate the rootedness of the

concealment of family privacy within Victorian working-class family life.

Figure5.1 The front street with metal fencing surrounding the fri
yard for the ground floor flat.

Soure:
https://ichef.bbci.co.uk/news/640/media/images/74145000/jpg/
4145914 74145913.jpg.

9 Front yards are included flatsthat werebuilt by the end of th@ineteenthcentury (Northern Consortium
of Housing Authorities, 1979).
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Figure5.2 The back lane of the Tyneside flats.
Source: Northern Consortium of Houskghorities, 1979, p. 2.

Representations of differentiated spatial practices in the Tyneside flats

Compared to other flat-based family living solutions that emerged in the Victorian
era, the spatial structure of the Tyneside flats preserves the Victorian back-and-
front duality (see Figures 5.3 and 5.4). This distinction is represented through the
SHUVLVWHQFH RI LQFOXGLQJ D VI\PEROLF IRQW URRP QDP!
Ravetz and Turkington, 2006) despite its limited use in routine domestic life.
Segregated from other rooms, the front room is the biggest room in the flat and
overlooks the street through a wide window. Serving the function of representing
the family status to the public, the front room was decorated with non-utilitarian
objects and reception furniture. As formal occasions were not frequent in family
life, the separation of this room also provided an opportunity for detachment from
other family members, such as isolating an ill family member (Ravetz and

Turkington, 2006, p. 156).

In contrast, spaces where everyday practices took place represent the hidden back
of the flat (Ravetz and Turkington, 2006). This zone separated the utilitarian
functions, such as storage of coal and waste in the backyard, away from other

domestic practices (Burnette, 1986) (see Figure 5.3). Housework, which was
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carried out predominantly by the housewife, was also carried out in back of the

house in the scullery and the backyard (ibid.).

Figureb5.3 The back yard including
laundry, bathtub and ecessed by women

and children. Source: Ravetz and Turkin
(2006, p.135).

The back of the flat also included the living kitchen where food was cooked and
the family gathered around the dining table to share a meal (Daunton, 1983).
Despite the centrality of this space in the everyday life of the family, the living
kitchen only overlooked the back alleyway through a narrow window. Compared to
the front room, the family space was hidden from the public. In the context of limited
finances for building, the distinction between the utilitarian and symbolic zones in
the Tyneside flats shows the importance of maintaining this duality (see Figure 5.4
and 5.5). Even in the cases of one-bedroom flats, builders still reserved this spatial
organisation in order to maintain the differentiation between the everyday and the

formal symbolic spaces in family life (see Figure 5.3 and 5.6).
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Bed set in the
room indicates

integrated day and
Separate backyard for/' night practices.

each flat \
Separate backyard for

each flat

Differentiation in the
size of the day and

g'ggéfszﬂg%sackyard for

each flat /V

Similarity in the size

Selpargayaokyard for

each flat

v

Figure5.4 Onebedroomed Tyneside flat, Gateshead.  Figure5.5 One and tworoomed tenement flats,
Source: Daunton, 1983, p. 40. Glsgow. Burce: Daunton, 1983, p. 56.

Figure5.6 Non utilitarian, decorative objects in the
parlour of a prel918 working class house.

Source: Turner and Partington (2015, p. 3).
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To conclude, the emergence of the Tyneside flats as a reaction to the acute
housing crisis in Newcastle significantly influenced their social construction. The
provision of these flats by small working-class investors had an impact on the social
sub-group and the intensification of the plot load. Despite the spatial constraints
influencing the form of this housing type, the spatial structure of these flats still
represented working-class domesticity =+ specifically the front and back duality.
Based on such observations, the limitation of space and the horizontal organisation
of space in this case study triggers questions about the way contemporary families
experience the outlined spatial structure; and whether or not they maintain the
differentiated spatial practices and the symbolic function of the parlour within these

flats.

5.3 Introducing the participants

5.3.1 Overview

This section introduces the participating families and the salient aspects of their
lives and the negotiations with their flats that affected the findings of this research.
The introduction to each family starts by highlighting the reasons behind their
decision to live in these flats and the critical reason behind their plan to leave (see
Table 5.1). Then, this section depicts the way the Victorian Tyneside flats operate
in the context of the contemporary family domestic life. For doing so, | amplified
the idiosyncratic aspects of the socio-spatial practices of each participating family
in relationship to space, practices and objects. | also explain the failure of these
flats in offering a suitable dwelling for contemporary families by highlighting
aspects RI PLVPDWFK EHWZHHQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY SK\VL

design of their flats.
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In this section, | rely on data from the home tours and model making. | also relied
RQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWYVY UH V&&QeB/Mwd/(Bee/Béctbndy2WLDO VW
DQG $SSHQGL] DQG ILQGLQJV RI WKH PRWLYDWLRQV E
on space as emerged through the analysis and demonstrated in Chapter 6.
Introducing the case study through its immersion in the reality of home living in the
contemporary context represents a transition from the conception of the Tyneside
flats as historical precedence tas predominantly addressed in the literature and
discussed in Section 5.2 +to a site of a reproduction of domestic ideals as explored

in the proceeding chapters.
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Household details F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6

Household structure Two parents and | Two parents and | Two parents and | Mother and two | Two parents and | Two parents and
two children one child two children children one child two children

Children age 10 years old boyt | 3 years old boy 10 years old girt | 8 years oldoy-6 | 9 months 10 years old girk
8 years old girl 6 years old girl years old girl 6 years old girl

Occupation Mother: Mother: post Mother: Full time | Mother: engaged| Mother: FultTime | Mother: Teachert
researcher graduate housewife t in part time housewife temporarily out of
Father: Computer | researcher Running personal | course and Father: post work (temporarily
engineer- Book Father: part time | business from psychdherapy graduate for childcare).
author- post job home. practice. researcher Father: researcher
graduate Father: post
researcher graduate

researcher

Type of tenure Owner Rent Rent Owner Rent Rent

Length of residency 4 Years 3years and a half| 7 years 18 months 1 year 1 year

Number of bedrooms | 2 bedrooms 1 bedroom 2 bedrooms 3 bedrooms 2 bedrooms 3 bedrooms

Level Ground floor Ground floor Ground floor 15t floor Ground floor 1st floor flat

maisonette

Location of flat South Gosforth Fenham Jesmond South Gosforth Heaton South Gosforth

Domestic life New York China Egypt The United Arab | India Turkey

experience outside the Emirates

UK

Outstanding | Possibilities | -Walkability -Connectedness to -Walkability. -Availability of a -Connectedness to -Connectedness td

aspects of | relatedto -Connectedness to workplace and -Connectedness to personal room for workplace and workplace and

i spatial amenities and good amenities. amenities and good each member of the amenities . 00d schools

domesticity features of | schools. schools. family. g U SL .

; the flat. . -Availability of a

in . the “Walkability. personal room for

s each child.

flats

(Identified
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during Conflicts
preliminary

analysis)

- Lack space for
children activities.
-Conflicts related to
shared use of the
kitchen.

-Spatial restrictions
limiting availability of

-Lack space for
children activities.
-Spatial restrictions
limiting availability of
personal space.

- Lack space for
children activities.
-Lack Of availability
of a personal room
for each child
-Overlap between
utility and family

-Lack of space for
children activities
-Overlap  between
alone and shared
times.

-Overlap between
utility and family

- Lack space for
children activities.

-Lack space for
children activities.

research

-Engagement took
place inthe
%0 E é] ] %o V|

-Both adults
engaged in home
tour and the
interview.

-Only the mother
engaged in model
making.

-Children were
around during
data collection
and were allowed
to add comments
during the

% E vSe [
engagement in
research activities,

-Only the mother
engaged in the
research activities

-Data collection
was carried out in
the flat during
home tour only .
Other activities
were carried out
at Northumbria
University library.

-Engagement took|
place in the
%0 GEé] ]%o \Y

-Only the mother
engaged in the
research activities

tour and
interview in her
flat.

-Children were
not at home
during data
collection.

personal space. living space. living space.
Notes about -Engaged in all -Engaged in all -Engaged in all -The mother -Engaged in all -Engaged in all
engagement in the activities. research activities| research ativities. | engaged in home | research advities. | activities.

-Both adults
engaged in home
tour and the
interview.

-Only the father
engaged in model
making.

-Home tours and
interview was
carried out in the
flat.

Model making
took place at
Northumbria
University library.

-Engagement took
place in the
%0 CEé] ]%o \Y

-Both adults
engaged all
activities.
-Children were
around during
data collection ano
were allowed to
add comments
during the

% E& vSe|
engagement in
research activities,
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5.3.2 Couples with two primary school -aged children

F1

This family consists of a father and a mother, who are both engaged in academic

work, and two primary school-aged children (see Section 1.4.5 for details of the
FKLOGUHQTY DJHV 7KH IDPLO\ PR Y-be@rodnRflankSouty JURX QG
Gosforth four years before their engagement in this research (see Figure 5.7). The
FRXSOHYV DWWLWXGH Wimy2vab Giuend2® by thelrOdbewiou®© L
experience of flat living in New York. Accordingly, their decision to buy their flat

was related to both their appreciation of the walkability in urban setting for their

home and their tendency to contest the idealised conception of the suburban family

house (see Section 3.2).

Figure5.7 Fi [ground floor flat. Source: The author.

At the beginning of their residence, the family carried out major transformation of
the kitchen, which they described as their link to the twenty-first century in the flat.
The change aimed to create a sense of brightness through the lighting and the
white colour of the streamlined design of their new fitted kitchen. The family did
not have a television and relied on their laptop and a projector to access media
and watch movies. Contesting associations between socio-economic groups and

flat living (Brimley, 2002), the couple were also keen to present their personal taste
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and background to the outside by hanging their artwork in the front room and
decorating the front door with a fine type of treatment and distinctive paint colour
(see Figure 5.8). However, the spatial challenges were only explored after
experiencing domesticity in the flat and resulted in their move to another flat one

year after they participated in this research.

Figure5.8 Paintings hung in théont room facing the
Alv JA v &i[s (0 X WZ}8} § 1 v (

The living room for F1 represented a multigenerational space that enfolded
multiple uses by different family members, including shared and solitary activities.
The furniture in that space was arranged to facilitate the family gathering for meals
DQG WR ZDWFK PHGLD DQG WR VXSSRUW WKH FKLOGUHQ
family also shaped a pattern of use of space that relied on time scheduling.
$FFRUGLQJO\ WKH SDWWHUQ RI XVH RI WKH OLYLQJ URRP
JHRJUDSKLHVY VFKHGXOHG DW GLITHUHQW WLPHV RI WKH

DGXOWVY UHOD[DWLRQ WLPH GLQLQJ DQG DQ DGXOW(TV S

The multiple uses of the front room in this family demonstrated their need for
another shared space in their dwelling where they could accommodate other
FKLOGUHQYY DFWLYLWLHV VXFK DV DFWLYH SOD\ KREELI

space implied transforming the front room during the daytime from a bedroom to a
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shared room to create two shared spaces in the flat. Most unexpectedly, this
SDWWHUQ RI XVH GLG QRW LQFOXGH WKH FKLOGUHQYV U
VPDOO URRPT 'XH WR L Wndoid asdeldant-used Br dhly petiviieK L

other than sleep and occasional play with friends.

6WRUDJH IRUPHG D VLIJQLILFDQW DVSHFW RI XVH RI VSDF
WKH PRWKHUfV HIIRUW LQ FUHDWLQJ DQG VRUWLQJ VWRI
the impact of the difference between the materiality of the Victorian and
contemporary lives on the design of the family dwelling. Storage was not only an
aspect of neatness for this family, but the adults related the differentiation between
what should be hidden and what should be exposed to their need to encourage
certain activitLHVY VXFK DV WKH DGXOWVY KREELHY DIQG FKLOG
In this case the mother pointed out her perception of the ceiling height as an

opportunity for sorting storage according to the frequency of use of objects.

Figure5.9 Storing less frequently used items, such as
HA 8+ v o]vvU & 38Z 3}% }( 5Z
flat. Photo taken by thearticipant.

The reconstruction of the Tyneside flat for F1 was motivated by the need to provide
a separate space to extend the family space and to provide personal spaces for

the son and the mother. According to these motivations, remaking their flat relied
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on removing the interior walls and adding a new construction £t uDQ (FRTH8R G
the backyard (see Figure 5.10). It is worth noting that the mother approached the
model making with an interest in providing an affordable housing solution for
families of low-income social groups. Accordingly, the solution she proposed
through the model making was derived from her interest in examining other

alternatives of family living in flats.

Figure5.5 New construction added§ §Z I C & ]v &i[* %oz

F3

This family consists of a father who works in tourism management and a mother
who runs her own cooking business from home. The couple lives in their ground
floor two-bedroomed flat in Jesmond with their two primary-aged daughters (see
Figure 5.11). The housework and childcare duties in this family are primarily
carried out by the mother, who organises her cooking activities around the
FKLOGUHQYY VFKHGXOHV 7KH IDPLO\ PRYHG WR WKHL
participating in this research due to its spaciousness compared to where they lived

before.
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Figure5.6 Figure5. 5 F3 PE}uv (0}}E (o X "}uE W dZ ppsSZ}EX

The significance of the personal space was signified in this case when the mother
referred to the spacious kitchen as her rescue from depression that she was going
through seven years earlier (see Figure 5.12). Compared to the one she had
before, the amount of space in the kitchen was associated with the transformation
of cooking from a duty to her hobby and business. Accordingly, finding a kitchen
that would allow her engagement in cooking formed the fundamental criteria

behind the desire to move from her flat.

