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Entrusted by the Ministry of Construction, the China Architectural Education Advisory
Committee (CAEAC) was founded in 1989 for the betterment of architecture education in
China. Annual meetings have been held to exchange teaching experiences among
universities and colleges and to discuss problems concerned by all. Some problems have
been discussed in recent years, such as the appraisal of architecture teaching; the teaching
syllabus, scale and standards of 4—year and 5—year teaching system; and how to improve
teaching by adapting to the market economy. In 1992, the enlarged session of the CAEAC
was held at Tongji University in Shanghai. It was decided at this meeting that every year a
National Design Competition of Architectural Students (NDCAS) will be sponsored by the
CAEAC. The competition is an authoritative one, just like the students design competition
organized by the Royal Association of British Architecture. It will act as an important work of
the CAEAC to improve the architecture teaching in our country and offer a chance for all
institutions of higher learning to exchange ideas, so that the teaching standard of architect
design will be promoted and improved. It will be a milestone in the history of architecture
education in China.

The CAEAC is of the opinion that the enthusiasm of the students to take part in the
design competition should be guided properly, and that the competition should be combined
with the improvement of teaching. The CAEAC stipulates that the second homework design
in the designing course in the second semester of the junior year is designated as the entry
for the competition, which is required to be completed under the direction of a teacher within
a given time. The designs will be appraised according to the teaching requirement at each
university first. Those that will be selected for the national competition will be in proportion
to 10 percent of the total student body of each school. Thus, not only the participation in the
design competition is combined well with the improvement of the teaching in university
architecture design, but a competitive mechanism is also developed. It will be an impetus
for each university to improve their courses and teaching quality, as well as to introduce
competition among students.

Five competitions of this kind have been held since 1993. This program was greatly
welcomed and responded by various universities and colleges and deemed as being
conducive to the improvement of architectural teaching in China. In order to further this
program, we have decided to compile the winning works from 1993-1997 into a book form
(Chinese-English) for exchange with our counterparts in other countries. And from now on,
a new edition will be published each year. It is our belief that this endeavor will greatly
benefit the architectural education in China.

According to the decision of the CAEAC, the members of the CAEAC are also the
adjudicators of the NDCAS. Every year, 3 first prizes with gold medal and certificate, 6
second prizes with silver medal and certificate, 9 third prizes with bronze medal and
certificate, and about 18 encouraging prizes will come out during the competition.

The first NDCAS in 1993 was sponsored by the first Architetural Education Advisory
Committee, and the competitions from 1994-1997 were organized by the second CAEAC.

China Architectural Education Advisory Committee
November, 1997
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Competition Review

Bao Jiasheng

The assigned theme for the National Competition of
Architectural Students (NDCAS) of 1993 was a mountain
club. This event received strong support and response from
leaders, faculty and students from various universities and
colleges of architecture throughout China. Nearly 40 out of
54 institutions of higher learning which have architecture
specialty took part in the competition (some did not
participate due to their failure to get the notice). 141
entries were submitted. After careful screening and
deliberation by the committee composed of 16 Advisory
Committee members, 2 first prizes, 3 second prizes, 9
third prizes and 19 encouraging prizes finally came out.
There were altogether 33 winning prizes, making up 23
percent of the total entering works, while the prize winning
students accounted for 2.3 percent of the total
contestants. (refer to the attached list of winners).

The competition is an integral part of our teaching. We
hold two principles in our selection procedure. The first is
to select according to the requirements of teaching; the
second is that each entry should meet the requirements set
by the competition. The former is very comprehensive
thought, plan idea, molding

including the design

characteristics, harmony with the environment, traffic

considerations, organization of space, arrangement of
function, techniques of structure and drawing expression. It
is intended to test the comprehensive design ability of the
students from different aspects. However, the members of
the selecting committee did not use the mature designer's
standard to judge the entries because the contestants were
all junior students who had leaned architecture design for
only a short time. The design course for juniors is aimed at
teaching the students’ ability of designing small and
medium-sized architecture plans, therefore, the selecting
criterion is to see whether the designer has a clear design

thought, a better assessment of the environment, whether

the plan is reasonable, the techniques are practicable, the
expression ability (drawing, model and image, etc.) is
able to make others understand the design purpose, and if
the designer has really put his efforts into his work. In order
to strictly meet the teaching requirements, those designs
that do not follow the drawing rules (e. g. scales or models
are out of proportion) were degraded.

The selecting process was held simultaneously with
the enlarged meeting of the China Architectural Education
Advisory Committee (CAEAC). Leaders and faculty from
more than 40 universities and colleges of architecture
attended and came to see the design works of the
students. So, the selection itself was a good chance for
universities to learn from each other and exchange ideas in
design teaching. In general, this competition was taken
seriously by teachers and students, hence the submitted
works were of high level, the design drawings were of
good quality, and the teachers and students were
conscientious in their efforts. It reflected the reform and
improvement in architecture design teaching of each
university and college during the period of the reform and
opening up in the past decade. It also showed the
enthusiasm and initiative of the students in designing. Both
old and new universities and colleges presented high-
quality works.

The prize winning works bear the following
characteristics:

1. The designing ideas are creative, unique and clear
so that the design plans are very logic and have distinct
space organizations. They treat the building molding in
methodical ways and compose the plans based on
analyzing the main features of the design object.
Therefore, the majority of the plans have simple, compact
and clear plane arrangement, graceful molding, plain style

and are fitting to the environment.



