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4 Reflections

Design

My user was an elderly person, possibly with dementia. as i chose a difficult user, i feel this limited
the design and the possibilities that came with it. If i were to redo this project i would try to experi-
ment with the design more eg, make the roof shape more interesting.

Colour
My elevations and diagrams were in black and white and, while i feel this still explains the design, i
would try to add colour in order to explain the design further eg, to the diagrams and elevations.

Diagrams

My diagrams were in written form eg, my user brief. if i were to redo this i would try to represent them
more graphically in order to explain the design in a more digestable way. similarly, i would try to add
more diagrams so i could explain some of the accessibility side. for example, my buildings fit with the
part m building regulations for venerable users in terms of the bathroom and kithcen size.

Scans
My drawings wouldn’t scan in good quality. If i were to fix this later i would retrace them in pen
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19 User Analysis
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20 Precedents

Blue co-housing project - Productora
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21 Precedetns 2

Senior housing around covered communal courtyard
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What | would do differently
« Make some roof panels clear so the there is more natural light and outside connection
* make some places more covered so they are quieter eg, the reading area
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22 Precedents 3

Student housing made from stacked shipping containers

What | would do differently
» Have more than one window per unit - this is so the users have more than one view
 would make some of the public area covered (socialising in all weathers)
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23 Massing model

Shared Space connected by common interests
Clear definition between public and private space
Enclosed for safety but Entices people in

users have no privacy

Covered area - Circular walking Protected garden
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24 Site Plan
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29 Roof Plan
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32 Elevations
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42 Environmental Section
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43 Structural Diagram

10 METRES

Primary structure

My primary structure is glulam. this is cause some of the first and second floors are canter levered over the bottom floor in order to
create shade. Therefore the structure had to be a framed structure as it offered more flexibility than a load bearing one.

similarly, the corridor that leads to the two bed units is mainly glazing so wider spans are more suitable.

the widest span between columns is 10 meters.
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46 Reflections

Site analysis
i initially struggled with site analysis as i couldn’t work out a way to do neatly on hand. If i were to do
it again i would change the colours to fit with the whole projects colour scheme.

Structure

| found making a structural plan hard as some of the walls didnt line up or hand windows where i
wanted to put a column. If i had more time i would make my strucutral diagram axonometric to better
show how both the primary and secondary strucutre fit together. | would also lay my paln underneath
so its clearer how the strucutral grid relates to the building.

Internal building view

My internal view was inspired by Richard Griswolds watercolour impressions of spaces. | decided
to keep the same style ive been using throughout the project and draw the corridor of my building.

| chose this space because although its just a transition space, it involves the whole length of the
buidling and is key in the movement of users, the seperation between public and private and the di-
vision of units. If i were to repeat this drawing i would add a sense of scale eg, a person or plant to

make it look more inhabited.

Drawing style

Because this project was handrawn, | wanted the drawings to tie together. This project was about a
building designed for the community so i wanted the community to be involved in the drawings. Taking
inspriation from David barrat mctyre, i added people to my elevations and sections in order to popu-
late the drawings and involve the community at every stage of design. | also chose to colour my plans
and draw diagrams in colour pencil so it looks hand designed. If i were to redo this project i would ex-
peiment with different materials

User Analysis
| feel like this drawing didn’t Fit the theme of the project. If i had time to redo it | would've put the in-
formation into a needs analysis table or represented it graphically.
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48 Video and Site

Research

Observations Around Site

-Landscape, Waterways and Green Space-

.....
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— Pit falls:

silty gravel

sandy slag

silty gravel and crushed wick
silty clay and brick ubbla

silty clay and lime mortar
sty ey with brick mnd tila crush

A
B
C
D
E
F
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Smilarky, In 2 ofeoll quality, thers am all the esperts of LOAM oo thls would male the sres ldeal for Bullding - henoe why thers are o
mary sites and new dewicpments around

Group 6E

Samual Lawn, Frankie Maitland, Mima Young, Sasha Benton —



-Landscape, Waterways and Green Space-

49

Newton Park

Public Area.