7KH DHVWKHWLF RUGHU RI VSDFH GRPLQDWHG WKH PRWKHF
storage in her flat. This order was challenged by a shortage of space in the flat for
storing the objects that had accumulated throughout their family life. The
expectation of staying in this flat for a few more years motivated the mother to
arrange with the landlord to replace the existing furniture and storage units with
ones that would maintain order in the flat. Accordingly, this family demonstrates

the impact of the length of residence on the actions taken on space.
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Figure5.12 Appreciated qualities of brightness and
spaciousness in the kitchgrv &1 [« A phéto taken by the
participant.

The living room is an example of the overlap between the private family sphere
and the formality of the public sphere when the mother arranged cooking classes
in the flat. During this time, the living room was transformed to a workshop by
moving the dining table to the centre of the room. Otherwise, the living room
UHSUHVHQWHG WKH FHQWUH RI WKLV IDPLO\YV OLIH E\ DF

television together and the children playing on the floor.

ThH PRWKHUYfV DSSURDFK WR UHVWUXFWXULQJ WKH 10I
motivated by the desire to create a space for the dining table. This space was

added to the flat by moving the kitchen to a new external structure in the back yard.

Otherwise, the mother relied on the rearrangement of furniture and creating extra
VWRUDJH XQLWV LQ WKH JL B)OWdmotReRaso Subdgestet fhstU H
appropriations, such as swapping their double bed for single bunk beds would

enough, given their plan of temporary stay in the flat, to extend the available space

LQ WKH JLUOVY URRP VHH )LIJXUH
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Figure5.13 Accessible storage for eastuse in the Figure5.14 Abunk bed and a wardrobt® increase
P]Eo+s[ EB}}u Jv &i[* u} oX *% J}uev ee Jv §Z P]Eoe[ E}}u ]

F6

This family consists of a couple and two primary school-aged children who lived in
a rented first floor Tyneside flat located in South Gosforth. The family lived in their
ILUVW IORRU I1ODW DIWHU PRYLQJ IURP 7XUNH\ GXH WR
academic position at Newcastle University (See Figure 5.15). The mother, who
worked as a teacher in Turkey, was a full-time housewife during their stay in
England. Similar to the situation of F2, this flat was chosen based on images in an
online advertisement and a description from a friend based on a live viewing. The
family thought that a three-bedroomed flat located in proximity to good schools and
amenities would satisfy their needs. However, the family expressed the
disappointment they felt upon their arrival at the flat. The difficulty in finding a
suitable alternative family dwelling after the expiry of their contract led to the
mother choosing to return to Turkey with her children rather than extend her stay

in their flat.

The family conducted minimal appropriation by rearranging the furniture in the
living room in an attempt to create a space for family gatherings (see Figure 5.16).
However, they still found that their flat could not accommodate the life of a family

with children. The parents related this limitation to the inconvenience caused when
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their son had to study inthe LU URRP DQG WKH FKLOGUHQYVY ERUHGR
DEOH WR ILQG VXIILFLHQW VSDFH IRU DFWLYH SOD\ ,VVXL
also had a negative impactonthe IDPLO\YfV H[SHULHQFH RI WKHLU IODW
one of the bedrooms to the stairs was a source of worry for the parents, in case
their daughter fell if she woke in the night for water or to go to the toilet. The parents
also found the segregated spatial structure of the flat to be an obstacle hindering

their supervision of their children, particularly while playing outside the flat.

Figure5.15 &0 [« (JE+8 (0}}E (0 §X "IuE SW §Z pEZ}EX

Figure5.16 Linear arrangement toereate
*% J}pev ee Jv &0O[* 0]A]v
taken by the author.
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OLVVLQJ WKHLU NLWFKHQ OLIH GXH WR WKH OLPLWDWLRQ
formed another conflict experienced by F6 in their flat. Comparing this kitchen to
their former experiences back in Turkey, the parents commented that the Tyneside
IODWYVY NLWFKHQ zZDV GHVLJQHG IRU IDVW IRRG ,QVWHD

requires a kitchen that allows casual meals and socialisation while cooking.

According to their experiences, the model making activity was guided by the
IDPLO\fVY QHHG WR DOORZ D SHUVRQDO VSDFH IRU HDFK F
an extra level to separate betweenthe FKLOGUHQYY SHUVRQDO VSDFHV L
space. The father also added an attic that overlooked the back garden for his
workspace. The shared space created on the ground floor was characterised by
the division between an extended kitchen with a dining table and an access to the
garden; and a living room that included a dining space when hosting guests (see
Figure 5.17). The family also explained that having a garden was essential (see
Figure 5.18) and that a balcony may not be able to provide the sense of freedom
WKH\ GHVLUHG DV D IDPLO\ WR HQMR\ D FDVXDO EDUEHF

active play.

Figure5.17 Distinction between the back (the socialiséhen) and the front (the
living room) Jv &06[e u} oX
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Figure5.18 v&8] 1% S]vP §Z pe }( 82 P & v (
model.

7KH VWUXFWXUH RI WKH VKDUHG VSDFHV LQ ) fV PRGHO L
in the dwelling. The front was associated with the gathering space that should be
HISRVHG WR WKH RXWVLGH ZRUOG pWKH URDGY ZKLFK W
they appreciated. In contrast, the back of the dwelling implied associations with
the feel of privacy from the world outside the dwelling. In such light, the kitchen
DQG RWKHU VSDFHYVY VXFK DV WKH ZRUNVSDFH DQG FKL(

back.

5.3.3 Growing fa milies

F2: The couple with two young children

This couple is at the start of their family life; they live with their three-year-old boy
and a baby girl, who was born a month after their engagement in this research.
During this stage of their life, the mother was engaged in a full-time postgraduate
research scholarship and the father was engaged in a part-time job. The family
decided to rent their one-bedroom flat through an online arrangement without prior
onsite viewing (see Figure 5.19). This rushed decision was due to the urgency of

arranging accommodation for the family before arriving in Newcastle with their first
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baby. However, the advertised photos did not convey the disappointing condition
Rl WKH 1O0ODW )XUWKHUPRUH WKH |IDP&addity oFRQFHSW
appropriating a rented flat affected their approach to accommodating their life in
their flat. Accordingly, the decision that this flat was a temporary solution was taken
from the first day of residency. However, the convenience of the proximity of
Fenham zwhere their flat is located +to town, and the lack of better options for

family dwelling directed the family to extend their stay for three years.

Figure5.19 &T[* PE}pv (0}}E& (o SX "}uE W SZ pusSZ}EX

Creating a suitable setting for childcare and play formed the fundamental
PRWLYDWLRQ EHKLQG UHDUUDQJLQJ IXUQLWXUH LQ WKH
that the couple perceived in the living room was challenged by moving a sofa and

D WDEOH WR WKH EHGURRP WR FUHDWH D VDIH VSDFH IR
toys (see Figure 5.20). Despite this rearrangement, the segregation of the living

room still led to difficulties when socialising with friends and they referred to the

lack of space in the living room as a source of discomfort when entertaining more

than two guests. The experience of this family shows how the need for

spaciousness of the living room is shaped accordLQJ WR FKLO GdoditiefV QHHG\
informality of socialising with guests. This case is an example of the definition of

the public sphere in the contemporary dwelling. Despite having a desk in the front

bedroom, the mother in F2 studied at the dining table due to the inconvenience
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that she found when using the front room as a space for her child to sleep and for

her to study (see Figure 5.21).

Figure5.20 Theunused desk in th Figure5.21 The spacereated for the

bedroom. Photo taken by the Z]o [+ %0 C ]Jv 3Z o0]A]vP
author. removing the sofa. Photo taken by the
author.

7KH UHFRQVWUXFWLRQ RI WKH VKDUHG VSDFHV LQ ) TV Sk
PRWKHUTY QHHGURHWEBDWMWLIDWLRQ EHWZHHQ WKH DGXOW\
play space. The desire for informal socialising with close friends motivated the
PRWKHU WR FUHDWH DQ RSHQ SODQ WKDW ZRXOG PDNH W
guests (see Figure 5.22). The motK HU DOVR LQFOXGHG pFRVN FRUQHUVY
and the front bedroom that would enable spatial distinctions between different
DFWLYLWLHYV 7KH VSDWLDO GLVWLQFWLRQ RI WKHVH FR
open partitions that maintained the flow of movement and visual connectedness

while demarcating the boundedness of space (see Figure 5.23).
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Bedroom Study

space

Figure5.12 Open plan created by the Figure5.23 Cosy worlcorner created
mother in F2. by the participant in the front room b
adding an open partition.

F5: The couple and their baby

This family consists of a couple who live with their nine-month-old baby in a rented
ground floor flat in Heaton. The father was engaged in his PhD studies and moved
to a full-time academic position during the period of participation in this research,
and the mother left her work to take care of their baby. The couple shared childcare
and housework duties by scheduling shifts to ensure close supervision of the baby.
The family moved to their two-bedroom flat as it was bigger and provided more
privacy than the studio flat that they previously lived in (see Figure 5.24). The
couple also thought that having the two bedrooms would be useful when hosting
WKHLU SDUHQWVY ORQJ VWD\V GXULQJ WKHLU YLVLWYV IU
DOVR PRWLYDWHG WKH FRXSOH WR FKRRVH WKLV IODW '
their satisfaction with their flat experience, they still perceived it as a temporary
GZHOOLQJ 7KLV GHFLVLRQ ZDV GHULYHG IURP WKH IDWKF

WKH LQGRRU OLYLQJ VSDFH WR SURYLGH PRUH FRPIRUW I
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Figure5.13 & fi[* PE}puv (0}}E (0 3X "}uE W dZ usZ}EX

BULYDF\ zDV D VDOLHQW PRWLYDWLRQ EHKL@&OWKH FRX
space. Despite having an extra room in their flat, the couple chose to sleep in the
VPDOO EHGURRP ZLWK WKHLU EDE\ GXH WR WKH ELJJHU IL
street. When their parents were not around, the couple preferred to use the front
room for storage rather than exposing family life practices to the outside. This
GHFLVLRQ LQWHQVLILHG WKH OLYLQJ URRPYVY PXOWLSOH
EHG LQ WKDW URRP IRU PRWKHUTV DQG EDE\fV UHVW GXU|I

and warmth of this room also motivated the father to spend his personal time on

the living room sofa.

&KLOGFDUH DOVR KDG DQ LPSDFW RQ WKH FRXSOHTfV XV
QHHG WR FRQWURO WKH FKLOGYY PRYHPHQW ZKLOH SUR"
play. Accordingly, the living room included several pieces of childcare equipment,
and toys were spread out on the day bed, the floor and the dining table. Despite
the multiplicity of baby-related objects, the couple ensured cleanliness and
hygiene for their child by differentiating between items related to the outside, such

DV WKH |IDW-HKHODWAHRAIREMHFWY DQG WKHLU FKLOGTV SO
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The living room included a daybed, that was used for family activities with their
son, and a sofa, that was used exclusive O\ DV WKH IDWKHUVY ZRUNVS
distinction between the micro geographies created with both uses was apparent
IURP WKH SDUHQWVY UHJXODU ZDVKLQJ WKH EHGVKHHW F
WKH FOHDQQHVYV RI WKHLU VRQTV SODutsid&dnchtdas th@@ FOXGL Q.
IDWKHUYY ODSWRS DQG ERRNV RQ WKH IDWKHUYV VRID ZI

WKDW ZDV QRW VXLWDEOH IRU WKH FKLOGYV VSOD\ VSDFI

Model making in this case included minimal changes to the original spatial
structure as the segregated space was perceived as an opportunity to control their
VRQYY PRYHPHQW DQG SURWHFW WKH IDPLO\TV SULYDF\
Figure 5.25). Accordingly, this case represents an example of reconstruction of the

meaning of space through changes in materiality and sensual elements.

Figure5.25 The model that maintained the spatial
structure of the Tyneside flaPhoto taken by the autho

5.3.4 The single parent family

F4: The single mother living with her two children

This is the family of a mother, who is engaged in practice and studies in the field
of psychology, two primary school-aged children and a cat. The choice of buying

their three-bedroom maisonette located in South Gosforth was influenced by its
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DIIRUGDELOLW\ DQG WKH PRWKHUYV QHHG WR VWD\ LQ S
buying the flat, the original Victorian plan was already changed to an open-plan
living space that included a living room, kitchen and dining area, with the master
en-suite bedroom in the attic (see Figure 5.26 and 5.27). However, despite the
change from the back and front duality to an open-plan spatial structure in this
FDVH WKH DEVHQFH RI VXLWDEOH SHUVRQDO DQG FKLOG

PRWKHUfY SODQ WR PRYH IURP WKH IODW ZLWKLQ WZR \H
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Figure5.26 dZ Uu}8Z E[+ | & Z }( 82 &8] v Z EZ PRYZSEPe o+ FEENU

level in her maisonette.

Figure5.27 ~d} %+ §Z (]E+% (0}}E P }&BJu-ugZ}v & X|v &8[+ u J*}v &8
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The mother arranged the furniture in the living space to allow enough room for her
children to play on the floor. The living space also included aspects of
entertainment, such as the television and books. The mother was keen on
maintaining the sense of neatness and brightness in space. This preference
explained choosing the white colour when repainting the flat and adding storage

units.

