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Comprehensive Review

New Trends

by Bao Jiasheng

This year saw the success of the seventh National Competition of Architecture Students (NCAS) organized by China Architectural
Education Advisory Committee (CAEAC). The competition had been held for six times since. its beginning in 1993. The previous six
competitions might be regarded as one phase, during which it was intended to attach importance to the teaching of architectural design
in universities, cultivate a disciplined teaching and learning style and improve the training of basic skills in architecture design. Meanwhile
it had a primary target of raising the standard of architecture design as a whole by providing an opportunity of learning from each other.
The practice in the past six years has resulted in a general improvement of architectural design and a gradually reduced distinction of
design standard between the works submitted by the contestants, indicating the achievement of the above-mentioned aims. Therefore,
at the conference held in Dalian in 1998, the participants had a special summarizing session on the design competition of the students
of architecture. On the one hand, the participants affirmed the achievements of the previous six design competitions and deemed it a
great decision of CAEAC ta hold the competition annually. They also admitted the competition had served as a good guide in improving
the standard of architectural design and had led to satisfactory achievements. On the other hand, they were aware that the routine
repetition of this activity could hardly hold the competitors’ interest and stimulate their creativity. It is certain to end up as the same old
stuff. Therefore, they all expected that the competition could be reformed in such a way as to invigorate and promote the teaching of
architectural design in institutions of higher learning. In accordance with the spirit of the Dalian Conference, the CAEAC members had
a careful study and clearly stated that the competition should be oriented to stimulate the students’ creativity in design and encourage
novelty and uniqueness in their works. Accordingly, there have been some changes ranging from the setting of subject to the evaluation
of the contesting works, which gave the competition of this year the following new features:

1. Achange in the way of setting competition subject. As is known the design subjects including all of its tasks in the previous competitions
were all assigned by the teachers, ranging from the location and the size of the site, the size and the number of the rooms, etc. However,
in the competition of this year the assigning of the subject was based on encouraging the students to take initiative. Only the name of the
project, a summer camp for students of architecture, requirements for the floor space of the building, the size of the site and the technical
requirement for the final drawing were given, leaving the students to decide all other factors by themselves. The students were required
to choose a site in cities they knew well, to decide the specific design contents and the size of the room and write the design task
according to the requirements of a summer camp for architecture students and their own personal experience in summer camping as well.

The subject was so defined for it is easy for the students to comprehend and is likely to set off their imagination, encourage active
involvement and creativity from them.

2.The design competition held this year was sponsored by Shanghai Xunda Elevator Service Company, a branch of Swiss Xunda
Elevator corporation. Therefore, this competition was named Xunda Cup Design Competition of Architecture Students. Based on the
mutual beneficial principle, the competition started a new way of cooperation between the institutions and the industries. With the
financial assistance provided by the sponsors, the prize winners of the competition were given material rewards besides medals and
the certificates of merit. The winners of the first, second and third prize respectively were awarded more than 1000 yuan as some
support for their future study.

3. The appraisal process has been improved in such a way as to be more fair, objective and authoritative. In the previous competitions,
The appraisal was mainly done by the members of CAEAC (more than twenty persons). They were from various circles of in the field
of architecture such as designing, planning, technology and architectural history and hence the difficulties in the appraisal process. In
this case, there were some adjustments in the appraisal process of the sixth architectural design competition. Under the CAEAC were
set up the appraisal teams consisting of seven to nine members from the circle of architecture designing. Such adjustments greatly
improved the efficiency in drawing appraisal. Based on the previously mentioned adjustments there has been further improvement in
the appraisal process this year. Apart from the old members of the appraisal teams, many architectural and design masters well-know

both at home and abroad were specially invited for the appraisal work this year, which not only improved the appraisal standard but




also promoted the exchange between universities and the employing units. Through the competition, the employing units (such as
design institutions) would have a better standing of the current teaching situation in institutions of higher learning. Meanwhile the
response concerning employing requirements from the employing unites would help to improve the teaching reforms in the universities.
In addition, the time for appraisal process has been lengthened from the previous one day to two days. In deing so the appraisal
members were able to make the appraisal process more accurate as well as allow some time to give a summary and evaluation on the
woerks of the first, second and third prize winners.

4 Hong Kong University was invited to participate in the Xunda Design Competition of Architecture Students, which conveyed great
significance since it was the first time that the universities in Hong Kong were invited for the competition. Both Hong Kong University
and Hong Kong Chinese University have long shown great interest and sincerity in taking part in this activity organized by the CAEAC.
Their first two attempts of participation failed due to the different teaching schedules in Hong Kong and the mainland. This year, with
the permission of CAEAC, Hong Kong University did not have to follow the competition schedule of the universities in the mainland and
could arrange the third year students to take part in the competition according to its own teaching schedule. We mailed them the files
concerning the competition and required them to finish the competition within eight weeks (not exceeding eight weeks), keeping the
competition subject confidential. The good cooperation between two sides resulted in a successful accomplishment of the competition
of this year. _

