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The focus of this thesis project is to explore the notion of a predominantly subtractive 
process in relation to the adaption/reuse of an existing building.  The building in 
question is the current Central Bank Office of Ireland headquarters in the heart of 
Dublin city and the reuse program is that of a new City Library. I am interested in a 
theory and practise of architecture that concentrates less on the making of a building 
that is formally proper and finished but on a process that reveals the process of its 
making or “unmaking” as the case would have it. 
 
Although always architecturally controversial in the city due to its scale and 
expression, the Central Bank headquarters has in recent times become emblematic of 
the struggle between democratic and corporate interests, becoming one of the most 
potent symbols of Ireland’s economic collapse and the continuing social hardships 
caused by it. With the Banks recent decision to leave the premises in the near future a 
quite charged question of how to reuse the site has arisen. Recent  discussion in the 
city is centred around demolition or public reuse but in contrast to this polarised 
attitude I have attempted  to develop an alternate strategy, that of “Un-building”. The 
particular approach is adopted as a poetic response to the social and political problems 
this building represents as it stands but also to the particular nature of its construction. 
The heavy brutalist aesthetic of the exterior disguises what is in fact an extremely 
lightweight space frame construction system.  
 
The idea was to undertake a process of creation/construction through primarily 
destructive/deconstructive means. The project is interested in the stripping back of the 
building to its core components, deconstructing it to just short of the point and which 
demolition would begin, in some ways I have imagined the building as a ruin. It is my 
belief that through this deconstruction that the building can paradoxically become 
more articulated, with its identity as an object preserved or even enhanced. To strip, 
eviscerate or deconstruct a building is a statement against conventional architectural 
practice in many ways. To destroy and not to construct (or reconstruct) a building also 
amounts to an inversion of functional architectural doctrine. The project is attempting 
to adopt a critical rather than pragmatic approach with an understanding of the 
provocative nature of the proposal. My thinking throughout the project has been based 
around the oppositions created by the particular approach namely, creation-
destruction, addition-subtraction, old-new, beauty-ugliness, monument-counter 
monument, permanence-impermanence, positive-negative. 

 