The tension between the need for both connectedness and separation between
DGXOWVY DQG FKLOGUHQYY DFWLYLWLHYV ZLWKLQ WKH ID
dimension of the motheUfV H[SHULHQFH RI KHU IODW 7KH PR!
expression of the experience of stress in her flat was always related to the spread
of clutter and the absence of personal space. However, the mother did not insist
on being apart from her children when spending her relaxed time in her attic room
and allowed them to use her room as an extra space for play (see Figures 5.28).
7KLV FDVH LV DQ H[DPSOH WKDW UHVRQDWHYVY ZLWK $WWI

the state of social connectedness imposed by the open-plan solution.

Figure5.28 The multiple prsonaluse } ( §Z u}$Z E&[+ §S] &E}}u ]Jv &0X WZ}8} § |
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5.4 Conclusion

This chapter introduced the Tyneside flats by relating the existing knowledge about

their emergence to the new understanding proposed through this investigation.

Such connections focused on relating this case of transformation to the
contemporary context of family housing. A conflict between the Victorian and
contemporary domesticity is indicated by the contrast between the representation

of the flat to the Victorian working-class dwelling and the difficulty faced by the

participants in accommodating their lives in these flats. Most significantly, the
IDLOXUH WR IXOILO WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY QHHGV ZDV
participating families, despite the variation in type of tenure, suggesting underlying

spatial conflicts in the Tyneside flats.

The contextual aspects connect our understanding of the contemporary dwelling
in this thesis by highlighting the appreciation of the participating families of family
living in urban contexts where access to amenities and walkability are appreciated.
The transition phases experienced by each family in their lives in the Tyneside flats
also inform the impact of mobility in contemporary culture on the participating

IDPLOLHVY FKRLFHY DQG SULRULWLHY DERXW WKHLU GZH

7KLV LQLWLDO RYHUYLHZ xperieNeds Hndisdddd Wripkcht®isQfV V] H
childcare, family privacy, the need for personal space and informality in family life
RQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY H[SHULHQFHV RI WKHLU 10DWYV

UHDGLQJ WKH SDUWLFLSD QW \ifith&BliewingvhatelOLYHVY VSDWL
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Chapter 6
Reading the Lived Space Through

the Contemporary Domestic Practices
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Chapter 6: Reading the Lived Space Through the
Contemporary Domestic Practices

6.1 Introduction

The previous chapter introduced the social construction of the original design of

WKH 7\QHVLGH I10DWV DQG LQGLFDWHG FRQIOLFWV DV
domesticity in these flats. This chapter explains aspects of the lived spaces within

WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY GRPHVWLFLW\ LQ WKHLU I1ODWYV 71
form the first step towards identifying the relationship between contemporary

domesticity and dwelling model by addressing the first research question: how is

contemporary domesticity practiced in common place architecture? To answer this
TXHVWLRQ WZR DVSHFWV RI WKH OLYHG VSDFH DVVRFLDW
considered. First, the emerging spatial fields were identified by analysing the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY H[SHULHQFHV RI IDPLO\ OLYLQJ LQ 7\QH

that motivated the manipulation of the spaces within the flats were identified.

Drawing on the gap in understanding the changes in the spatial manifestation of
home centredness, as highlighted in the literature review (see Chapter 3), this
chapter relied on the conflicts emerging from the participants' experiences of the
one shared space model represented through in their flats in order to project the
QHZ VSDWLDO FRQVWUXFWLRQV WKURXJK WKH VSDWLDOL
DORQH WLPHV 7KH ILQGLQJV LQ WKLY FKDSWHU DUH EDV/|
narratives. The main source of data utilised at this phase of the analysis were
interviews, which were complemented by visual maps, notes and photos from the
home tours. It is worth noting that the concepts reported in this chapter support the
interpretation of spatial features addressed in Chapters 7 and 8 by describing the

social processes XQGHUO\LQJ WKH VSDWLDOLW\ RI WKH SDUWLFI
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6.2 Gathering in the living room: Exploring experiences and space

6.2.1 Overview

The narratives described the free time that family members shared in their living

rooms. This section traces the spatiality of this time through conflicts associated

with shared events VSHQW LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY OLYLQJ URR
fields are first revealed in relation to the significance of these events to the

participants, then the spatiality of this time is portrayed through emotional and

behavioural aspects related to these events.

6.2.2 The emotional significance of the gathering space

The symbolic value of family time emphasised the significance of the shared space

in the participants' experiences. This significance appeared in the emotional
DVVRFLDWLRQV H[SUHVVHG DERXW WKH OLYLQJ URRP EHL
LQ ) RU pup, IHHO KRPH ZKHQ , HQWHU obardingly, h&R RP Y PR\
VHQVH RI DWWDFKPHQW H[SUHVVHG E\ WKH PRWKHU LQ )
ZLWK DOO P\ KHDUWYT DQG E\ WKH IDWKHU LQ ) ZKR ZLVK
when playing with his child, demonstrates the need for space for shared time in

the dwellings. Furthermore, such attachment was also an aspect of the regular use

RI WKH VSDFH pZKHUH HYHU\WKLQJ KDSSHQVY IDWKHU LQ
PRVW RI W(E mathep idffF3). For most of the families, the attachment to

this shared time was associated with its representation of family unity. This was
DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK FUHDWLQJ PEHWWHU IDPLOLHVY PRWI
WKURXJK VRFLDO FRPPXQLFDWLRQHIQGHRSERQWXRRWK H \
F2), and physicDOO\ E\ VLWWLQJ pDURXQG WKH WDEOHY RU uD
the mother in F3, p« ZH KXGGOH LQ KHUH« :H VDW RQ WKH VRI

WRJIJHWKHUY PRWKHU LQ )
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7KH LGHQWLW\ RI WKH VKDUHG VSDFH ZDV FRQVWUXFW
appropriations of the arrangement of furniture and use of cultural artifacts. For the
family in F1, furniture represented family memories, as shown by their insistence
on keeping their furniture even when they moved from New York to Newcastle.
Similarly, the father in F5 expressed the significance of the sofa in the family space
ZKHQ KH vDLG p,l , VDLG WKDW WKH OLYLQJ URRP LV WKI
LV WKH KHDUW RI WKH OLYLQJ URRP § 2Q WKH LQVWUXI
furniture was associated with the need for facilitating family time. This necessity
appeaUHG LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY LQVLVWHQFH RQ NHHSI
tightness of space caused by its presence in the living room, as seen in Figure

6.1).

Figure6.1 The dining table and sofas in F3's living
room. Photo taken by the author.

Emotional aspects of togetherness were associated with the variation of
representations of family time in the shared space. Accordingly, representations of
family time were associated with expressions of self-identity, such as objects
UHODWHG W Rulral batkgbufid/ during different shared activities and
ZLWKLQ GLIITHUHQW VSDFHV )RU H[DPSOH LQ ) fV OLYLQ
WKURXJK WKH PRWKHUYY HVWDEOLVKPHQW RI WKH WUDG

traditional bone China tea set (see Figure 6.2). Similarly, photos of family members
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DQG FKLOGUHQ V DUWZRUN ZHUH GLVSOD\HGThe3e) V OLYI
examples demonstrate the role of displayed objects and decoration in supporting
the integration of the shared space into the dynamics of contemporary family life
on the representational level. Also, resonating with remarks made by Atffield
(2002) and Rechavie (2009) about the dynamic nature of the identity of the living
room, the individuality of self-expression in the shared spaces demonstrated the

diversity of the living room settings.

Figure6.2 BoneChinatea set on the Figure6.2 Children's artwork, photo
Z*%}8SC S8 o [ (}& ZS5. § (E u -« v JE $1A } i
Photo taken by the mother living room. Photo taken by the author

6.2.3 Distinctions between dining and living spaces

Distinctions between the living and dining spaces in terms of their uses and
FKDUDFWHULVWLFY ZHUH LQIHUUHG IURP WKH FRQIOLFW
living rooms. Despite the spatial challenges, the families ate their meals at the

dining table or created a dining space on the floor, except in the case of F5, who

enjoyed the sense of informality of eating on the sofa in the family sphere.

Nonetheless, the overlap between the dining and living spaces was partially

related to the need for the centrality of the dining space and was manifested in
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some families through the movement of the dining table from the side to the centre
of the living room to make space for friends or guests. However, as moving the
dining table as part of the everyday routine was unpractical, the participants had
WR HLWKHU DGDSW E\ VHSDUDWLQJ WKH DGXOWVT DQG W
accept the situation. Additionally, the overlap between the dining and living spaces
ZDV UHIHUUHG WR DV D VHQVH FRSDEFQ\DQUHNMNAQ KLY KO @ 8 Qi
ZLWK WKH QHHG IRU pFRPIRUWY DQG pVSDFLRXVQHVVY 6
of comfort of the body ispace experience when entertaining guests, and
MUHOD[DWLRQY ZKHQ VSHQGLQJ W62 ahdbloWoKehdbiigO\ VHH )

physical movement while playing with children on the floor.

Figure6.4 Sketches of2's flat:The dining table in its original place (left) and the dining table moved to
middle of the living room when hosting forntalests (right) (Source: the authar)
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Figure6.5 Sketches of [« (0 SW dZ ]Jv]JvP § o ]Jv ]S« € Ppo E %0 ~0 (S
middle of the room during cooking classes (right). (Source: the author).

The outlined accounts demonstrate the challenges faced by the participants when
negotiating their shared activities in the Tyneside flats. However, these conflicts
informed spatial distinctions through the identified meaning of the dining and living
room spaces in the dwelling. Nonetheless, while these conflicts showed the failure
of the shared space in fulfiling the needs of family time, the spatial boundaries
UHJXODWLQJ WKHVH VSDWLDO GLVWLQFWLRQV ZHUH QR

narratives.

6.2 '"LVWLQFWLRQV EHWZHHQ FKLOGUHQYY DQG DGXOWV]S
The distinction between spaces according to age informed further dimensions of
complexity in the shared space. Tensions between the need for this distinction and
the need to maintain proximity to the children informed the internal order and the

boundaries within the structure of the living room.
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A space for adults

Spending free time in the one shared living room led to conflicts between the
DGXOWVYT QHHG kRdtheitnded B [rDaitaiR €pial communication with
WKHLU FKLOGUHQ +RZHYHU DGXOWVY IUHHGRP KHUH ZD
time alone. In fact, the different uses of space were described as feelings of
cosiness and freedom while spending time with partners and close friends for F1
and F2, and while relaxing alone. Accordingly, sharing the space with children had
a negative impact onthead XOWVY DELOLW\ WR UHOD[ LQ WKHLU OL"
LQ ) FRPSODLQHG u, ILQG LW YHU\ VWUHVVIXO LQ KHUH
>DUH@ EDFN IURP VFKRRO LW V D ELW RYHUEHDULQJ 7 'L
were manifested through expre VVLRQV RI ERWK WKH RZQHUVKLS RI VS
RDVLVY RU pRXU RZQ VSDFHY DQG WKH GLDOHFWLF RI pL
the separation was expressed through references to the actors engaged in such

timesofday VXFK DV u,PRG pXHKHP

$ VHQVH RI phFRVLQHVVY DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK WKH DGXOWYV
DVSHFWV RI WKH VSDFH ZKLOH WKH DGXOWV I V3EHQW WLP
identified through the perception of the connectivity between the living room and
the kitchen as an aspect enabling informality of food consumption, which
complemented their relaxed mood. This pattern of food consumption was
H[SUHVVHG DV BWREDBNOP @ KDYLQJ D FXS RI FRIIHHY pKI
FKRFRODWHY RU E\ UHIHUULQJ WR WKH OLJKW EUHDNIDV
morning for the mother in F2. Second, cosiness was also expressed in association
with the setting that would support physical comfort during this time of the day for
most of the participants. This association implied the significance of furniture

associated with relaxation time, such as the comfortable sofa and an armchair.
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As well as being perceived as an adultV] VSDFH WKH OLYLQJ URRP DOVF
a locus for sedentary activities in family life. This multiuse of the living room was

shown in the similarities between the need for cosiness associated with both the
DGXOWVY WLPH DQG VKD U Ha5 wddRihdxéleDisioN arYalkivg (s&% V XF

Section 6.2.2).
Play in the living room for connectedness between adults and children

7KH FRH[LVWHQFH RI FKLOGUHQ V SOD\ WLPH DQG DGXO
amplified the need for distinction between the spaces for each activity due to the
WHQVLRQ EHWZHHQ WKH QHHGV IRU FRQQHFWHGQHVV ZL\
On the experiential level, the difficulties in combining a relaxed mood with the noise
of children playing and conflicts over preferences in watching media explain the
need for a differentiated space for adults. Aesthetically, a distinction between the
LGHQWLW\ RI DGXOWVY DQG FKLOGUHQYV VSDFHV KDV EH
WKURXJK D FRQWUDVW EHWZHH Q spa&etangd Wd &riotdd V] RI WK
PVWXITT DQG pWKLQJVYT UHODWHG WR WKH FKLOGUHQ V SC
WKH SDUWLFLSDQWY UHIHUUHG WR REMHFWY pSLOLQJ X

MPHVVY LQ WKH OLYLQJ URRP DV D ¥aFQurésts.®R6.7@ahd/ RUGHU L

6.8).