Protected with Fields in
Trust with perpetuity.

Barton Hill Academy
Private Land.
Primary School.

Jewish
Burial

Ground . .
Shown is a map of the area in the

east of birstol between the Old market
and St Phillips Marsh.

Highlighting its green spaces.

Notably this area has a deficiancy of
green spaces as it is dominated by
transportation infrastructure and
commercial developments.

This deficit poses challenges for
urban wellbeing.

Ding_s Park Public Footpath.
Public par!( and Along riverside.
garden, with

play area.

Historically, there werent many green spaces present, as this area
was an industrial area of bristol where gas works and timber yards
were present. As shown on the right, the infrastructure and green
spaces havent vastly changed overtime.

In recent years, there has been a focus on urban greening and
conservation efforts, leading to a creation or restoration of green
spaces.

Below is a proposed development to integrate the use of green
spaces in a built up area. To contribute to environmental sustaina-
bility and resilience.

Communal gardens

Green roofs

Roof terraces

Balconies

Digimap 1880
Area between Bristol Old Market and St Phillips
Marsh

Front gardens
Green walls

Street trees

Streetscape planting

Green infrastructure carefully integrated with public realm and built environment

Group 6E

— Landscape, Waterways and Green Space —

| looked at the relationship be-
tween people and water and
realised for some areas like
section A:A there are multiple
pedestrain bridges across the ca-
nal for people to walk and cycle
across with seating area on both
sides for people to come and
relax and rest but also calm down
as there is a corperate building
where workers can look at. | also
knowtest that people and cars
can go along the river Avon but
cant really see as the river as it is
blocked by greenery and more
shallow compared to the canal.
Moreover, along section C:C,
people and cars can go along
the canal but only on one side as
the other has factorys but people
can go further down to the green
strip and walk along the canal.

MAP OF RIVER AVON AND CANAL SCALE 1: 5000

CORPERATE BUILDING | PUBLIC RIVER AND PUBLIC BRIDGE PUBLIC FOOTPATH

L

|
|
SECTION A:A

SCALE 1:500

PRIVATE RIVER AND TRAIN BRIDGE PUBLIC ROADS

SECTION B:B

SCALE 1:500

FACTORY ! RIVER PUBLIC ROADS ! PRIVATE ! 4

SECTION C:C

SCALE 1:500

—— Samual Lawn, Frankie Maitland, Mima Young, Sasha Benton —

Group 6E

Samual Lawn, Frankie Maitland , Mima Young, Sasha Benton
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51 Reflections

Video

| liked experimenting with animation while making the video (the path at the begginning), however if
i were to fix this i would try use the colour red we were assigned to highlight key areas in video eg,

the water.

A3 sheets of research
If we were to expand on the site research futher, we would try to tie in the pages more eg, using the

same drawing style.
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53 Manifesto

reusing materials (/ l Ndividuality
low carbon o mmullity
Sustainability N
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river regeneration
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54 Site Ana lysis Past, Present, Future
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55 Site Analysis Textures

Textures




56 Site Analysis Conclusions

Visitors at night
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60 Mass Model Development

Administration

Studying Spaces

{ Plant

@ office

@ reception

@ Exhibition

. dark projection room

0 Archive

@ Recording studio

@ Study area

{ Computer room

Meeting room
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62 Parti

Diagrams

L v, Views from site Access . Noise
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63 Zoning Diagram
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68 Section
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/O East Elevation
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/1 West Elevation
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/2 North Elevation
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/3 South Elevation
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/5 External view

EXTERNAL
VIEW



/6 Internal Cafe View




Ventillation Material Noise Vegetation Light

// Environmental Section

Glulam frame {carbon sequestration)
brick facade (thermal mass)

green social areas - education and relationships
Freen strip along river edge

untouched planted area

o8 {

- immobalise loxic material

L1l L L L 11:200 filter water entering river




/8 Structure

Primary structure
The primary structure is Glulam - this is because wider spans can be
achieved with fewer colmuns

this is suitable for my building as the exibition space, childrens area
and project room are long, open areas that can’t have columns in the
middle, also because where there are windows, they area large in
size.

