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Comprehensive Review

Li Dexiang

This year's design competition of architecture students is the eighth competition of this kind organized by the China Architectural
‘Education Advisory Committee (CAEAC), and the second one after the competition was dubbed with the title "Xunda Cup”. If the
examination subject "Architecture Students' Summer Camp” of last year aroused the enthusiasm of the faculty members and students,
scrapping the monotonous design themes in the past, then this year's "Community Center" has further stimulated the competitors'
interest and creativity, broadened their thinking in designing and promoted teaching in schools. Presented below are some of the
characteristics of this year's designs:

1. Students have to find out, accurately analyze and deftly solve problems from various perspectives through social investigations
by the new exam requirements.

The subject "community center” does not specifically refers to living quarters in urban areas, but has a wider definition, encompass-
ing the urban and rural borders, school campuses, fishing harbors, pastures, townships, etc, thus presenting multiple choices and
special limiting conditions for the competitors. Generally speaking, all designs with unique ideas are born with many limitations.
Students not only selected places with complex limitations, but also imposed limitations of their own, thus presenting very novel
concepts and ideas. This is illustrated in the following designs: "Neighborhood Center”, "Ecological Park without Architecture”, "Com-
munity Center Built with the Involvement of Inhabitants”, "Co-Existence of Old and New", "Revamp and Merger”, "Subway Community",
"Healing the Urban Wounds", "Utilization of Marginal Urban Space”, "Natural Digital Existence", "Happy Bus", Walk in the Cloud", etc.
All of these designs are creative and unique.

2. As in the case of last competitions, several architecture authorities in famous institutes of architecture design were invited to act
as judges, therefore not only exchanges between society and schools are enhanced, but the appraisal quality is improved, making the
assessment fairer and more objective. Their observations, perspectives of analyzing problems and judgment criterion are precious
thoughts for food for us college teachers. After the competition, they also put forward their criticism, constructive ideas and suggestions
on how to better organize the competition in the future.

We also got strong support and active involvement for this year's event from various colleges. Altogether, 3,500 third year students
of architecture major representing 74 colleges (including Hong Kong University and Chinese University of Hong Kong) participated in
the competition, accounting for 90% of all junior architecture students in China. As required by the competition rules, participating
designs were first scrutinized by various schools before 10% of best ones were submitted for the national-level match. 349 designs
were réceived, but only 304 of them were finally submitted to the Appraisal Committee, as 45 designs were found not meeting the
requirements set by the preliminary appraisal team. The Appraisal Committee was composed of 6 professors and 5 renowned architects.
After two days' evaluation and 7 rounds of unanimous voting, they produced 3 first award winners, 6 second award winners, 8 third
award winners (excluding one non-architecture major competitor), and 43 excellent design winners. All told, 60 designs representing
20 colleges won awards accounting for 2% of all entries.

It is the judges' consensus that the assessment was fair, and the competition was a success and achieved its goal.

The evaluation was made very difficult due to the variety of designs, the abstraction of concepts and the closeness of levels of
competing schools. Also, each judge is different in terms of understanding the exam question, using evaluation criteria and perspective
of looking at problems. It is impossible to examine each and every design thoroughly thanks to the large number of entries and the
limited time. Using vague judgment and selecting the best out of ordinary in general guaranteed the fairness and accuracy. However,
in-depth analysis was still not enough which resulted in some winning designs not quite up to the standard, and some excellent

qualities in failed designs neglected. We will try to avoid and address these flaws in coming competitions.

Li Dexiang, Vice-Chairman of CAEAC, Professor, Vice Dean of Architecture School of Tsinghua University
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Reviews by the Appraisal

Team Members

Xiang Xinran (former architect-in-chief, Zhongnan Architectural Design Institute):

This year's exam subject is very good in that it requires the student to choose a site and find himself a task by himself through
investigations, which is similar to what a professional architect does. It is crucial to cultivate student's ability via course design. To work
out a task involves finding out the function of architecture through investigating the needs of a community and the relations between
architecture and social life. This can also help student understand that their responsibility is to improve people's life by appropriately
using space. Moreover, students' talents and interest can be fully demonstrated by freely choosing sites. Since the sites they choose
usually are challenging and special, their chances of wining increase although the sites also pose many difficulties.