Despite the need for VXFK VSDWLDO GLIIHUHQWLDWLRQ WKH SDLU
imposed a need to maintain connectedness with their children. The emotional
dimension of playing with children motivated parents to extend the opportunities
that would enable such connection as expressed by the father in F5 and the mother
LQ) $GGLWLRQDOO\ WKH QHHG WR HQVXUH WKH VDIHW\
FKLOGUHQYVY DFWLYLWLHYV KDG W RheBUHNEN the notierH[SODLQ't
LQ ) WDNLQJ FDUH RI KHU VRQ pu, VWLFN KLP >LQ@ WKLV

ZH KDYH GRRUV § 6LPLODUO\ WKH PRWKHU LQ ) UHVWUL
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and did not allow him to play in the bedroom. Additionally, the need to play in the
OLYLQJ URRP ZDV DOVR VKRZQ E \ta#réport8dby d®dare'ss KRR O DJ
in F1 and F3 *who refrained from playing in their bedrooms owing to the sense of

isolation.

Perceptions of the relationship between the living room and the outdoor space
were also shaped according to the need to supervise older children during outdoor
play, leading to the requirement for visual connectedness between the living room
and the backyard. This need was highlighted through the experiences of families
who live in first-floor flats, such as F4 and F6, relating the inconvenience of playing
in the backyard to the separation from the living room. This was associated with
WKH SDUHQWVY FRQFHUQV DERXW WKH FKLOGWHRQUEHHQJ |
WKH FKLOGUHQ LI WKH\ DUH VDIH RU QRWY PRWKHU
connectedness between the backyard and the living room was visualised by the

motherinF4 p6R LW ZRXOG EH VR ORYHO\ LI ZH ZHUH RQ WK}
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some doors that open to, you know, an outdoor space. But now | would love these

two windows [living room windows] to go down to the ground. [

Figure6.6 Sketch of the tdldren playing i Figure6.7 Sketch of the father iR4playing with hi
the living room Children i playing in th son in the eveningSource: the authort inspirec
living room after schoo(Source: the auth (E}u §Z % ES] 1% )vsSe[ v EE

t]ve%]E (E}u §Z % ES3)

Figure6.7 Sketch of the mother iR2playing with her sc
in the evening(Source: the authott inspired from th
% ES] 1% vSe).v EE S]A -

A space for children

The children's play space is shaped according to the degree of freedom given to

them by their parents. The participants with older children allow them WR pSOD\ LQ DO
URRPVY IDWKHU LQKLGHUWLHHDIOD® WiKdstheF i FE)RiileG V
SOD\LQJ +RZHYHU WKH VSDWLDOLW\ RI FKLOGUHQYV IUH

was different to the family gathering space in its boundaries and qualities.
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,Q FRQWUDVW WR WKH FRVLQHVY RI WKH DGXOWVY VSDFH
contesting the boundedness of the Tyneside flats to extend the spatial field of their

playtime (see Figure 6.9° 7KH FKLOGUHQTYVY PRYHPHQW ZLWKLQ W
and multiple rooms during active play extended the boundaries of the living room

and created a fluidity between the different spaces used by the children.
Furthermore, the freedom to play shaped the qualities of the play space

through objecttVSDFH DQG WKH F Kdpace telatpstipsE tRad would

support safe movement and the freedom to use objects in the space. Accordingly,

a need for spaciousness of the play space was evident even during less active

play, such as playing with building blocks and puzzle-solving, to accommodate

many toys and allow ease of movement. Therefore, the space in the middle of the

living room appeared to provide an opportunity to play on the floor in all the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY IODWW6.MHH )LIXUHV

Figure6.10 Traces of Z]o & v Figure6.10 Toys spread out on the
§Jlu Jv 3z JEE] }E ] 0]A]JvP E}}u (0}}E ]v .
taken by the mother) taken by the author)

10)mages included in the findings are drawn by the author inspired by the narrative and home tour carried
out with each participant. The imagesmbined CAD drawings (Revit) and manual sketches.
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The need for an alternative play space, in addition to the living room, was shown
LQ WKH SRVVLELOLWLHV IRXQG WR HIWHQG RSSRUWXQLWI
VSDFH RXWVLGH WKH ERXQGDULHV RI WKH OLYLQJ URRF
backyard and the back alley. When these opportunities were not possible, parents,
VXFK DV WKH PRWKHU LQ ) UHOLHG RQ VSDWLDO DSSURS
LQ KHU JL U O.VMisEHitade RvBRsPapparent through her arrangement of
furniture and concern about order and tidiness in the room for allowing a space in

WKH PLGGOH IRU WKH JLUOVY SOD\ VHH )LIXUH DQG

Figure6.11 Traces of plagn the front  Figure6.12 Toys spread out on the living room floc
room floor in F1's flat. (Photo takenb v &T7[e (0 §X ~WZ}8} S8 IlL.v C §Z
the mother).

Figure6.11 Wo C]vP }v §Z o0]AJvP E}}t
(Photo taken by the mother)

During the search for an alternative play space, the perception of spaciousness
was explained through the size of objects that could be accommodated in a space,
such as the reference to the size of the backyard being an opportunity for younger

children to play with 'big toys', such as scooters and bikes, as the mother in F2
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described. Additionally, parents and children assessed the spaciousness their flats

according to the ease of movement in a room.

7KH DGXOWVY FRQFHSWLRQ RI WKH PDQLIHVWDWLRQV RI
play space and the living room was dependent to the degree of freedom they

provide for their children. Accordingly, playing out of sight of the parents gave the

children a feeling of liberation from the constraints experienced in the spaces

VKDUHG ZLWK DGXOWV 7KLV ZDV H[SUHVVHG DV puZH FDQ
DQG pWDNHtOAWUKBPTORBWHKHU LQ ) ZKHQ GHVFULELQJ SOD\
at the front room. Similarly, the mother in F2 described the front room as the
FKLOGUHQYY pSDUDGLVHY ZLWK RSSRUWXQLWLHV IRU X
choice of decoration. The segregated spaces of the Tyneside flats magnified these

distinctions through the visual boundaries between the front and the back of the

Victorian dwelling. Instead of the separation between the public and the private

spheres, the visual boundaries separated the aesthetic order of the family space

and the space for unstructured free play.

The encouragement of children's play demonstrates a new dimension of the
children's space in a home-centred lifestyle. In accordance with the inconsistency
in manifestations of the play space in the literature (see Chapter 3.5.2), a number
Rl GLITHUHQW SOD\ VSDFHVY ZHUH GHVFULEHG LQGHSHQGFHF
spaces to depict the shared indoor and outdoor spaces of the dwelling used for
F K L O$plaid @dgitionally, various forms of boundaries could be drawn from the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY QDUUDWLYHV WKDW LPSOLBbGaSXUSRVH
connectedness while keeping spatial distinction, to controlling visual exposure
within the extended shared space. However, in conclusion, it can be inferred from

the outlined accounts that the extended time spent by the children inside the family
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sphere was accompanied by their dominance over the use of the shared spaces,

and this had implications on the spatiality of shared family time.

6.3 Connectedness between the kitchen and the living room

6.3.1 Overview

7KH SDUWLFLSDQWVY GHVFULEHG VHYHUDO WLPHV RI W
housework while other members of the household are at home. The centre of

family practices moved from the living room to the kitchen due to the importance

of housework duties, that required their presence in the kitchen such as cooking,

washing dishes and laundry, and the interdependence between family members

atthHVH WLPHV +RZHYHU WKH VWUXJJOHV WR DFFRPPRGI
the Victorian family kichen WKDW ZDV GHVLJQHG WR DFFRPPRG
housework in separation from the family, revealed the impact of shared familial

roles and the need for closeness to children, and the spatial qualities of the

socialised kitchen.

6.3.2 The centrality of the kitchen

7KH FHQWUDOLW\ RI WKH NLWFKHQ LV DPSOLILHG GXH WR
housework tasks. Such centrality is partially related to accommodating many
housework practices in the kitchen, including food preparation and cooking,
washing dishes and laundry. This centrality implied the need for practicality in the
use of the space. The narratives revealed a sense of rushing while getting
MPHYHMWKLQJ UHDG\Y PRWKHU LQ | LQFOXGLQJ WKH SUHS
breakfast (mother in F2) during busy mornings. Practicality was also related to a
VHQVH RI REOLJDWLRQ DV WKH\ pKDYH WR FRRNY PRWK
done {{mother in F1). Furthermore, the significance of_the family gathering for the

HYHQLQJ PHDO zZDV GHPRQVWUDWHG E\ WKH SDUHQWVT
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Complexity of cooking procedures is inferred when the mother in F1 described her
H[SHULHQFH RIQQHURVLONIGH WDONHG RQ WKSHCISKRQH ZF
REOLIJDWLRQ ZDV UHQGHUHG ZLWK VHQWL Résciling UHODW
cooking dinner as a pleasant experience by the mothers in F2 and F3. Despite
GHVFULELQJ KHUVHOI DIfiI QRWH RR&W PAWHRRNLUHODWHG K
ZKLOH FRRNLQJ WR KHU HQMR\PHQW RI PRWKHUKRRG ZKH

her son.

I1RQHWKHOHVY WKH DGXOWVY H[SHULHQFHV RI OLPLWDW
with their concerns about maintaining connectedness with their children (as
reported in Section 6.2.4). Considering the boundedness and limitations of the
NLWFKHQ WKDW PHDQ LW FDQ DFFRPPRGDWH RQO\ RQH St

be asked about how the cook communicated with other members of the family.

6.3.3 The need for social connectedness in the kitchen

WKH GHPDQGV RI KRXVHZRUN DQG FKLOGFDUH LQ WKH
multitasking and connectedness between the kitchen and the living room. This
FRQOQHFWLRQ DSSHDUHG WKURXJK WKH UHSHWLWLRQ RI W
to describe synchronised activities taking place outside the kitchen (see Figure

6.14). For example, the father in F2 and the mothers in F3 and F4 found in patterns

of housework while being alone an opportunity to enjoy their free time by watching

WKH 79 RU UHVWLQJ pZKLO H.JFde &gniple] theduse Bf fhi liagng W L H V

room while engaging in housework appeared through description of the morning
URXWLQH RI WKH IDWKHU LQ ) MZLOO JR WR WKH NLWEFK
waiting for the laundry [to be] done, he would go back to the living room again,

maybe sit on the sofa. 1 $G G L W L Reghb @ @ultita3king were indicated as the

need for supervising children while the parents do housework and the children play
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or do their homework', DV H[SUHVVHG E\ PRWKHU LQ ) M, FDQ N
SRSSLQJ RYHU DQG VHHLQJ« NRQWRH H-SVKIDPVREQ \ WX DFHNH § WK H
LQ) GHVFULEHG D VLPLODU IRUP RI VRFLDO FRPPXQLFDW
WR WLPH« $UH \RX RND\" 2U WKLQJYVY OLNH WKDW ¢ 7KLV S
the need for spatial continuity between cooking and other social activities.

+RZHYHU WKH QHHG WR FRQWURO FKLOGUHQYV DFFHVV
restrictions associated with the connection between the kitchen and the living

room.

Figure6.14 Sketches of thParents supervising ctifen from the kitchen during their engagement in
cooking. F1 (left), F2 (right). (Source: the author)

Owing to the small size of the kitchen in these flats, an overlap between the
utilitarian nature of housework and leisure in the living room was indicated in most
of the participants narratives. It can be proposed from the proceeding accounts
that, while this overlap disturbed the aesthetics of the living room, it also rendered
the features of the kitchen with an atmosphere of a socialising space. In F3 and
) WKH PRWKHUVY GHVFULSWLRQV RI WKHLU PRUQLQJ UF
SODFH LQ WKH OLYLQJ URRP VXFRNBANO B GRHIOHVY UHR/OGLLJUI K

eating breakfast, listening to the radio and watching television. They also
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described the flow of movements of family members during this time to include
movement between the bathroom and the living room for getting ready. The
FROQFXUUHQW XVHV RI WKH OLYLQJ URRP UHQGHUHG WKH
GLPHQVLRQV VXFK DV FRPPXQLFDWLRQ WKURXJK pWDONY
communication with distant members of the family. Additionally, being in the living

room facilitated sharing media consumption while getting ready.

The distribution of familial duties between the adults in the participating families
informed the socialised nature of the kitchen. This was partially illuminated through
) IV ) 1V DL dssatisfaction with the size of their kitchen that caused
difficulty in allowing more than one user within the space. As the father in F6
HI[SODLQHG PZRUNLQJ WKHUH >UHIHUULQJ WR WKH NLWFK
[be] comfortable. | cannot XVH WKH VSDFH 1 ) XUWKHUPRUH WKH FRF
provide enough space for other housework duties, such as managing laundry.
Accordingly, this limitation caused further disorder in the shared spaces of the flat
due to the diffusion of housework-related objects, such as laundry and cleaning

equipment (see Figure 6.15).

It can be assumed that, despite achieving connectedness through the direct
DFFHVVY EHWZHHQ WKH NLWFKHQ DQG WKH OLYLQJ URRP
socialised space requiredto sSuSSRUW WKH DGXOWVY HQJDJHPHQW L(
not seen as equivalent to the living room. This distinction was inferred from the
sense of disorder arising from the accommodation of housework and childcare-
related practices in the living room. The presence of objects related to both 'getting
ready time', such as clothes and school equipment, and laundry in the living room
was perceived as a conflict between the aesthetics of the living room and the
utilitarian nature of childcare and housework (see Figure 6.15). Accordingly, a

VHQVH RI GLVRUGHU ZDV DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK QHJDWLYH IH
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PRRGY 7KH VHQVH RI GLVRUGHU ZDV IXUWKHU FODULILH
common to the participants who could return to their flats after nursery drop-off, as

the father in F2 and mothers in F3, F4 and F6 did. As the mother in F4 explained,

Figure6.15 A photo showing thewerlap of objects on the
JvlvP § o ]Jv &i[* (0 38X ~WZ}8} 8§ 1| v

'And then, and then I'll just come and tidy up after that, really quickly to tidy up.'
Accordingly, due to experiences of the conflicting uses of the living room, the need
for distinction between the utilitarian nature of the kitchen and the aesthetics of the
OLYLQJ URRP IRUPHG D SURPLQHQHW DVSHFW RI WKH S

shared space.