|
]
"*’_'"..'.* .I'_-":'.-

Secondary structure IE!l
The joists running parallel at 600 centres are timber engineered o le
joists - | chose these because they are lightweight and have minimal gl.'.
shrinking risk, so are more durable overtime s

}

s
.'.

i

00St i
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[ S

J ]

[ —
0051



education through the garden, forest school
and outdoor seating

Leaving the area with minimal input
(blocks noise)

Education

Green strips

think natural proccess
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80 Fire and

Exit at cafe,
childrens room and reception

LT 2
H "
i L

mm
......

11 rﬁeters

Task Lighting

Fire exits

Lighting Diagrams

17 meters

"
---------
"

15 meters

Ambient Lighting

17 meters

.
.i|
"
iiiiiiii
F] LY

12 meters

Accent lighitng
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1:20 Wall

detail

T T T T T T T TR

1

1 1 .

DILTTTTTTTITTITITTTIT]

]  paraphet roof 4 window
damp proof membrane edge timber
flashing timber studs
chipboard steel lintel
2 layers rigid insuation, 100mm damp proof membrane
chipboard insulated cavity barrier

breather membrane
Engineered timber joists
vapour control layer
plasterboard

timber studs

weephole

flashing

paraphet flashing

timber stud

insulations inside flashing

plywood

2 wall

bricks

mortar, 10mm

cavity, 25mm

Rigid insulation, 25mm 5
breather membrane

OSB sheathing board

glulam frame

mineral wool insulation, 140mm
Vapour control layer

service void, 25mm
plasterboard

wall finish

wall ties, 450mm centres

3  compartment floor
floor finish
chipboard
Glulam beam
timber engineered joist
acoustic insulation to perimeter, 100mm
vapour control layer
plasterboard
timber studs
header plate
sill plate

sole plate

steel joist hanger
insulated cavity barrier
flashing

weephole

seal on frame

vapour control layer
insulated plasterboard
window frame

douuble glazing

cill board

cill

damp proof membrane under cill
flashing over cill

timber studs

insulation under cill board
vapour control layer

insect mesh
seal on back of frame

foundation

floor finish

concrete slab

vapour control layer (150mm above ground level)
glass fibre insulation
damp proof membrane
sand binding

hardcore

concrete strip foundation
concrete blocks
thermoblock

bricks

weephole

flashing

soleplate



82 1:5 Wall detail

I Wall
Bricks
Mortar, 10mm
Cavity
Breather membrane
Insulation, 25mm
OSB sheathing board
Glulam frame

Mineral wool insualtion, 140mm
Vapour control layer

Service void, 25mm
Plasterboard

Wall finish

Wall ties, 450mm centres
Corner brick

Weephole

; 2 Floor

‘ Cement board

Glulam beam
Steel angle
‘ Floor finish
Chipboard
Engineered timber joists
\ Acoustic insulation, 100mm
Vapour control layer
Cement board
Rigid insulation, 25mm
Breather membrane
Cavity, 50mm
Z brackets




83 Reflections

Structure
| found it difficult to know where to put the columns as the cut outs of my building made placing the

columns hard.

External view
If i had time to redo my external view, i would show a different side of the building as my axonomet-
ric was similar, eg, the view from the road.

Model

My mass model was Based on catogorizing the spaces. If i were to redo this i would make the dis-
tinction between the spaces more clear. Similarly, i would make a final model to show my building in
a 3d view. | would also experiment with the photograpghy of a model more.

Manifesto

My manifesto was a collage of the key ideas and themes i wanted my buliding to meet eg, rewilding
and education, it didnt have a key user as the users were the whole community (a flexible space). If
i were to fix this i would try to show one key thing i wanted to acomplish/designed around.