The design competition of the year saw the nation-wide support and active involvement of the departments and colleges of architecture.
Altogether 64 institutions, including Hong Kong University, participated and co-organized the competition by sending out more than
3,200 juniors of architecture majors as candidates. Those candidates accounted for 80% of all the architecture majors studying at
school. According to the competition rules, the contesting designs first went through the drawing appraisal held at individual institutions
and each institution selected 10% excellent works for the nation-wide competition. In the end, altogether 313 pieces of contesting
designs were submitted to the appraisal teams of CAEAC. After the preliminary appraisal by the technical appraisal teams and the
semi-final appraisal by the appraisal teams of CAEAC, twenty-eight contesting designs were found out to be in violation with the
competition rules, thus finally limiting the number of contesting designs to 285. The selected 285 pieces designs were submitted to the
appraisal team consisted of seven professors and four well-know architects for final selection. The appraisal process lasted for two
days and went through six rounds of secrete ballot. Eventually 63 pieces were chosen as winning works, out of which were three first
prizes, 6 second prizes, 9 third prizes and 45 excellent prizes. The winners had gone through intense competition for only two winners
were selected out of every 100 contestants. The medals finally went to 19 universities respectively.

The appraisal members agree that the competition this year has achieved great success. Both the assigning of subject and the
appraisal process were geared to stimulate the students' creativity and encourage them to design projects which are harmonious with
the local environment, well-kept to the subject in content and rich in ways of expression. In the appraisal process the appraisal
members all felt there was a great improvement of design standard this year in comparison with the sixth design competition. Most
winners demonstrated novelty and uniqueness by creating their designs from different perspectives. Some designs chose locations
with special geographical features such as desert areas, beautiful regions in the lower Yangzi valley, the mountain areas in southwest
China or cities of historical interests; some paid attention to the local environment such as the natural topography in suburban areas,
the streets and alleys in the city, the harbors and ports, etc.; some laid emphasis on their unique interpretation of summer camping; still
others stressed the construction of the buildings. Most design conceptions as well as the ways of expressing their conceptions are
quite reasonable. The designers discarded the old way of pursuing the form at the sacrifice of the content in the design. Instead of
imitating works of certain master, they tend to make the designs their own individual expressions. The winners demonstrated in their

designs strong ability in logical thinking and conjuring images. They managed well in exploring design conceptions and seeking the

suitable ways to express the conceptions.




The participation of Hong Kong University provided a precious opportunity of exchanging and learning between students of Hong
Kong and that of the mainland. The appraisal members were deeply impressed with the excellent designs submitted by Hong Kong
University. Generally speaking, it is hard to tell which drawing is from which school during the drawing appraisal because the contesting
designs are almost identical in terms of design conceptions and drawing results. However, in the competition held this year the
appraisal members found several designs obviously different from the others. They distinguished themselves from the other designs
for the following two features:

1. They were pervasive with creative ideas , rich in design conception and well-kept to the subject in content. They seemed to be the
direct outcome of the designers’ experience in summer camping. The designs provided many more interesting ways of summer
camping. They were characterized by the rich and orderly arranged spaces, which were rare in the previous designs.

2. Unlike the detailed drawings in the previous competition, they tend to be very concise in drawing expression and some of them
were simply schematic drawings.

Therefore, compared with Hong Kong, the Mainland still falls short in architecture education. It is necessary for the two sides to learn
from each other so as to overcome one’s weak points by learning the other's strong parts. As far as we are concerned, the architectural
students in Hong Kong displayed more flexibility and richness in their design conceptions, which is something worth learning and
thought-provoking. The disparities here also suggest an imperative reform in our teaching of architecture design.

Among the disqualified designs not all of them are lacking in originality. There failed for different reasons. Many of them rigidly
followed the design modes of the first six design competitions and were criticized for the lack of creativity; some appeared to be
creative yet the confusing design hindered the sufficient expression of creativity, which to some degree exposed the designers' weak
basic skills and insufficient mastery of required drawing technigues; some were as common as the designs of cultural centers and
clubs, falling short of expressing the designers' intention explicitly; some were not done in line with the environment and there seemed
to be a disorder in building plane and choosing site; some merely paid attention to the building construction and thus neglected the
entertaining function of the summer camp; still others are still only in pursuit of the form, making the simple matters complicated. On
the whole the design competition of this year is still far from being perfect and there are still some drawbacks awaiting improvement. A
summarization of the competition is necessary and certain to result in further progress in the future. Since both the appraisal members
and the designers were encouraged to write their reflection on the competition there is a better chance for them to communicate and
exchange ideas with each other.

The architects taking part in the appraisal process spoke highly of the professional ability of the juniors of architecture majors. They
admitted that the students' designs far exceeded what they had expected. Some appraisal member thought if such training for architecture
students continue it is not a long wait to see the Chinese architects meet the international standards of architectural design. Even
though it can only remain a encouragement and a good wish at the moment, we all believe there will be such a day and will be working

harder for the arrival of that day.

Bao Jiasheng, Chairman of CAEAC, Chairman of the Appraisal Team of the NCAS Professor of the Department of Architecture,
Southeast University
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