To conclude, the depiction of the socialised kitchen was built upon the familial roles

SOD\HG LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDWIlh Quh lliDH?, Lt lpbktérfh cbtRe® HV W L F L\
DGXOWVY HQJDIJHPHQW LQ KRXVHZRUN ZLWKLQ WKH SDUYV
need to extend the space of the kitchen to allow more than one person to use it at

the same time. However, it is noticeable that the partic LSDQWVY SUHVHQFH DSS
in the form of fulfilment of duties where none of the participants +apart from the

mother in F3, who cooked as a hobby and for work =+ raised any personal
GLPHQVLRQVY UHODWHG WR ZRPHQYY DWWDFKRHQW WR
Chapman (2002c), or personal dimensions, such as representations of personal

memoaries and self-expression as indicated in each of Meah and Jackson (2016)
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and Meah (2016b). Further, connectedness between the kitchen and the living
room did not provide a suitable solution for the necessary communication with
children while parents were busy in the kitchen. In fact, the sense of disorder due
to the overlap of objects related to housework and childcare suggested a need to

control of the spatial flow between the kitchen and the living space.

6.4 Detached individually used spaces

$GXOWVYT SHUVRQDO VSKHUHYV LQVLGH WKH GZHOOLQ.

Detachment from others

During alone time, most of the participants engaged in activities that implied a
sense of individuality while being separated from others. In some cases, these
activities were related to personal interests through their engagement in work,
study or hobbies. The participants associated this time with a sense of
achievement by acknowledging that the outcomes of their activities formed a
VDOLHQW TXDOLW\ RI WKLV WLPH 7KH SDUWLFLSDQWV{
grounded in the sense of appreciation of the value of individual productivity. This
was evident through the adults in F1 referringto WKLY WLPH RI WKH GD\ DV pV
WLPHY $GGLWLRQDOO\ WKH VHQVH RI DFFRPSOLVKPHQ\
ZULWLQJ KDSSHQV UHDOO\ HDUO\ LQ WKH PRUQLQJY PR
(mother in F2), and the sense of pride was expressed by the mother in F3 when
KHU JLUOV WHOO KHUY PRP \RX DUH WKH EHVW FRRNTY ZK
KDSS\Y +RZHYHU HQJDJHPHQW LQ VXFK DFWLYLWLHYV |

dedication of time, which provided the motivation for detachment from others.

In other cases, detachment from others enabled the participants to experience a
sense of individuality through their freedom of choosing what to do (see Figures

6.16 and 6.17). Activities during this free time implied a sense of emotional release
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and rejuvenation; for example, during a casual chat over the phone with friends,
while writing self-reflections, or meditating. This need for wellness also included
practices related to self-care, such as yoga (mothers in F2 and F4), having warm

baths (the mother in F1) as self-reward after engagement in work or study.

Nonetheless, it can be assumed from the variety of individual activities that the
FHQWUDOLW\ RI WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY IDPLO\ OLYHV LV F
regulate the state of connectedness with others. It can also be assumed that this
extended amount of time spent in the dwelling brought new forms of integration
EHWZHHQ LQGLYLGXDOVY IDPLO\ OLYHVY DQG WKHLU SXEO

connectedness via external social networks.

Figure6.16 The phone in F1's kitche =~ Figure6.17 z}P u § v +Spu C *%o
(Photo taken by the participant). attic room. (Photo taken by the participant).

Temporal boundaries for quietness

Patterns of time scheduling for accommodating alone time reflected the need for
quietness to enable the participants to engage in their activities (see Figures 6.18,
6.19 and 6.20). This appeared in the repetition of terms that link the time for
creativity withthestDWH RI EHLQJ D OiRtQeHnomiKFIK DMW IKHU VFKRRO GU
RIIV  WKH PRW K HUMinQes evely@Gning ] WKH PRWKH latd Q | DQ
is alone time PRWKHU LQ ) GHVFULELQJ Water [tH2Msabyd UTV UR X

sleeps 1 | D W K HL.Uhé& §atg of detachment was associated with the quietness
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experienced during these times. For example, the father in F1 explained his use
of headphones to ensure quietness during his work late at night, and the father in
F5 described how he enjoyed hLY DORQH WLPH LQ WKH OLYLQJ URRP
bedtime. Similarly, the mother in F3 related her choice of working on her cookery
business very late at night to being able to concentrate while the others were
sleeping. However, despite the segregation between spaces in the Tyneside flats,
it is interesting to find this consistency in prioritising temporal boundaries for
achieving detachment from others. Nonetheless, in order to reveal further details
about the order of space in the dwelling, it was necessary to distinguish between

the use of time for time scheduling the use of space, or as a boundary per se.

= —
Figure6.18 A sketch of the alone time of the Figure6.19 A sketch of thalone timeof the
u}sz & Jv &i[* o]A]ofeEdku Al (8Z E v &f[* ¢$dufoePTHE}}UD

asleep. (Source: The author). author).

Figure6.20 A sketch of thalone timeof the father
Jv &i[* o]A]S®u@e} Fheauthor)
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Spatial attributes of alone time

The spatial qualities associated with alone time were constructed through the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY UHIOHFWLRQV RQ H[SHULHQWLDHDO GLPHC(
space experiences. In such light, cosiness appeared as a prominent spatial quality
that was commonly expressed by the participants in a way that enfolded a sense
of physical comfort and boundedness of space. Features supporting physical
comfort, such as comfortable furniture, thermal comfort and ease of access to food
(see Section 6.2.4) shaped the understanding of personal space. Accordingly,
VXFK QHHG IRU SK\VLFDO FRPIRUW KHLJKWHQHG WKH URC(
RU uWKH VRIDY LQ DFFRPPRGDWLQJ VROLWDU\ DFWLYLWL
Figure 6.21). In this sense, participants, such as the mother in F2 and the father in
F5, specified their enjoyment of sensual qualities like warmth in their living room
during their individual free time. Likewise, participants acknowledged the influence
of soft light in the early morning, as described by the mother in F2, or from indirect
lighting, as described by the mother in F1, on their sense of cosiness during their
individual time. Cosiness was also expressed in the form of the sense of
containment and boundedness owing to the small size of the space in the
reflections of most of the participants on their alone relaxed time. In the narratives,
GHVFULSWLRQV RI WKH VHQVH RI WKH VL]H RI WKH VSDFt
DQG UFRV\Y DV LQ WKH VHQVH RI VPDOO pantsuti FRPPRC
describe their perception of their personal space through their sense of the body +

space and object ispace relationships.

Choices of spaces where the participants, particularly the mothers, spent their
alone time informed the need for mood conditioning. This need appeared through

WKH PRWKHUVY SUHIHUHQFHYV IRU EULJKWQHVY ZKLFK W]
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DV pPRRG OLIWLQJY MuFKHHUIXOY DQG pHQMR\Y 2Q WK
explained their scheduling of their alone time for when they could enjoy daylight,
DV HI[SUHVVHG WKURXJK WHUPV VXFK DV pPRUQLQJY WKH
For that reason, the mother in F2 enjoyed her alone time early in the morning at
the armchair near the window in the living room (see Figure 6.21). Furthermore,
the sense of pleasantness was also associated with avoiding isolation while being
alone. As clearly expressed by the mother in F1, visual connectedness with the
outside was one of her reasons for situating her study space at the front window
(see Figure 6.22). These findings suggest the independence of alone time from
IL[HG VSDWLDO DVVRFLDWLRQVY DQG WKH VSDWLDOLW\ R/
contributes to the understanding of the flows of spatial processes taking place in

WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVYT GZHOOLQJV

Figure 6.21 The armchair where tt  Figure6.22dZ u}3zZ E[- A}EI:
mother spends her alone time in -~ overlooking the main street from the fro
morning near the window and radiai  window at the bedroom.

in F2's living room. (Photo taken by

participants)

Ownership of space

The need for ownership of space that accompanied the sense of individuality

GXULQJ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY DORQH WLPH LQYLWHY DQ F
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alternative social space, as raised in the literature review (see Section 3.3). In this

case, the distinction between personal and shared spaces denoted implications

for the spatial structure of the dwelling. The need for a dedicated space for
SHUVRQDO XVH DSSHDUHG WKURXJK H[SUHVVLRQV OLNH |
RU pP\ VRIDY WKH IDWKHU LwQership véaX Edfistrlet€i\througH R

the need for space for display and storage of personal objects related to personal

practices. In the Tyneside flats, the small size of the living room and bedroom

spaces xwith the exception of the large front room *caused spatial conflict due to

restrictions in dedicating a space for personal use. Accordingly, negotiations about

creating spaces dedicated to alone time within shared spaces accentuated the
significance of material representations of the ownership of space. For example,

the father in F5 signified his ownership of the sofa where he worked by leaving his
SHUVRQDO REMHFWYV VXFK DV KLV EDJ ODSWRS ERRNV
Similarly, this was seen in the difficulty the mother in F1 found in using the desk

for sewing due to the objects piled on the desk that were not related to her hobby

(see Figure 6.23). Yet, and despite demarcating their spaces, a temporal boundary

was still needed, and the participants were not able to use their micro-geographic

entities (Aarsand and Aronsson, 2009; Anderson and Jones, 2009) without being

alone in the space.
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It was noticeable that not all participants needed a space for themselves in their
flats. In fact, rather than relying on spatial segregation for separating alone and
shared times, spaces associated with alone time were constructed according to
the spatial FRQGLWLRQV WKDW ZRXOG VXSSRUW WKH SDUWLFL
absence of associations between the dedicated personal space and the need for
physical boundaries in such situations indicated the persistence of the enquiry
about the nature of the spatial relationship between the shared and personal

spaces.

Figure6.23 D}3Z EJ[+ » AJvP u
the desk with other piled up objects in F
living room. (Photo taken by the mother

&KLOGUHQTY SHUVRQDO VSKHUHYV

Overview

Most of the participating families acknowledged specific features of the spatiality

RI WKHLU FKLOGUHQYV SHUVRQDO V tite khatkhe gendfalZDV VHHC
XQGHUVWDQGLQJ RI WKH FKLOGUHQYVY SHUVRQDO VSKHUH
VHH &KDSWHU 6HFWLRQ FKLOGYV VSDFH +RZHYHU UD

RQO\ WKHLU RZQ URRPV WKH SDUWLFLSDQWWS QDUUDYV
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consider alternative constructions made through their experiences of their flats.
Accordingly, this section reveals distinctions between the spaces for play and
DORQH WLPHV 7KH ILQGLQJYVY DOVR LQGLFDWH DWWULEX

space.

7KH VSDWLDOLW\ RXWOLQHG LQ WKLV VHFWLRQ GLIIHUHG
DQG DGXOWY{V XVHV RI WKH VKDUHG VSDFH VHH 6HFWLR(
section on identifying the impact of children as a social unit on the spatiality of the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY GRPHVWLFLW\ W LV ZRUWK QRWLQJ K
childreninFlandF6 GLG QRW FRQWUDGLFW WKHLU SDUHQWVTYT FR
HIWHQW WKH\ SURYLGHG PRUH GHWDLOV DERXW WKH FRQ

LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY OLYHYV

&KLOGUHQYV FRV\ VSDFH IRU DORQH WLPH

7KH QHHG IRU D FRV\ VSDFH DZD\ IURP RWKHUV ZDV DVVI
engagement in sedentary solitary activities, such as reading or drawing. It was
seen that children needed detachment from others to avoid noise while
concentrating on their activities. However, further spatial qualities were revealed
ZKHQ FRQVLGHULQJ WKH OLQN EHWZHHQ WKH IHHOLQJV F
senses of comfort and relaxation expressed during this time. This link was
apparent in the relaxed sense of time when the childrenstay pIRUHYHUY WKH PRW
in F4) while doing activities alone. The image of a cosy personal space was further
articulated through physical comfort and a sense of confinement with the self while
engaging in these activities within the comfort and defined space of their beds.
7KLV LPDIJH UHVHPEOHY GHVFULSWLRQV RI FKLOGUHQTV \
OLWHUDWXUH VXFK DV 'D\ ZKR KLJKOLJKWHG FKLOG

and for spaces of small scale, such as dens. This image of a cosy personal space
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was portrayed in the following extract, in which the daughter in F1 expressed her
desire for informal food consumption while relaxing in bed, which can be compared
ZLWK DGXOWVY HQMR\PHQW RI IR REax&QivMeXdeSWedR Q G XULC

in Section 62.4.

Father asking daughter: Would you like to add something else,

any dreams for our apartment?

Daughter: A bed... Like... Like when you press the button it just
like lifts an arm up with like a burrito inside it, so you can just

take it and eat it.
Mother: Burrito bed!
Me: Do you like to be near food when you play?

Daughter: Yeah, especially sushi! Then she added: You can refill
the bed with, like, burritos!