Elevations

| Found it hard to show contxt in my elevations; this was because behind the building was just a road
and the other side was water. If i could fix my elevations i would make the round line harder and try
to show more context, rather than just the space of rewilding.
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85 Review P11

ADS2 STUDIO P1 FEEDBACK 23-24

P1 Design Review

5\5\.\)‘5\ = 6\9,,\) o M@\\%.

Low Fail Clear Fail Fait Borderline Pass Pass Merit Di Di
Description C: ly be bought uj
gl Ny e . Acceptable work but Generally sound wark . ) Thorough and detailed
Token or non- to pass with Work not considered ta i . N Above average but with | Outstanding work with .
y . with significant but with some basic ) understanding at an
submission. considerable further | be at passing standard. " some errors. only minor errors.
e shortcomings. mistakes. excellent level.
Percentage Equivalent 0% 1% - 29% 30% - 39% 40% - 49% 50% - 59% 60% - 69% 70% -79% 80% and over
Letter Grades u F E D c B A At
Classification Equivalent Fail Fail Faif 3rd 2:2 21 i 11

Insufficient work

Little evidence of

Some process work
presented but is either

Process work and
analysis has little

Process wark has
some i

of
analysis, methodology,

Process work has a
very good
demonstration of

Demonstration of
thorough synthesis,
methodological process

executed,

choice of media.

Proce . gt Ml
S presented process demonstrated. I"EIE_V ant n.r Sonnectionliiio .“"?I and critical evaluation analysl.s‘. methcdolc}gy and narrative with
substantiatly fails to plece and shows limited B N " and critical evaluation "
. N o i . which feeds into final ) P excellent graphic and
feed into final piece. critical evaiuation. which is evident within N .
plece of work. B written explanations.
the final piece of work.
A very good creative |Excelient innovative and|
Bome evidence of Saome attempt at Evidence of organising early organised approach to the project creative ideas
Design Insufficient work Entirely lacking in organisation in parts but| coherent composition. theme but not fully composition foltowed brief with complex developed with
presented coherence no organisational significant omissions or appropriate or through with stibtlety ideas and concepts reference to advanced
strategy i it i i i i in a coherent research and
manner.
Some ewdence_ of Sormalcs == a2 ) Very good standard of Sublishable or
presentational skill but y . . Clearly and skillfully crafted and carefully .
e " N and presentationat skill ill with N N professional standard
_— Insufficient work Inappropriate media or key conventions ) — | B . with few wark using N
Communication . i ! with in cies in 3 N _ work appropriate to the
fgnored, poor choice of 3 mistakes in convention well executed " p
N N convention use and/or | conventjon usg/and/or ) project applying
media or inexpertly use. conventions and

appropriate media.

relevant techniques.

Technical

Insufficient work
presented

Little evidence of
structural logic or
technical understanding

Some evidence of
presentational skill but
key conventions
ignored, poor choice of
media or inexpertly

executed.

FEEDBACK NOTES

General Comment

What you have done well?

Work is complete and presented well
rawing conventions used rigorously ="
Adequate level of detail on each scale
cellent graphical expression to represent fagade materials

Basic technical
competence evident
with some eiement of
technical integration
into the project. Some

significant omissions.

Adequate technicpl
resalution in mogt
aspects.

Good technical

understanding

monstrated with
sgme minor omissions.

Comprehensive
technical strategy with
sophisticated response
to structure, detail and

A fully resolved
technical study which
demonstrates both
extensive research and
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What you need to do better and how can you improve?