2. The relationship between the building and the
environment is well established. This is one of the starting
points of the assigned theme. A spacious natural
environment is used in the assigned subject, which is a
mountain slope with steep gradient surrounded by sea on
three sides. The locations of rocks and trees are marked
on it. The intention is to teach the students to analyze the
environment when they make their designs. They should
understand and respect the environment, regarding it as an
important factor in their design ideas. In doing so, they will
have a better sense of environmental architecture and the
buildings they design and the envirnonmet will depend on
and add brilliance to each other. Most winning works
accentuate the characteristics of the environment and their
space arrangements and patterns all come from special
topographic features. Generally speaking, a successfully
designed building cannot be put in another place, just as a
tree cannot be moved from the specific environment it
grows. Only the building well-matched with its environment
possesses great vitality and personality. A building which
can be put anywhere would not have strong characteristics
and therefore is a lifeless construction. The topography and
natural scene are two important factors required by the
competition and the winning entries have understood,
respected and expressed the two factors excellently.

3. The winners strike an excellent balance among
various aspects such as function, environment, molding and
structure which combined to produce an organic body.
Many winning designs divide the function areas reasonably,
arrange the traffic lines clearly, and imbue their indoor and
outdoor rooms with distinctive features by taking the
topographic conditions into account. They express the inner
space in a logical way, not just imitating other designs
blindly. Some design plans not only study and absorb the

advanced design thoughts and techniques at home and

abroad, but also combine the Chinese traditional culture
with modern architecture. It shows the precious learning
and exploring spirit of the university students nowadays, as
well as their creative ideas and comprehensive design
ability. Some works attach importance to reality, not
pursuing the form blindly and neglecting the function and
technique, thus their designs are natural and plain, showing
a realistic attitude. Compared with the students’ designs in
previous competitions, it is a breakthrough that should be
greatly encouraged.

4. Winning entries show a solid basic and design
expression skills. The quality is high not only in line,
character, heightening and model, but also in the whole
drawing plan and effect, able to stand constant scrutiny
and examination.

Of course, only a minority of the entries are winners,
but on the whole, the comparative high-quality designs
created by junior students are worthy of the hard work and
tutoring of their teachers.

It also goes without saying that there is still plenty
room for improvement as far as the design teaching is
concerned.

From the designs of the students arises the question:
how can we cultivate the students' ability to produce deep
design ideas? The success of a piece of design depends on
the uniqueness of concept which is brought about by
creative thinking and architectural philosophy. As a result,
for an architect or a wouldbe one, it is necessary to study
philosophy and armed with philosophical theories. It is
crucial to think creatively and not copy other's ideas in a
blind way. Prior designing something, an architect needs
to understand his target thoroughly before taking any
actions. A clear thought is shown in the ability to catch the
fine points of the design target, and then arrange the space

and create the appearance of the building reasonably. In



my opinion, the competition entries revealed the following
problems in terms of concept:

First, some students tend to make simple things
complicated which is a common drawback and the cause
for their failure. In order to appear original and show off
their ” creative” ability, they often overdo a small-scale
design in plane, space arrangement, molding treatment
and structure molding. As a result, the plane layout looks
like a labyrinth, the molding like a display window, and the
space is deformed arbitrarily. The end product is so
ornamental that it turns out contrary to one's wishes. It
shows the immaturity of quite a few of architects. The lack
of deep thinking is clearly manifested in the tendency to
complicating things. High-quality design is just the opposite
which is capable of solving complicated problems in a
simple way. It is not difficult to find that masterpieces,
although big and complex in structure, are all simple and
clear in style yet rich in meaning.

Secondly, some designs are in disorder, lacking
systematic arrangement. It is due to the absence of clear
design thinking. Design ideas generally go from disorder to
order. After exploring, comparing and fusing different
ways, the idea should become clearer. However, the
arrangements are pretty loose in many designs with a
messy composition of inner relationship. Often, the main
space gets mixed up with the secondary space and the
traffic around the building confuses with the traffic going
out. There is no regularity in the whole layout and too many
styles of molding exist which mar the effect of the building.

Thirdly, some design plans make much ado about
nothing. They cannot catch the concept of the target, or
"miss the point”. Some plans merely focus on forms,

wrongly putting patterns suitable to large-scale buildings

into a small room. Others turn a small mountain club into a
large building corhplex like a city. All of these, of course,
are a waste of effort and talent.

From the analysis of the above, we feel that the
comprehensive design ability must be further enhanced.
Architecture is an all-embracing art, so the designer should
be able to solve all kinds of problems. In a design,
everything should be taken into consideration such as the
structure, plane and dimensional

main and individual

layout, and building and structure. Some of the
participating designs stress the form at the expense of the
function and structure which result in the discord between
the outer appearance and the space organization. Others
even play with the component pieces, neglecting the main
structure.

Lastly, the detail of the building should also be treated
seriously in addition to the design concept. Many works are
rather weak in this aspect. For example, the exit and entry
consideration in the lobby, the treatments of the joint
between vertical and horizontal traffic space, transition of
volume, high and low space and steps and stairs. All these
are obviouly revealed upon scrutiny, showing signs of
immaturity.

Each participating university and college has shown
great enthusiasm and has made remarkable achievement.
Since this kind of competition will be held every year in the
future, it will become a forum for the contestants to
exchange ideas and learn from each other. It is our belief
that this activity will improve the architectural education in
China, and train the young architects. We sincerely hope
that the architectural competition in 1994 will attract more

participants and score a greater success.

Bao Jiasheng: professor, Dept. of Architecture, Southeast University ; vice-chairman of the CAEAC
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