&KLOGUHQTY RZQHUVKLS RI VSDFH

The limitation of space in the Tyneside flats amplified the parents desire to support
WKHLU FKLOGUHQYVY VHQVH RI RZQHUVKLS RI VSDFH 7KLV
) DV p<RX MXVW ZDQWHWR PRXHNRIRZ LW V IRU KLP 6R L
In such light, the lack of a room for each child, which motivated F1, F3 and to want
to move from their flats, highlighted the significance of dedicating a room for a
FKLOGYV XVH LQ Wik AduinglLie Xpa&iendey §f this restriction,
WKH IROORZLQJ FRQFHSWLRQV ZHUH EDVHG RQ WKH SDL

WKRXJIKWYVY DQG YLVLRQV RI WKHLU FKLOGUHQTV RZQHG V

BHSUHVHQWDWLRQV RI WKH FKLOGUHQTV RiAEphtIaY KLS RI1 V
and the material levels. Spatially, the boundedness of a space zeither as a room

or a corner in a shared space (see Chapter 6) twas a tool for emphasising the

FKLOGYVY RZQHUVKLS RI WKH VSDFH DV WKH IDWKHU LQ )

KLP $V ZLWK WKH VSDWLDOLW\ RI WKH FKLOGUHQTV XVH
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WKH DSSUHFLDWLRQ RI FKLOGUHQYV IUHHGRP ZDV C
RI VSDFLRXVQHVY DV D VSDWLDO TXDOLW\ WKDW ZRXOG D
IUHH XVH RI REMHFWYVY 7KH SDUWLFLSDQWY DOVR UHIHUU
dedicated to their own objects (see Figure 6.21). Accordingly, storage formed a
VLIQLILFDQW FRPSRQHQW RI WKH FKLOGUHQTV RZQHG VS
and equipme QW DV ZHOO DV WKH SDUHQWVYTY LQWHUHVW LQ ID

On the aesthetic level, the representation of childhood formed a common
conception for most of the participants. This included representations of themes
and colours commonly related to childhood for decorating the children spaces, as
) GHVFULEHG pP D\E Hr¥i&i&vdurite $tdrigslold WKLQJIJV OLNH WKDW
attitude also implied the intention to break from the normality of adults' spaces,

which F5 expressed as a 'fancy' space (see Figure 6.24).

Figure6.24 Bright colours and fancy decorati
}( 8z uMPZs EJ- E}}lu Jv
taken by the mother).

The findings showed that separation from others in a segregated room did not fully
satisfy the children's needs for privacy. Rather, the different experiential modes
and patterns of use of space expressed in the narratives led to a variation in the

spatial qualities of the children's private spaces. It was the small size of their
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bedroom together with the comfort they found on their bed that provided them with
the cosy space for their alone time. Furthermore, the spaciousness of the front
room provided freedom while playing, and included furniture and equipment for
solitary activities. However, the repeated expressions about the significance of the
FKLOGUHQYY RZQHUVKLS RI WKHLU VSDFHV LQIRUPHG

FKLOGUHQ 1 ohj&ctd @nd @ mzéxl for space that is dedicated to their use.

7KH H[SHULHQFHV RI FKLOGUHQYVY GRPHVWLF OLYHV LQ V
KDYLQJ WKHLU RZQ URRP SHU VH GLG QHFHVVDULO\ QRW
own space. Accordingly, WKH OLPLWDWLRQ RI WKH FKLOGUHQYV EH
FKLOGUHQVMYDWRBDLR SUDFWLFHY RXWVLGH WKHLU URRPV
living room was partially related to the need for maintain social connectedness

between the children and parents and in other situations this pattern of use of

space was related to the spatial restrictions imposed by the size of the bedrooms

(see Section 6.2.4). However, the need to place personal objects and participate

in activities, such as playing with friends, in a dedicated personal space explained

WKH QHHG IRU WKH HPERGLPHQW RI WKH FKLOGYV DXWR
RZQHUVKLS RI VSDFH 1RQHWKHOHVV WKH SDUWLFLSDQ\
links between sleep and ownership of space, which opens the way to questioning

WKH SRVVLELOLW\ RI DFFRPPRGDWLQJ WKH FKLOGTV SHU)

the bedroom.

6.5 Conclusion
This chapter depicts spatial fields!! that developed according to social aspects of
WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY #R Pelfirdihgs Heveal8d-thdRitdiadt Qf the

parenting styles and familial roles taken by the adults on a variety of shared and

11 Drawing on Lefebvre (1991), spatial fields represent abstract fields of social practices depicted through
objects and beahvior (see Sections 1.4.3 and 4.2).
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SHUVRQDO SUDFWLFHV ,Q VXFK OLJKW XQIROGLQJ WKH V
informed the symbolic and experiential significance of the gathering space.
However, informed by the conflicts experienced in the use of the living room, the
findings outlined spatial distinctions accompanying different social practices.
Further, the revealed variation of modes of social connectedness, particularly
between parents and children, during shared activities informed the complexity in

the depicted spatial fields.

The descriptions of the time spent by members of the participating families in the
dwellings included different personal practices that varied in their forms of social
connectedness and needs for spatial distinction. In such light, instead of the
polarity between the personal and family times spent in the dwelling, as seen in
Hunt (1989) and Munro and Madigan (1993), the spatial manifestation of the
duality included behavioural and temporal boundaries, as depicted by Alexander

et al. (1977), of the forms of social interaction in family life.

The temporalities of the narrated events informed social and experiential aspects
shaping the spatial relations of coexisting and time-scheduled events. Accordingly,
the family space implied distinctions between the utilitarian nature and aesthetic
pleasantness of a space. Also, the findings outlined that the need for personal
space did not represent a necessity for accommodating alone time. Instead, the
spatiality of alone time indicated that the dedication of space for personal use was
dependent on the need for ownership of space, and that need appeared equally

among members of the family regardless of their age and gender.
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Chapter 7
Reading the Dwelling Through the Lived Space
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Chapter 7: Reading the Contemporary Dwelling
Through the Lived Space

7.1 Introduction

The previous chapter explained abstract spatial fields by considering

contemporary domesticity in Tyneside flats. The depictions were accompanied by

enquiries about the spatial relationships and the architectural features that

supported their social constructions. In contrast, this chapter reports the spatial
VWUXFWXUHV WKURXJK WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY UHFRQVWIL
physical models. This does not aim to propose a generalised dwelling model.

Instead, it addresses the third research question: what do negotiations with

architectural space reveal about the contemporary dwelling model? In this chapter,

WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY UHFRQVWUXFWLRQV RI WKHLU 10D

knowledge about the contemporary family dwelling model (see Chapter 3).

The findings reported in this chapter result from reading the spatial structure of the
physical models in parallel to both the intentions and structural relationships
HISUHVVHG WKURXJK WKH SDahwthd-dp&tial @ads/deptdd iR UL W\ OL\
Chapter 6. Furthermore, gaps identified in the literature review were also revisited
and guided the process of interpretation of the constructed qualities. The
LOQOWHUSUHWDWLRQ RI WKH SDUW LdweBrigQwasvofiiddddy R Q VW U X |
two analytical questions. First, what is the spatial structure that manifestations of
the contemporary home-centredness? Second, what does the revealed spatial
structure tell us about the change from the mid-twentieth century to the

contemporary model?

It is of relevance to note in this introduction that the structural features were
revealed through the physical models relied on the encounters between the body

and space as described in the participants descriptions of how they imagined the
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way they would use and experience their proposed dwellings. The reported
features of the physical models included the spatial conditions created by the
architectural features as well as the spatial relations created by the physical
models. It is also worth noting that, as the flat of F4 had already been refurbished
into an open plan model (see chapter 5), the interpretation of the constructed

model of this flat was based on the narrative of the mother in F4.

7.2 A place to sit together

The manifestation of a comfortable space for gathering represents one of the
common spatial conditions created by the participants through their models.
According to the findings in Chapter 6, this space was consistently associated with
the senses of freedom, relaxation and intimacy in the family sphere. Socially,
intimacy was associated with the closeness of social relationships, such as a
FRXSOHYV UHOD[DWLRQ WLPH SOD\LQJ ZLWK FKLOGUHQ
Furthermore, such relationships also hinted at an informality of behaviour in terms
of the use of space and movement. This was manifested in using the sitting space
for entertainment and informal food consumption. Participants commonly
associated freedom from duties and restrictions with watching movies, or their
enjoyment of having snacks or eating a meal on the living room sofa (see Chapter
6). This relaxed mood was complemented by descriptions of spatial cosiness.
Correspondingly, the cosiness of the sitting space was acknowledged through the
physical comfort of the furniture £commonly the sofa and soft cushions *thermal
comfort and the spaciousness that would provide a comfortable body ispace

experience while sitting and moving.

It was striking to observe that some of the participating families +except for F4
and F6 xdid not have a television in their reconstructed sitting space, despite

including representations of other objects and decorative features. Drawing on
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Rose (2016) in interpreting the significance of meanings within visually
represented data (see Chapter 4), the degraded significance of the television in
the family space could be inferred. This suggestion was also supported by
indications from some of the families of prioritising social communication over
media consumption while together. For example, the father in F5 explicitly stated
that he did not want to have a television in the socialisation space. However, the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY QDUUDWLYHY DOVR LQFOXGHG

screen time, as expressed in F1.

Spatially, the models included manifestations of aspects of relaxation through
three features. First, the participants required easy access to food. Particularly, the
mother in F2 explained the proximity of the kitchen as the reason behind her
decision to include the place for relaxation in the open-plan shared space.
Similarly, the father in F5 included the dinner table in the living room while
reconstructing his flat to allow the ease and informality of food consumption.
Second, the need for quietness and keeping order in the sitting space (see Chapter

ZDV DSSDUHQW WKURXJK WKH FRQVLVWHQF\ RI
play space and the sitting space in the models. For some participants such as in

F5, who had a baby, and each of F3 andF6, who have primary school aged

VLPLODL

GLVWLQ

FKLOGUHQ WKH FKLOGUHQYVY VSDFH ZDV DVVRFLDWHG Z

separate playroom. However, F1 and F2 manifested this separation by
distinguishing between spaces within their open-plan living space (see Section
7.2.1). Finally, the participants emphasised the cosiness of the sitting space
through their decisions about architectural and material features. A connection
between cosiness and the feel of containment was shown in the boundedness of
the sitting space in the models. In F3, the mother explained the need for cosiness
while maintaining the spaciousness of the shared space as the reason behind her

use of an arch to separate the dining and sitting spaces. In a similar manner, while
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listing his priorities, the father in F5 explained his vision of the family space as a
VSDFH WKDW LV pQRW WRR ELJY LQ RUGHU WR DOORZ FI
closeness. From this perspective, the father in F5 maintained the boundedness of
his sitting room by relying on the segregated spatial structure of his Tyneside flat.
Besides physical features, F2 relied on sensual qualities, such as dimmed lighting,
WR FUHDWH FRVLQHVYV LQ WKH pMRLQHG VSDFHY IRU KHU

plan shared space.

The place to sit together forms a central space in the family dwelling that is spatially

distinguished from other shared spaces for its uses and aesthetics. However,
YDULDWLRQV LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY FRQFHSWLRQV I
QRWLFHDEOH WKUR X J¥enahked t&Gild uhouriedSiong &8 pait of an

open-plan space +tWKH pOLY LHQrhs\aSdparatglbounded space +tWKH pOLYLQJ
URRPY uVLWWLQJ URRPY RU pORXQJHY +RZHYHU LQ D¢
explained in the following findings, was interrelated with other spaces and was

characterised by accessibility to the kitchen and garden. Therefore, owing to the

similarity of these spatial relations, and for ease of discussion, the term living space

ZLOO EH XVHG WR UHIHU W@®&h Bitkakiong Yo g Wide@Qehd&CeD FHY LQ

from the architectural form.

7.2.1 A cosy corner in the shared space

The complexity of the spatial structure of the family space was reinforced through
an observable pattern of connection between main and complementary spaces
that the participants referred to as corners. Symbolic and aesthetic means of
differentiation between spaces were mentioned during the interviews and the
conversation during priority listing and model making. The mother in F1 explained
that having a space attached to the living space provided an opportunity to spend
time alone while avoiding isolation in a segregated space. Even when others were

around, the mother expected this space to enable engagement in hobbies as she
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could keep her equipment separate from objects related to the shared space. The
mother in F2 added that the elimination of physical partition between this space

and the living space would support ease of movement while playing or practising

yoga.

From a similar perspective, the motherin ) DQWLFLSDWHG D GLQLQJ pFRU
WR WKH OLMb&ah atttiRtB & §paciousness that would support the sense
of comfort in the living space. At the outset, knowing of her use of the dining table
for her cookery classes together with her preference of separating between her
public and family life, | was confused when the participant decided to remove the
partition between the dining and living spaces. During a conversation with my
VXSHUYLVRU DERXW WKLV FRQWUDGLFWLRQ WZR DV
acknowledgement of this spatial continuity as a matter of comfort in the family
VKDUHG VSDFH )LUVW WKH PRWKHUYV UHIHUHQFH WR IDF
an aspect of spaciousness by using an Arabic expression that describes the
HQMR\PHQW RI UHOLHI IURP VSDWLDO veERWNVBIDL QWY  u:t
SURYLGLQJ HDVH IRU XV § 7KLV FRPPHQW ZDV H[SUHVVH
DGGLQJ D FRQVWUXFWLRQ LQ WKH EDFN \DUG GXULQJ PRC
explanation of her enjoyment of relaxation, comfort and freedom in the living room,
through her narrative, reinforced the interpretation of joining the dining corner to
WKH OLYLQJ URRP DV WKH PRWKHUTV SHUFHSWLRQ RI VS|

from spatial constraints.