The 300-strong competing entries illustrate that designers made great efforts in choosing the designing sites, which resulted in a
variety of places. The sites are not anly different in geographical terms (hills, forestry, grasslands, rivers, harbors, etc.), but also in
socio-economical terms (agricultural, fishing, pasturing areas). Even in ordinary places, the sites are located in historically or culturaily
significant venues. This shows the students have realized the special features of an architect depend, to a large extent, on the
characteristics of natural environment. Therefore, this competition increases the environmental awareness of the students, enhances
their architectural concepts, which is extremely significant.

But it is really a pity that most designers (inciuding many award-winners) do not make enough efforts in designing the functions of
the architecture. As a result, many of them look like a club or a cultural center, without taking into consideration of the characteristics
of specific community activities, let alone the distinct lifestyles in different communities. The reason for this could be that the students
did not undertake sufficient investigation and/or their designing plans are made out of their imagination. Also, their tutors failed to help
them as their understanding of the developing communities in China is also limited. However, what is worth pondering is the fact that

architectural education in China should attach more attention to architectural function in the future.

Zheng Guoying (deputy architect-in-chief, Southwest Architectural Design Research Institute; visiting professor, Architecture
Dept. of Southwest Communications University):

| feel very delighted since this is my first time to attend this competition. Market economy is competition, and this is what this
competition is all about, providing an opportunity for schools and students to compete, exchange and assesé their abilities with a view
of improvément. This is something the students of architecture major before the Cultural Revolution (1966-76) couid only dreamt of.
What makes me surprised is the high quality of most of 300 or so designs. They are no less excellent than the ones made by young
professional architects at their competitions in terms of concepts, planning and drawing. No junior student two or three decades ago
could compare them in their wonderful designs.

The students' ability of independent thinking is fully tested by the exam subject which not only reflects the spirit of our age but also
very fiexible. The competitors have to go through investigation and choosing sites, consequently some of them break free from

conventional concepts and conceive ingenious designs with novel and unique ideas.




Cui Kai (vice-president of China Architecture Society; vice-president and architect-in -chief of Architectural Design Irstitute
of the Construction Ministry):

| feel that the exam subject is praiseworthy because it leads the students to venture beyond their campus to investigate the life of
ordinary people in urban and rural areas. Architecture is first and foremost an integral part of society; its development is closely linked
with all aspects of community and subject to everyone's evaluation. However, most architects are mostly interested in the evolution of
styles, facades, architectural art, concepts and culture. As a result, we are surrounded with all kinds of pretentious, bizarre buildings
while the urban environment and quality of buildings are deteriorating. Of course architects should not shoulder the full responsibility
for this, but how much concerns have we shown in this regard? Therefore, we think we should learn from the competitors when they
put forward in their clear, rational and simple drawings the ideas of diagnosing and healing our cities. Social responsibility is the

prerequisite quality an architect should possess, and cultivating this responsibility is one of the tasks of architectural education.

Zhang Lingling (dean, professor and PhD tutor of Architecture School of Harbin Architecture University):

The exam subject of this year is more difficult than the one of last year because the definition is vague. However, it is the purpose of
the examiners. So far, there has been not an exact definition for "community center", which poses difficulties for participants but also
provides an opportunity for those who have an imaginative mind. In fact, after hard thinking, participants present "community centers”
of their own understanding which are in various forms. This phenomenon can not only stimulate students' association, but also lead to
different plans or even disputes due to disparate understanding. Actually, even in conventional architectural styles, different under-
standings occur, otherwise there would be no award-winners in competitions.

Therefore, there are many different concepts and expressions in the 300 or so entries, some focusing on practicality; some on
conceptual expressions. Conceptual plans are not, due to their lack of logic, being favorably recognized, which probably gives the
participants a surprise. This indicates that third-year students are still weak in expressing themselves even with good concepts. |
personally endorse plans with conceptual ideas, so | hope there will be a breakthrough in this regard in the future. Another problem is
the manner in which the students work out a problem and whether they can articulate their ideas in a coherent way. For example, many
works have really good concepts, but due to illogical expressions in their drawings, they fail. As a result, it is very essential to consult
with your teachers while making explorations, and | hope lessons should be drawn out of this.