Work on your line weights, precision and right angles
Practice your architectural handwriting

Drawings need refinement

Process and supporting material needs organising
You need to improve your modeling skills/make a maodel
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ADS2 STUDIO PORTFOLIO FEEDBACK 2023-24 N

P2 Final Review

Description

Low Fail

Token or non-

Clear Fail

Can only be bought up to|
pass with considerable

Fail

Work not considered io

Borderline Pass

Acceptabie work but with

Pass

Generally sound work buf
with some basic

Merit

Above average but wth

Outstanding work with

Thorough and detailed
understanding at an

presented

coherence

no organisational sirateg;

significant omissians or
inconsistencies.

appropriate or
consistently developed.

and concepts organised
in a coherent manner.

submission, ey e be at passing standard significant shortcomings.| mistakes. SOME errors. only minor errors, excellent lovel.
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[Classification Equivalent Fail Fail Fail 3rd 2:2 21 1:1 11
Some process work Process work and Process work has Wss work h_as agoad| Process work has_a vey Demonstration o_f
ffi presented but is either analysis has little of good demonstration of |  thorough synthesis,
Insufficient work | Little evidence of process] N o " analysis, methodplogy, | analy§is, methodology | analysis, methodology | methodologica process
Rrocess presented demonstrated. ";::;V‘a;;;er dsil::sotafm:l'l _‘conr;z“::o":?“f:::le g and critical i and cyitical i and critical i and narrative with
2 PR . which feeds intoYinal | whicl/is evident within [ which is evident within | excellent graphic and
Riece. critical evaluation. piece of work. thedinal piece of work. | the final piece of work. | written expianations.
Some attempt at Evidence of organising A very good creative | Excellent innovative and
. Insufficient work Entirely lacking in Su.me.EVIQence g coherent composition. theme but not fully ap_proa_ch oithe pr.oject creat!ve e e
Design organisation in parts but brief with complex ideas with reference to

advanced research and
scholarship.

Communication

Insufficient work

Inappropriate media of]

Some evidence of
presentational skill but
key conventions ignored,
poor choice of media or

Some

—

v
and presentational skill
with deficiencies in
convention use and/or

q / al
skill with inconsistencies
in conventipnuse and’or|

media. Py

Clearly and skillfully
presented with few
mistakes in convention
use,

Very good standard of
crafted and carefully

organised work usingwel|

executed conventions

Publishable or
professional standard
work appropriate to the
project applying relevant
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89 Review P3

Cast &

P3 Review 08/02/2024.
s . z 3 B s Exceptional
Low Fail Clear Fail Fail Borderline Pass Pass Merit Distinction Distinction
Petcnptor C: ly be bought Thorough and
on oty 28 0o Work not Acceptable work but | Generally sound Outstanding work L an
TakeroF o up 0 pass wilh | considered to be at with significant | work but with some. | Ae® MVera9e Bt i nty minor | o oS
e Far vk passing standard. shortcomings. basic mistakes. errors. ‘axc allont lgvel.
Percentage 0% 1% -29% 309 - 39% 40% - 49% 50% - 59% 60% - 69% T0% -79% 80% and over
Letter Grades u F E D c B A Ar B e
Clasaification Fail Fail Fail 3rd 22 21 1:1 11 ‘
* Process work has a 7
X Process: hasa Demonstration of
Scme process Process work and mfrms(r:ggn good dem« der;g%g:;:ﬂ of thorough synthesis,
Little avidence of work presented but analysis has little of analysis, i of analysis, analysis methodological
Insufficient work is either irrelevant connection into final i methodology and ® process and
Process process . : methodology, and i " methodology and : G
presented or substantially piece and shows % 7 critical evaluati i i narrative with |
demonstrated. falls o feed Infa \imited critical criical evaluation critical evaluation excellent graphic SECTION AZ
final evaluation which feeds into final : which is evident and written e
plece. . piece of work. PIECE | yithin the final piece 5
3 b’ explanations.
- A very good creative ¢ i
Some evidence of Some attempt at Evidence of Clearl u}q’seﬂ approach to the sa’:f‘:'g;:\"';ﬁ:
Insuffiient Entirely lacking in organisation in coherent organising theme but compns)irﬁur?fo! ed project brief with developed with
Design parts but no composition. not fully appropriate p complex ideas and
presented coherence i i £ rough with subtlety E reference to
or consistently isi concepts organised e Tasaa,
strategy or ince p ez in a conerent 2 cheh ;;e;
e and scholarship.
oty Soepe Very good sandard | publishable or Croun b . TN
Inappropriate but key kil ntational :k?; Clearly and skilfully naraf:n o :r:"\sgd professional Samual Lawn, Frankie Maitland, Mima Young, Sasha Benton — SEeToNee up 6E
I Insufficient work media or conventions DosarEmone presented with few ¥ org standard work “Samual Lawn, Frankie Maitland , Mima Young, Sasha Benton
Gaminnigation presented incompetent ignored, poor with deﬁu_enc:;:m mistakes in W:x‘;j:‘g :;:el I appropriate to the
execution. choice of media or & convention use. t project applying
inexpertly andl::dh(:ca of am;ﬂ:;"::r{a relevant techniques.
executed. : 4
0
d Green Space
Landscape, Waterways an
[s! d D D strated
& . No evidence e ; . Amansa
oliaboration submitted Bt Limited but fair Fair collaborative Good collaborative OQutstanding
collaboratively collaborative practices practices ppractices collaborative practices
T
" " Bare pass attempt to e
Video No video submitted iy creale a video as Very good video Excellentvides | Oulstanding video e
quality is poor required SrhEomEI
Well organised, Superb design and
Well laid out, i o
professionally prdfessn)nalhi‘ graphic style, welll
Slides presented fo Ok slides. Little piesanted materis] presented material presented material
Siid No slides il d attention to S en i and diagrams, well and diagrams, well
A submitted poarstandarc, presentation, writing it BAMMINE |y ritten with excellent | written with excellent
more work needed : well designed layout : .
and referencing s ot selection of sources selection of sources
E:E :mEm:Ent 3 and referencing and referencing
B o e
standards standards Sasha Benton —
‘samual Lawn, Frankie Maitiand, Mima Young,
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Interim Review P4