Complementary spaces were commonly portrayed as cosy, as expressed by the
SDUWLFLSDQWY DV D pvPDOO FRUQHUYT RU DQ pH[WUD FR
constructed by the participants on the spatial and material levels. Spatially,
cosiness was related to the sense of containment in space that the participants

manifested through the boundedness of these corners (see Figure7.1). The sense
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of containment also appeared to be related to each of the body ispace and object +
VSDFH UHODWLRQV WKDW DSSHDUHG WKURXJK WKH UHOD
the cosy corners. In fact, in the case of F3, the dining corner that the mother
created in the model was of a similar size to the living room. However, her sense
of the small size of this corner was related to the size of the dining table within the
boundaries of the dedicated space (see Figure 7.1). Additionally, the sense of
cosiness was further articulated during model making with the visual and tactile
qualities of objects. In most cases, cosiness was associated with the softness of

colour and texture of objects in the space.
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Figure7.1 Analysis of thedo ES] [% VS
manifestations of spatial distinctions betweel
uses in the living space. F3's model (Top lefi
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According to the outlined spatial structure, a move away from the one shared
space model (see Chapter 3) might be suggested. However, in this case, the
construction of the alternative social space was not related to resolving the tension
between individuality and togetherness per se (see Chapter 3). Rather, the
conception of the alternative social space also included experiential dimensions
that were revealed through the perceived opportunity to support freedom and

comfort by integrating these corners within the living spaces.
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7.2.2 Connectedness between sitting and play spaces

Making decisions during model making showed that participants wanted to enable
social connectedness with their children while being in the sitting space. However,
opportunities for social conQHFWLRQV ZHUH SHUFHLYHG E\ WKH SDU\
forms. In some cases, participants ensured spatial continuity between the living
and play spaces, as seen in F1 and F2. Nonetheless, while creating this flow,
participants from both families showed awareness of creating geometry and
boundedness of space to distinguish between the living space and complementary
play spaces. In F1, this complementary space was created by replacing the wall
separating the living space and the bedrooms with foldable doors that could be
opened during play. In F2, the participant created a corner with an open arch to
emphasise the distinction between the spaces. Besides allowing social
connectedness, these decisions were explained as a means for extending

opportunities for play and free movement within the spaces of the flat.

Ease of accessibility between the play and living spaces was perceived as another
form of supporting connectedness between the adults and children. Facilitated by
the proximity between rooms in the Tyneside flat, families F3 and F5 found the
ease of access between the living room and the bedrooms to be an opportunity for
allowing social connectedness (see Figure 7.2). At the same time, both families
found the segregated rooms to be an opportunity to suppoUW WKHLU FKLOGU
autonomy. From a similar point of view, despite the interest in supporting the
FKLOGUHQTY DXWRQRP\ E\ DFFRPPRGDWLQJ SOD\ LQ WKH
floor of the constructed model, the parents in F6 enabled such connectedness by

creating direct access between the living space and the backyard.
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7.2.3 Connectedness with the cooking space

Decisions about the relationship between the kitchen and the living space were
shaped by social, practical and aesthetic considerations. The way in which the flow
of movement was enabled between the spaces was manifested in the models in
different forms. For F1, the flow created through an open-plan structure provided
a sense of spaciousness and extended opportunities for social connectedness
between the cook and other members of the family. Similarly, the same spatial
structure was seen by the mother in F2 as an opportunity for creating a sense of
informality and encouraging guests to move freely. In contrast, in cases with the
dining table in the living room, direct access between the kitchen and the dining
space was explained by the participants in F5 and F6 as an opportunity for serving
food. Interestingly, the desire for connectedness between the kitchen and the living
space was apparent in the models constructed by both families. Identical
manifestations of such connectedness appeared when a partition with openings
was placed between the living space and the kitchen to limit visibility while
maintaining the sense of spatial continuity between different spaces used during

family time (see Figures 7.3).
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Living space
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The kitchen

Figure7.3 Analysis of thedirect access between the kitchen and the dining room. F
model (left). F5's model (right). (Source: The author)

Nonetheless, the visibility of the kitchen from the living room was an aspect of

caution for all participants. Most of the participants referred to this differentiation

between the aesthetic order the living room and the utilitarian nature of the kitchen.

8VLQJ W H UtRevkitehemisl just purely work§ RUGIRQIW IHHO DQ\WKLQJ

N L W E tédlf@tifer in F5 expressed the unpleasantness of his experience of the

kitchen due to the disorder of cooking equipment, which he wished to conceal.

Accordingly, despite the informality of the family sphere in F5, the father preferred

to maintain the boundaries between the living room and the kitchen. Sensitivity

towards the visual exposure of the kitchen was also raised by the father in F1, who

favoured the spatial continuity of an open plan, and who expressed his vision of

the family realm when telling the type of houses the family was searching for as

MZKHQ ZH ORRN DW D IHZ RI WKHVH KRXVHV WKH RQHV W
area separate living space though 1 ,Q DGGLWLRQ WKH VHSDUDWLRQ E|
and the sitting space also related to the separation between the formality of the

public sphere accommodated in the sitting space and the informality of the family

time in the kitchen, as reflected by adults in F6 during model making. Such

separation was also explained through the narratives when participants were

211



asked about their conception of the relationship between the kitchen and the living
room in reference to their cultural background:

[the] kitchen is close to [the] living room, but not such kind of

way. They have different doors [for] separation, and also, [it is

where] we have lunch and dinner and other eating activities. If

we have guests, we can go in the living room in this form for

eating something together but in general our eating activities

[take place] in the kitchen.
Different forms of differentiation between the kitchen and the living room draw
attention to a duality in the structure of the family space. This duality was created
due to the differences in the aesthetics of each division. This implied that the
decision regarding the visibility of the kitchen from the living room was guided by

WKH LOKDELWDQWVY SRVLWLRQ IURP WKH XWLOLWDULDRQ

order of objects in the living room.

7.3 The socialised kitchen

$V RXWOLQHG WKURXJK WKH SD WNhaptel 8,DsQppovtifig H[SHULH
togetherness in the family sphere (see Section 6.3.3) included the need to facilitate

social communication while the parents were engaged in household duties and

VKDUHG PHDOV 7KLV QHHG ZDV DPSOLILHG f#tiob RXJK WK
with the size of their kitchens, which did not allow the space to be used by more

than one person at a time.

Accordingly, their aspiration for social connectedness during family time was
manifested through the transformation of the separated Victorian scullery, which
DFFRPPRGDWHG RQH SHUVRQYY DFWLYLWLHYVY WR D SRSXC
transformation chiefly relied on creating spatial continuity between the cooking and

GLQLQJ VSDFHV DV H[SUHVYVHQalE froW thélkitdben tobere Q ) p
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people are eatingy ,Q DGGLWLRQ WKH LQWHJUDWLRQ EHWZHH
spaces imbued the kitchen with the significance of the family meal in the

SDUWLFLSDQWVY OLYHYV

The concept of connectedness between cooking and dining was interpreted in
GLITHUHQW IRUPV GHSHQGLQJ RQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVT St
in the family sphere and their attitudes towards the cooking process. Accordingly,
while creating spaciousness in the family shared space, an open-plan structure
was seen by the mothers in F1 and F2 as a means for extending social
communication and informality when guests were present. The mother expressed
this in F2 when she decided to remove any form of division +a wall or open arch
+between the living space and the kitchen-diner that she created in the outset.
Adults expressed a similar point of view in F1 when appreciating the spaciousness
of the open plan despite sensitivity to the visibility of the kitchen. Otherwise, a
kitchen-diner created by F6 replicated the layout of their former home that created
a sense of informality in the pattern of food consumption and enabled the

socialisation of the food preparation process.

Nonetheless, due to the conception of the utilitarian nature of the kitchen, as
described in Section 6.3, The parents in F6 explained the need to include another
MIRUPDO GLQLQJ VSDFHY RXWVLGH WKH NLWFKHQ IRU HQW
From a similar perspective, F5 did not find the kitchen a suitable space for family
socialisation and framed connectedness between the kitchen and dining area

through the practicality of direct access for serving food.

It is worth noting here that none of the participants linked the segregation between
the kitchen and the living room to the control of social interaction. Accordingly, in
reference to the aspects of distinction between the living space and the kitchen in

Section 6.3.3, references to aesthetic dimensions while making decisions about
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this division confirms the duality governing the order in the shared spaces.
Nonetheless, and deviating from the duality of public and private spheres in the
Victorian dwelling, the participants associated this spatial order with the aesthetic
identity of the space. Such duality also confirms the inclusion of the kitchen within
the realm of the family sphere as another gathering space in parallel to the living
space. Nonetheless, the findings also clarify the complexity of the family space in

the dwelling.

7.4 Connectedness between the backyard and living space

The reconstruction of the backyard implied a transformation in the conception of

the outdoor space from a place for refuse in the Victorian dwelling to a space for
accommodating the contemporary pattern of family time that appeared through the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY DFFRXQWY 7KXV VLPLODULWLHV EHW:Z
VSDFHV LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY PRGHOV IRUPHG D VDOL
Through this section, a role of the backyard in reinforcing the feelings of freedom

and comfort in the reconstructed family space is revealed.

7KLV VHFWLRQ VWDUWYV E\ FRQVWUXFWLQJ WKH SDUWLFL
order in the backyard. Then, it reveals opportunities for accommodating these
conceptions through the aesthetics of the constructed models and the qualities of

the spatial structure.

7.4.1 The backyard as a space for freedom in the dwelling

Freedom in the backyard was envisioned by the participants as the liberation from
spatial and behavioural constraints. This conception of freedom was associated
with multiple dimensions on the social and behavioural levels. Accordingly,
liberation from social formality was manifested through gatherings for meals and

socialising. The common pattern of having the outdoor dining table near the
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NLWFKHQ GHPRQVWUDWHG WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY DVSLUL
kitchen into the outdoor space (see Figures 7.4 and 7.5). This pattern was

apparent through the narratives.

Outdoor

Kitchen gathering BBQarea
diner space Kitchen andOutdoor

S e o] » gathering
diner

Figure7.4 Analysis of the direct access between theFigure7.5 Analysis of the vide windows and

kitchendiner and the gathering space in F2's modedoors connecting each of the sitting and din
rooms with the outdoor space in F3's model

The father in F6 explained the conception of informal family gatherings in the
RXWGRRU VSDFH p<RX FDQ JR WKURXJK WKH NLWFKHQ WI

RU GULQN WHD DQG WKHQ VLWWLQJ WKHUH VRPHWLPHV 1

The motherin ) GHVFULEHG KHU DVSLUDWLRQV IRU WKH EDFEN\
[inthe] EDFN\DUG«, PHDIM WXQ@\LWMWHUQRRQ RU >VRPH@ WKL

OD\EH VRPH FKDLUV VRPH FRIIHH VRPH GULQNV« MXVW F

Liberation from behavioural restrictions on the body ispace and object ispace
experiences within the indoor environment was appreciated by the participants, as
shown by the mothers in each of F1 and F4, who reported their conceptions of
active play in the garden H[SUHVVHG DV EHKQY DERGHKWRHUUWSURS
HIHUFLVHY 7KH SDUWLFLSDQWY DVVRFLDWHG WKH RXW(
nature through elements such as water or mud. These elements were described
DV D VRXUFH RI GLVRUGHU ZKLFK ZDV H[SUHVVHG E\ WKH

that could only be accommodated within the outdoor space. Furthermore, indoor
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restrictions on materiality also appeared, as the mother in F2 acknowledged the
RXWGRRU HQYLURQPHQW DV DQ HQDEOHU IRU XVLQJ pEL.
gym machines that could not be accommodated within the limited indoor space.
Finally, the feeling of liberation from indoor limitations was also related to the type
of food consumption outside, such as the commonality of suggesting barbeques

for outdoor meals.

ThepartciSDQWVY H[SUHVVLRQV RI D VHQVH RI UHVWULFWLRC
with spatial qualities that represented the origin of the backyard as a space for
refuse. The mother in F2 explained her aspiration for family space inside her flat:

It is kind of more open-ended a space'?, you can get out the way

they want, and also kind of feeling just to do, not feel that limited.

7KH SDUHQWYV LQ ) H[SUHVVHG WKHLU FKLOGUHQTYV H[SHL

Actually, for kids there is not enough space to play together [in
the] backyard. For example, sometimes they go to [the] backyard
EXW LW V DFWXDOO\ LWV TXLWH OLPLWHG WKH DL
area so they only spend maybe what 10 minutes or 15 minutes
and they say [they are] bored.
In these cases, the participants found no opportunity other than the space inside
their flats to accommodate their family time activities. Furthermore, most of the
suggestions for reconstructing their flats were devoid of additional practices other
than those performed during family time within the indoor spaces. Instead, the

possibilities for the use of space were created through replication of play and

gatherings within the backyard.

Such multidimensionality of freedom had an impact on the spatial qualities of the

outdoor space through its organisation and relationship with the indoor spaces.

12 open endeehesshere is mentioneds freedom to move lack of restriction
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Additionally, extending the sense of freedom in the family sphere through the

outdoor space had an impact on the aesthetics on the visual and tactile levels.

7.4.2 Reconstruction of the backyard

7KH SDUWLFLSDQWVY DVSLUDWLRQV IRU YLVXDO DHVWKI
analogy to the living space through its order, which they described as tidiness and

cleanness?®. In some cases, perception of cleanness outdoors was linked to the

controlled presence of nature. When the mother in F3 listed her priorities, it was

clear that she saw such visual qualities as aspects of pleasantness through her

XVH RI HI[SUHVVLRQV VXFK HVWKLQILWH WIRVEBBUDOKHWKH D
RI WLGLQHVY LQ WKH OLYLQJ URRP ZDV H[SfeingisSHG E\ WK
GHSHQGHQW RQ KRZ WLG\ HYHU\WKLQJ LV« ,I P\ URRP LV
VLPLODULWLHY H[SODLQHG \ti&rnd tc datey/ visublSSONdriity § DSSUR

between the indoor and outdoor spaces in the constructed models.