Students' attention should also be paid to the flexibility of the exam subject, which, since it can cultivate the creativity of the students,
could be the trend in the future. | sincerely hope that new breakthroughs will be made by youngsters in the competition of the coming

year.
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Competition Results

First Prize Winners

Designer Su Yunfeng Conggiang Architecture University Tutors Gu Hongnan, Shen Dequan
- Community center is naturally placed in a sunning ground which is novel and unique. Good relation
between indoor/outdoor space and terrain features. The work has a rich flavor of fife; drawing is smooth
and neat.
] - The shape of the bell tower is inadequate.
Designer Gao Yu Chongqiong Architecture University ~ Tutors Liu Yanjun, Xie Wutong
| - The site is creative, linking the original terrain and retaining the path. The formation is also creative.
- The wharf is not dealt with adequately; outdoor space is also inadequate.
Designer Sheng Qiang Harbin Architecture University Tutors Huang Yong, Wei Jianjun
-Integrated with the features of place and spread out along the linear space. The hallmark of the work
is conspicuous. Emphasis is on the venues for inhabitants' activities.

- Outdoor static space is lacking; no adequate place for viewing the white tower.

Second Prize Winners

Designer Liu Kenan Tongji University Tutors Wu Changfu, Yuanfeng
-The design is unique, setting up the community center by using the space under the elevated highway
and combining the communities cut off by the elevated highway. Ingeniously conceived in that activity
and secluded areas are divided in line with the conditions of the site.
- The design of outdoor space is a bit inadequate.

Designer Hu Youpei Southeast University Tutor Zhao Chen
- Developing comrnunity center by a subway station and its underground space, thus sparing the pre-

cious green space above ground.

- Too many constructions on the ground; elevator is not economical.

Designer Yang Qiuni  Tianjin University Tutors Wang Wei, Pang Zhihui, Wang Di
-Taking advantage of geographical features and the building the community center on water is unique
and natural.

- Design on the shore is a little monotonous.

Designer Chen Jun Chonggiong Architecture University ~ Tutors Huang Tiangi, Tan Wenyong
-Combining the two community centers on the sides of the bay, and providing a "homecoming" symbol
for returning sailors. Expression is natural and skilled.

- Building is a little bigger than the scale of surroundings.

Designer Zhang Shaoming Zhejiang University Tutor Zhang Yingpeng

ﬁt - Making use of the disused house in the community to set up an activity center, which shows the
designer's ability of identifying and solving problems. The design is clear and unique.

- Sense of community center is not sufficient.



Designer Miao Xiaoqiu Southeast University Tutor Zhang Hong
-Creating a community center of integrating "old" and "new" by making use of a traditional structure of
the Ming Dynasty. The cohesion of the community is well illustrated by the design.

- Qutdoor space is a bit monotonous.

Third Prize Winners

Designer Li Zhijian Shenzhen University Tutor He Chuan
. To meet the needs of the community by exploring a flexible and changeable system.
- Space organization a bit loose.
Designer Li Yanqun Hong Kong University Tutor Chen Cuier
. Concerned with the life of a common community and create a community center by renovating the
neighborhood street space. Having a rich flavor in life and is creative in design.
. Expressions are rough and not precise in drawing.
Designer Gao Yan Tsinghua University Tutor Rao Rong
-"Deep Breath" aims at retaining the green color in nature. The site is appropriate; designing is skilled
and drawing is rigorous.
-There is too much grass than trees which shows the designer's inadequate understanding of ecosystem.
Designer Chen Zhixiang  Southeast University Tutor Ji Guohua
. The concept of mending the wall is realized by choosing the site at a section of a broken wall. The
design also takes into account of the community needs and cultural relic protection. The space is simple
and flexible.
- The use of the old wall causes disputes.
Designer Song Xia Zhengzhou Polytechnic University Tutors Fan Wenli, Jia Xinfeng, Tang Baozhong
- The design, which demonstrates the combination of standardization, flexibility and involvement, is unique.
- The approach is mediocre.
Designer Deng Wenhua  Chonggqing Architecture University Tutors Huang Tiangi, Tan Wenyong
. The site is located in the midst of high-rises. Underground space is made use of for the community
center, so that greenary patches abound in the community.
- Space treatment is dull.
Designer Wang Hao  Tongji University Tutors Wu Changfu, Qi Guangping, Yuanfeng
- Making use of a subway station, the site becomes the central space of the pedestrian system. The
approach is novel and basic skills sound.
- Part of the drawing is vague.
Designer Tang Yanli Chonggiong Architecture University Tutors Gu Hongnan, Shen Deguan, Tian Qi
- Making use of the original place, the design is a classic example of protecting and expanding tradi-
tional architecture.