ADS2 STUDIO PORTFOLIC FEEDBACK 2023-24

P4 Interim Review

Student name: %Shé_ &Q&O‘(\ (&sA)

Low Fail Clear Fail Fail Borderline Pass Pass Merit Di Disti
Description
l I
Token or non- C:n or‘%:‘:e bou%h’( uglm Work not considered to Acceptable workbut wih| Genevrar:ly soundbwolrk o Above average but wih | Outstanding work with Tho:joug:\ ag_d de:al 5
submission. pass corsiCerznle be at passing standard, significant shortcomings. withjsome ghasic some errars, onty minor errors. Hpcersranciojsten
further work. i d 98. mistakes. . 4 i excelient level.
Percentage Equivalent 0% 1% - 29% 30% - 39% 40% - 49% 50% - 59% 80% - 69% 70% -79% 80% and over
Letter Grades u F E D c B A At
[Classification Equivalent Fail Fail Fait 3rd 2:2 2:1 11

Process

Insufficient work

Little evidence of process|

P

rated.

Some process work
presented but is either
irrelevant or substantialy

fails to feed into final

piece.

Process work and
analysis has little
connection inte final
piece and shows limited

critical evaluatiol

Pracess work has some
demonstration of
analysis, methodology,
and critical evaluation
which feeds into final

piece of work.

Process work has a good
ion of

analysis, methodology
and critical, evaluation
which is evident within
the finat piece of work.

Demonstration of
thorough synthesis,
methodological process
and narrative with
excellent graphic and
written explanations.

Design

Insufficient work
presented

Entirely lacking in
coherence

Some evidence of
organisation in parts but
no organisational strateg

inconsiéﬁeﬁ%—
-

ilence of organising

Clearly organised
com position followed
through with subtiety

A very good creative
approach to the project
brief with complex ide@\
and concepts organised

Excetlent innovative and
creative ideas developed
with reference to
advanced research and

sistently developed. consistency in a coherent manner. scholarship.
Some evidence of Some ication | N il \ Very good standard of Publishable or
- ) ) presentational skill but and jonal skill | Adequate presentational | Clearly and skifulyy | ¢ratteq and carefully | professional standard
Communication Insufielentiworic _Inapprcpnate mema. o key conventions ignored, with deficiencies in ,SK'" iy iy ” i N i feg,.) organised work usingwe]| wark appropriate to the
presented incompetent execution. poor cholce of media o convention use andfor in convenh::; use and/or| mistakes in conventjon executed conventions| | projact applying relevant
inexpertly executed. choice of media. g -lise' and appropriate media techniques.

