
 
Phase I Project Brief: 
Creative Investigation and Interpretation of Case Study House 
 
 

Surrounded by a world full of wonder and forces whose laws we may divine, 
may wish to understand but will never decipher, 

that touch us in a few fragmentary harmonies and 
suspend our souls in a continuous state of unresolved tension, 

we conjure up in play the perfection that is lacking. 
We make for ourselves a tiny world in which the cosmic law is evident 

within the strictest limits, yet complete in itself and perfect in this respect. 
In such play we satisfy our cosmogonic instinct. 

Gottfried Semper1 
 

The precise yet sensual use of certain materials can draw out specific “…meanings that 
can only be perceived in just this way in one building.”2  When materials are arranged 
not only to meet but also to transcend functional requirements, architecture has the 
capacity to express ideas “…not in words or sounds but solely through prismatic forms, 
shapes clearly defined by light which are related to each other.”3 
 
In Phase I, students are challenged to creatively investigate and interpret the ideas and 
meanings expressed in an assigned case study house. Your analysis should include (but 
not be limited to) the following: 

 program 

 the architect(s)'s concerns/interests/inspiration/collaborators 

 site 

 built form including building details 

 materiality and textures 

 light and shadow 

 movement, sound and temperature 

 quality of relationships (spatial, formal and other) 

 identify concepts/themes/phenomena/issues/questions underlying architect's 

work & how these are embodied/manifested in the case study house 

                                                 
1 Gottfried Semper, Style in the Technical and Tectonic Arts; or, Practical Aesthetics, trans. Harry Francis Mallgrave and Michael Robinson (Los 

Angeles: Getty Research Institute, 2004), 82. 
2 Peter Zumthor, Thinking Architecture 2nd ed. (Basel: Birkhäuser, 2006), 10. 
3 Le Corbusier, Towards A New Architecure, trans. Frederick Etchells (London: Butterworth Architecture, c1989). 
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Method: 
Multiple methodologies will be used in your investigation and its representation.  The 
discoveries revealed using one method will be tested, extended, and enriched through 
other media and methodologies.  Learning will be synthesized and communicated 
through drawing, modelling and writing. Thoroughly document your process as you 
work.  This will provide feedback for your explorations—and it will save you a great deal 
of time at deadlines. 
 
Key Components: 

 Literature review and bibliography 

 300-500 word essay about the architect, ideas of the project, possible 

inspiration/collaborators/mentors 

 Weekly blog entries (due Mondays at 1:30pm) communicating discoveries and 

process 

 Drawings: to include Analytical sketches and Interpretive floor plans (1:50), 

sections (1:50), elevations (1:50), and 1-2 relevant construction details (1:10) 

 Physical Models 

 Photography/Video 

 
Evaluation: 
6% 4 Progress Evaluations (Mondays: Sep 15, Sep 22, Sep 29, Oct 6) 
19% Mid Term Reviews (Oct 9 & 10 or 14 & 15) Dates to be confirmed 
25% Total Phase I 
Student work will be evaluated on the following: 

1. Commitment, degree of development and articulation of architectural ideas 

derived from the objectives stipulated in project brief. 

2. Clarity, craft and degree of completeness of work at required deadlines. 

3. Projects not meeting the minimum specified completion requirements will not be 

considered for review and will be given a grade of ABS. 

4. As part of an ongoing project, any required readings and/or short written essays 

should demonstrate the student’s comprehension and expressive skills.  Failure 

to submit any required essay will result in a grade of ABS. 

 
 