- Qutdoor space is not sufficient.



Designer
Zou Yubo
Han Jie
Peng Xiaolong
Chen Ping
Liu Shiying
Dong Jingtao
Guo Fu
Lin Zehao
Liu Zuozhuo
Zhang Shen
Pan Di
Zhou Minghao
Huang Wen
Chen Kangquan
Wang Jing
Zhou Yu
Tang Huachen
Xie Xiaorong
Yao Minfeng
Shi Aiguo
Wang Xiaoling
Xie Feng
Niu Ruiling
Wang Yang
Ying Xiaoyu
Li Dawei
Deng Ming
Ju Yexin
Zhu Wei

Excellence Award Winners

School
Nerth Communications University
Tianjin University
Beijing Architectural Engineering College
Shenzhen University
Chonggiong Architecture University
Tianjin University
Southeast University
Shenzhen University
Chonggiong Architecture University
Shenzhen University
Harbin Architecture University
Harbin Architecture University
North Communications University
Tongjin University
China Minerals University
Zhejiang University
Shanghai University
Tongji University
Huagiao University
Huagiao University
Tianjin University
Xi'an Architectural Science University
Xi'an Architectural Science University
Zhejiang University
Zhejiang University
Xi'an Architectural Science University
North Communications University
Harbin Architecture University
Zhejiang University

Zhang Xiangning Harbin Architecture University

Li Jiazhi
Fang Cheng
Wang Na

Ma Bin

Yang Yang
Jing Zhelu
Leng Jie

Xi Xiaotao
Xiao Liangxiao
Zhong Wen
Song Baojun
Zheng Zhou
Kuang Higing

Tianjin University
Harbin Architecture University
Tianjin University

Shenyang Architectural Engineering Collage

Tianjin University

Tongji University

Chonggiong Architecture University
Southeast University

Chonggiong Architecture University
Hunan University

Hefei Polytechnic University

Tutors
Meng Xiaoying, Zhang Kaiyu
Liu Yunyue, Wang Wei, Feng Gang
Lin Chuan, Zhou Yuhua, Ouyang Wen
Chen Fang
Gu Hongnan, Sen Dequan
Wan Wei, Liu Yunyue, Feng Gang
Han Donggqing
Chen Fang
Wan Qi, Li Jun, Xiang Ke
Wu Xiangyang
Bo Chong, Mei Tong
Xie Zhenyu, Wei Zhen
Wang Lan, Zhang Kaiyu, Meng Xiaoying
Sun Guanglin, She Yin, Huangping
Han Daging, Wang Dong
Cui Guangya
Lu Shaoming, Wang Haisong
Chen Yi, Qi Guangping, Wu Changfu
Zheng Hao, Xie Hongquan
Zhou Chunyu, Shi Jianyi
Liu Yunyue, Chenjin, Jing liqun
Li Yueyan, Wang Jun
Li Yueyan, Wang Jun
Cao Zhenyu, Li Wenju
Chen Xiang
Dong Ludi, Xu Ning, Liu Yongde
Zhang Kaiyu, Wang Lan, Meng Xiaoying
Zhang Yan, Zhao Hun, Bo Chong
Cao Zhenyu
Bo Chong, Meitong
Wang Di, Liang Xue, Liu Yunyue
Bo Chong, Meitong, Wei Jiangjun
Liang Xue, Wang Di, Zhou Xiangjin
Wang Changwei, Liu Wenjun
An Ding, Wang Xun, Pang Zhihui
Wu Changfu, Guanping, Yuanfeng
Huang Tiangi, Tan Wenyong
Li Haiging
Wang Qi, Li Jun
Luo Zhaoyang, Xu Feng, Wang Yimin
Su Jihui, Liu Yang, Pan Rong

Huanan University of Science and Engineering Cen Ling

Huanan University of Science and Engineering Jiang Wenyi