The participants referred to the aesthetics of the outside space through the order
of its materiality, including nature and objects (see Figure 7.6). From this
perspective, plants in the yard were described in association with favourable
images of nature or through visual qualities like colours (Power, 2010).
Furthermore, the visual aesthetics of nature outside were acknowledged
inextricably from positive values that the participants associated with having nature
in the home. Accordingly, the outdoor space was seen as an enabler for the
GZHOOLQJYY SURGXFWLYLW\ ZKLOH HQKDQFLQJ LWV DHV)

F3 related to growing her own food at home.

The mother in F3 describing her aspirations for remaking her
EDFN\DUG OD\EH , KDYH VRPH SRWV« +PP« VRPEF
tomatoes, some for strawberries. | like to have some flowers,

different kinds of things. I like to see these things.

B87Z §Z E $Z vu Vv]vP }(Z o vol]v ¢¢[ 8Z S & ( E* 8§} §Z =+ ve }( ZCP] v U §Z
to the sense of pleasingly simple space.
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The author: How will how will it feel like?

The mother in F3: They're, yeah, look, feel amazing actually,

Beautiful, and handy as well. Just till and healthy to have your

RZQ WKLQJV RXW >LWTV@ WKH RUJDQLF WKLQJ
Additionally, being close to plants was also associated with closeness to the purity
of nature, as the mother in Fl reflected p, GRQ W NQRZ LI WKLV LPDJH RI

playing and the greenspace.  mHDQ LQ D FKHUU\ EDFN\DUG ¢

Figure7.6 WZ}38} }( &i[* u} o «FsphijvP
plants for decoration in the backyard.

Accordingly, the construction of freedom and visual aesthetics of the backyard was
built on the interrelation between the indoor and outdoor spaces in the dwelling.
This relationship prioritised aspects supporting visual and spatial connectivity
EHWZHHQ ERWK UHDOPV ZKHQ UHPDNLQJ WKH SDUWLFI
descriptions of remaking the backyard in the following subsections amplify the
spatial and visual dimensions underlying the continuity between the indoors and

outdoRUV ZLWKLQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY DVSLUDWLRQV DQG
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Visual aesthetics of the backyard

The participants aimed to reinforce aspects of connectedness between the indoor

and outdoor spaces on the visual and spatial levels. Furthermore, subtle

boundaries between the indoor and outdoor spaces were associated with a mutual

impact on the reconstruction of their spatial qualities. On the one hand, visual
connectedness between the inside and the outside was seen as an opportunity for

supporting the brightness and openness of the indoor space. The mother in F4
UHODWHG EULJKWQHVY LQVLGH WKH OLIiE®IldvéhybRP WR KDY
window and lovely, lovely light. § 7KH RSSRUWXQLW\ WR HQMR\ QDWXUF
appeared in the models of F1 and F3 through the arrangement of placing plants

outside the kitchen window.

On the other hand, the use of the outdoor spaces to accommodate family time

resulted in similarities between the materiality and aesthetics of the outdoor and

indoor spaces. For example, the outdoor gathering space was rendered with

aspects of comfort such as softness of materiality and comfortable furniture, as
HI[SUHVVHG E\ WKH Pt khat feakikde.)l thipk | mean the backyard

LV , PHDQ , WKLQN « , W V QRW WKOW DW OHDVW ZH PDNI

Supporting accessibility between the indoors and the outdoors was related to the
QHHG WR DOORZ WKH IORZ RI FKLOGUHQ&s¥ tP RXNEHPHQW D(
freely within the living space. Thus, allowing spatial continuity between the inside
and the outside was influential when reconfiguring the boundaries separating the
indoor and the outdoor spaces (see Figure 7.7). Furthermore, the proximity
between the indoors and the backyard on the ground floor was acknowledged as
D TXDOLW\ HQDEOLQJ VXFK FRQWLQXLW\ 7KLV ZDV FODU
their first floor flat when it was suggested that visual connectedness between the
living room and the backyard was seen as a solution for mitigating the detachment

between these domains, as the mother in F4 explained:
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We were on the ground floor and we had some doors that open
to an outdoor space. Um, but yeah, now | would love these two
windows to go down to the ground. Yeah. And then have like the
Juliet balcony. So that we can just open the doors and then at
least I'm on the balcony, like, you know, the little balcony.

A solution for allowing spatial continuity between the first floor flat and the outdoor
space was suggested by the construction of elevated decking by the mother in F3.
7KLY zZzDV DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY FRC
between the ground and first floor flats regarding accessibility to outdoor space.
This concern illuminated the criticality of creating continuity between the indoor

andoutdRRU VSDFHV LQ WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY IDPLO\ VSKHU

Figure7.7 Windows and glass doors for connecting thea@ed kitchen with the remade outdoor spac
Jv &i[* u} o0 ~o0 (S« v &O[* u} o ~E]PZS+X

Controlling nature

7KH YLVXDO DHVWKHWLFV RI WKH RXWGRRUVcOmE8IRPSDQLH
the materiality *in terms of the presence of objects and nature *and the weather
(Chevalier, 1998; Alexander, 2002). As an influence on their approach to remaking
the backyard, the unpredictability of nature formed a limitation on the use of the

outdoor space. Accordingly, the search for ways to replicate the order of the indoor
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space while maintaining closeness to nature was a prominent motivation during

the remaking of the backyard.

The changeability of the weather was associated with limitations on the time of use
RI WKH RXWGRRUV ZKLFK DSSHDUHG ZLWKLQ WKH QDUUD!
RI WHUPV VXFK DV pVXPPHUYT DQG pvVXQQ\ DIWHUQRRQY L
spacefoU pyWZR PRQWKVY RU plRU D VKRUW WLPHYTY 7KH QHHC
further confirmed through their appropriations and aspirations for including sheds
and outdoor structures (see Figure 7.8). Such meaning was further clarified
through the sensual qualities +such as warmth, brightness and freshness zthat

the participants specified in their descriptions of these semi-outdoor spaces.

Figure7.8 The outdoor structure for shelter from rain in F2's model.

7KH SDUWLFLSDQWVY DSSURDFK IRU DFKLHYLQJ WKHUPDO
meteorological meaning by including descriptions of multisensory attributes, such
as warmth, brightness and freshness. From the outset, this intention was clarified
throXJK SDUWLFLSDQWVY DSSURSULDWLRQV WR DFKLHYH Wi
such as adding an umbrella to avoid the direct sun in F1. The aspiration for thermal

comfort while being close to nature was further pictured by the mother in (F1) as:
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Some sort of, | sometimes picture some kind of conservatory

type space or heated outdoor space... It's all about doing stuff

like in the light or in the fresh air, but [either] inside or outside.
Limitations imposed by the weather were also related to the need for shelter from
rain, as expressed by the mother in F2 when suggesting an outdoor structure

during model making.

Creating pleasant visual aesthetics in the backyard was associated with plants.

Remaking the outdoor space to support the sense of freedom in the home imposed

WKH QHHG WR WUDQVIRUP QDWXUH IURP ZKDW $OH[DQGH
WKH UDZY WR QDWXUH DV D puPDGH WKLQJY 7KLV FRQFHSW
between the unpredictability of nature and the appreciation of order. Such tension

was manifested through the differentiation between disorder and neatness in the

outdoors in the models; for example, in the acceptance of mess and dirt owing to

the proximity of the lawn-covered play space to soil. In contrast, the participants

pictured the attributes of the pleasing visual aesthetics of nature in the gathering

space by specifying colours of plants and order in the outdoor space (see Figure

7.9). Their approach for achieving such an image was dominated by the ease of

making the outdoor space clean and ordered, which they expressed in their priority

OLVWV DV pWLG\Y DQG puPDQDJHDEOHY 7KLV LQFOXGHG

DSSHDUDQFH RI SODQWY DV H[SUHVVHG WKURXJK WKH WH
and specifying a limited amo X QW DV u® R 2 HMevi for the grass covered

space, the sense of control was manifested in limiting the purpose of this space to
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SOD\ DQG DHVWKHWLFV DV H[SUHVVHG WKURXJK WHUPV \

HMVRPH JUDVYV DUHDT

Space for
adults
Space for
Space for outdoor FIaK LOGUHQTV
family gathering Space for outdoor Py
family gathering
Figure79 Kus }}E *]SS]vP %o Jv &fA[e u} o0 ~0 (88X he }( Vv SuCE (

u} 0 ~u] 0 *X "% (JE }uE }IE § &Ju J(( € vE] ¥ (E}U %0

Extending the possibilities of visual continuity between the outdoor and indoor
spaces of the family sphere drove the significance of order in the outdoor space.
This quality was manifested through the need to control objects in the outdoor
space, as shown by the presence of storage units in the models (see Figure 7.10).
This was further clarified when the participants talked about the large size of
RXWGRRU REMHFWV VXFK DV @RFEdsiwalV Rs Yoff sep@&@nguELF\FOH

utilitarian items from the family space.

It can be assumed that the reported findings may offer suggestions about the
nature of the alternative social space in terms of its quality and its presence within
the spatial structure of the shared space. The reiteration of the democratic
multigeneratioQ DO  OLYLQJ VSDFH $WWILHOG WKURXJ
constructions indicated several practices other than gathering during free time.
However, the need for keeping spatial order and creating the sense of

spaciousness resulted in spatial distinction between uses and, consequently, the

14 Bicycles also needed to be kept in the backyard for F1 and F3 for the practicality of
access to the outside through the back gate.
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expansion of the shared space in the dwelling outside the realm of the living space.

JXUWKHU WKH SDUWLFLSDQWVY UHSURGXFWLRQ RI WKH |
of the outdoor space as part of the shared family realm in terms of aesthetics and

VSDFH :KLOH VXFK LQGLFDWLRQV PD\ UHVHPEOH WKRVH
the findings contribute to illuminating the connection between both realms in

relation to manifestations of freedom in the outdoor space that emerged through

the analysis.

A space
for dryer

A shed
for
bicycles

Figure7.3 Hiding aspects of utility in the back yard ditated space for
separating laundry from the family space to limit sources of dampness insi
(o §]v &i[* u} o ~o (88X

Dedicated space for bicycle storage in the outdego Jv &i[*s u} o

7.5 A space for detachment from family

As described in Chapter 6, the findings about the personal sphere drawn from the
SDUWLFLSDQWVY QDUUDWLYHY LQFOXGHG WKH QHHG IRU
sense of autonomy and detachment from others to allow concentration on tasks.

Thus, the models represented the criticality of these spaces by challenging the

spatial limitation of the flats and creating new constructions; for example, the older

FKLOGYYVY EHGURKMH INQLWFKHQ IRU WKH PRWKHUYV EXVLQF

VWXG\ URRP LQ ) DQG WKH PRWKHUYfV VWXG\ VSDFH LQ )

The created spaces chiefly inform the nature of the spatial relationship between
the personal and the shared spaces in the dwelling. Otherwise, the impact of the
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variety of uses on the spatial qualities of the constructed personal spaces was
partially clarified by the participants zxparticularly in the cases of the study space
of the mother in F2 and the kitchen constructed by the mother in F3 =*either
verbally during our conversations or through representations of uses through the

model.

The conception of WKH TXDOLWLHV RI WKH PRWKHUfV VWXG\ UR

her experience of a personal space in a former dwelling, which included two
aspects of spatial qualities. First, her perception of the limited amount space
provided a sense of containment during her alone time. Second, creating a cosy
feel supported her need for comfort. By locating the study room in the front room
+ where there was enough space for sleep and study #a link between the
boundedness of the space and its cosiness was amplified. Therefore, the mother
explained her insistence on surrounding the study space with partitions as a means
of creating a cosy study space and representing the separation of her states of
mind while studying and at bedtime. Furthermore, the mother emphasised
cosiness through her choice of colours and by specifying the importance of

comfortable furniture.

The need for spaciousness to allow movement and accommodate the equipment
QHHGHG IRU WKH PRWKHUTVY FRRNHU\ EXVLQHVYV
need for cosiness in the study space created by the mother in F2 (see Figure 7.11).
However, the practicality, facilitated by the spaciousness of the kitchen for the
mother in F3 and the desire of the mothers in F1 and F2 to display personal objects
and tools, draw attention to the need for both convenience and comfort when using

the personal space.
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Kitchen:

Dining
room

Living
room

Figure7.4 The firniture in the space showing the compactness of the study roc
&7[* u} o Fhe MOMXE[* *% ][}pe 11S Z v ]Jv &i[* u} o -

7.5.1 Spatial remoteness of personal space

$FFRPPRGDWLQJ WKH QHHG IRU LQGLYLGXDO WLPH LQ W
model making depended on the availability of space. Ideally, the participants
searched for spatial remoteness to achieve solitude. Such opportunities were
found vertically in the attic, which was acknowledged as an opportunity for
quietness and separation, or horizontally by constructing rooms in the backyard
away from the flat (see Figures 7.12, 7.13 and 7.14). Other solutions were
considered, such as including a personal space for the mother in F1 beside her
V R Q 1 VP&, Rr including the study space for the mother in F2 in her bedroom.
Otherwise, in cases of a shortage of any space to dedicate for personal use, a
compromise was suggested by accommodating individual activities within a

shared space while relying on time-scheduling for detachment from others.
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