Technicat

Insufficient work

Little evidence of

}'S’ome evidence of
pres entational skill but
key canventions ignored,

Basic technical
competence evident with
some element of

Adequate technical
resalution in most

Good technical
understanding

Comprehensive 1echr7'£a» A fully resotved techrica
strategy with study which
isti rates both

structurai lodic or B . P - sopr 0!
presanted technical understanding | puor choice of media or| | {SSrica intearation nlo aspects. dermonsiraled wih $ame| " structure, detailAna | extensive research and
N_ z;/'néxperlly executed. signifiganjt omissions. ) technology/ innovative application.
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location of the building/s with
consideration given to contexi,
landscape, thresholds, entrances,

public/private spaces expressed with
the appropriate graphics and
diagrams. Vertical and Horizontal
should also be considered (W11-

Task.2) i

Z
¥ O ofjo o

o o o

Precedent studies

G o

Yoey Feedinis

Yo OQsiogn)

/|
O o¥Y{ood

/
¥ O O

Massing Study
(W12)

Models of

y 4
¥ 0 o|lo o

o oo

of ©8D Foé

children Young adults older adults elder|y
L i7e —=

Inaividuality

reusing materials
z Ommunity,

low carbon
Sustainability e
> rorestischoollc oo oo o .
l‘want a space to meet my friends
\

| want a safe space for my children to play

~ 7o\
I want aphace for my cfiildren to
Learn oo
g
'
| need a work'space

REWILDING

river regeneration

Public spaces

@ Childrens Area

-. @ dark projection room

I I paces - -

voniqpa @

Learning s

. s @ Recording studio
.u [ -
- Computet 2o l. Studying spaces

Meetina room




Review P4

ADSZ STUDIO PORTFOLIO FEEDBACK 2022-23

-

- \ o™, e S
O TN

P4 Final Review Student name:
Low Fail Clear Fail Fail Borderline Pass Pass Marit Distinction [Exceptional Distinction|
Description
Token or non- ‘;::"w'n:'cm':r::: Work not considersd fo | | Acceptabie work but with Ger:;a;ﬁy.m;::hu Above average but wih | Outstanding wark with T::m:;:::m'f
submission Susthar wink be at passing standand significant shertcomings. kg some emors only mingr erors. s ey
Parcentage Equivalent 0% 1% - 26% 30% - 35% 40% - 49% 50% - 55% 60% - 85% T0% -T8% B0% and over
Letter Grades u F E D [+] B A A
[Classificstion Equivalent [Fail Fail Fail 3rd 2:2 1 11 11
Some process wark Brcsay wirk-and Pracess work hasisome | Process work has| I:oui Process d rl\l:fy “:' o 'h of
- der der good demanstration rough synthesis,
Piocasa Insufficient wark Litthe evidence of process] . nleﬁu:.\ul Lot Anayse ?T:h;m::ﬂ analyss, andlysis, ) analy sis., ical process
presented demonstrated. Fila. b Tt sk Pkl eand shows limited and critical and critical evalfati and critical evaluation and narrative with
oo 3 which feeds intoflinal | which is evident vithin | which is evident within | excellent graphic and
fraco critical evaluation piece of work t "% final piece of work. | written explanations
_ . I Some attempt at | Evidence of organising | | Clearly organised | I varymnuwm‘;:muye E“""":dm":"" ane
—— Insulticient work Entirelylacking | SOTS Svdence o] | onerent composition. | theme but not uly Fompositin falowsz | JPEIOaCh 10 U ﬂg"d": ““:“n"“h M‘::ﬂ:;?
presented coherence no organisational stategy o pRropt ar hraugh with sublisty =
g g h a coherant manner. scholarship
=
Seme evidence of Some - Very good standard of Publishable or
5 presentational skill but and presentational skil | " i Cleagly and skafully crafted and carefull prof al standard
c x Insufficient work |nappropriate media or| i skill with i with few ¥ i s
ommunication presented incompetent execution key convenfons ignored with deficiencies in I convilniion s in wark work to the
poor cholce of media or convention use andfor adis i executed conventions | project applying relevant
inexpertly executed. choiee of media. d and appropriate madia techniques.
" Basic technical < "
Some evidence of " A fully
! R Littie evidence of | presentational skill but "’W;:;i":;\:?';w Adequate technical :“mnm lfh:.'“‘ stralegy with study which
Technical presented structural logic or key conventons ignored, technical imtegration inio) resolution in most MBCOmCE g s i i demonstrates both
techrical understanding | poor choice of media of ihe: projéct: Seme aspects Tmor omissions | structure, detail and | extensive research and
inexpertly executed. significant omissisns % technciogy innovative application
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93 Self Assessment Template

TEMPLATE FOR STUDENTS TO ACCOMPANY PORTFOLIO SUBMISSION
UBLMR3-60-2 : Architecture and Design Studio 2

PORTFOLIO ASSESSMENT STUDENT STATEMENT
May 2024 Sasha Benton 22006483

Reflection on the context of this portfolio:

In this portfolio, | tried to show a range of skills — from hand drawing to computer. However, | feel the hand
drawing slowed me down. | am a perfectionist and that got in the way of completing some of the work to the
best of my ability, furthermore, this slowed me down meaning | couldn’t redo some of the work suggested in the

review eg, the user analysis in the project 2.

I am aware | have a few final models missing from the portfolio, if | had more time then | would add these and

experiment with photography to create some interesting internal and external views.
Reflection on the achievement of Module Learning Outcomes

1. Demonstrate an ability to create a well-ordered design proposal that responds to and satisfies the requirements of

a clearly defined brief and relates to client and user needs and the wider social and cultural context. (Component A)

| tried to tie the theme of the project in by populating my drawings in project 2 e.g., in the elevations. This was
so the community (the users) could be tied in at every stage of design. This can also been seen through my user
and site analysis in projects 2 and 4.
2. Demonstrate an ability to evaluate critically locational, social, cultural, historical and morphological contexts in
relation to architectural and urban design (Component A)
Project 4 site analysis tries to consider all these factors eg, the cultural through the texture analysis, the
historical through analysing the history of the site (which later informed the materiality), and social through
analysing the users day to day activities.
3. Demonstrate an understanding of structural, environmental principles and the application of different materials
and communicate this visually and verbally and in writing (Component A)
Projects 2 and 4 try to show environmental factors. In project 2 my statement explaining the proposals is
shown through the users in the drawings, once again involving them at every stage.
4. Demonstrate an ability to communicate architectural and urban design ideas using architectural conventions and a
range of media including drawing, model making, 3D constructions, video and photography, the use of computer
aided design techniques and verbal presentation (Component A)
| tried to use a range of media. Project one just being a pencil, project 2 | tried to add colour and experiment
with pen, charcoal etc.. In project 3 | became more familiar with illustrator and aftereffects when making the
video. Finally project 4 | tried to use software such as AutoCAD and Photoshop, while still using some
handwriting for the diagrams. If | were to further expand on this | would try experimenting with photography
more eg, for the diagrams showing activities.
5. Demonstrate knowledge of contemporary frame construction and detailing in the design of a general
arrangement for the structure, fabric, and services of a non-domestic building of three or more storeys. (Component
A)
My structural diagrams show this — the first being in plan in project 2 and as an axonometric in project 4.
6. Apply knowledge of contemporary construction techniques in the detailed design of an architectural assembly
that expresses a declared architectural intention. (Component A)
My details show this. | struggled with the junction details the most as | found it difficult to figure out how

everything fit together. If | were to do another project, | would try experimenting with different frames eg,

using steel.



