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Argument 

Swaying between the need for intimacy and the need to meet with others, habitation remains the 

central subject of architecture. Firstly, the brief follows to catch the possible overtones of the 

relationship between the house, that is lived as if it were the center of the world, and the 

neighbourhood, as the openness towards the others. Taking as a model, the natural way of being that is 

specific to the old communities where each member had a name, a character, a face, or a particular skill, 

and exploring the theme of a habitation in which the houses keep together, the exercise is in search of 

finding relationships. Step by step, the identification between a person and his house, the reunion 

between the family members, the ties inside a community, the relationship with the neighbourhood, the 

intuition of the remoteness or closeness of the world, become the subject of a personal exploration, in 

the sense that each team of students should assume an individual reading and interpretation of the 

concept of habitation, and particular, in the sense of understanding and making appropriate proposals 

in relationship with what the site comes to ask. 

 

Objectives and skills 

Under the pretext of habitation, neighbourhood and community, the brief searches, before everything 

else, to form a critical and ethical conscience in regard to the means and consequences of architecture. 

This translates in the understanding of the fact that architecture acts upon something that is already 

there (what is already built or what appears naturally, place, uses, activities, necessities, people, 

materials, etc.) in the sense of understanding, taking care and fulfilling this given situation (or 

sustainable development in its prime sense). Over this „already given situation”, new data of a will to 

build, succintly formulated in the design brief, are layered. In this sense, the principal skills that the brief 

tries to form are primarily directed towards the ability of becoming aware, to reformulate and 

naturally continue all these initial data. 

- the community  - the capacity to critically reformulate the architecture brief; the way in which 

several houses can stand together; the purpose, nature, and quality of the proposed community 

places; 

-  integration in the neighbourhood – understanding and asimilating the pre-existing data in 

relationship with time and space (which let themselves discovered gradually over the course or 

the design process) and their influence over the architectural decisions; 

- habitation inside and around the house – defining, understanding and translating in the project 

the possible inhabitants’ needs; the approach and the established relationships between what is 

private and what is common; 

- the particular scenario of living „in a community” – the capacity to formulate, reformulate, 

develope, follow and transmit a personal and particular response that implies the 

transformation, continuity, evolution of all the data presented in the project (neighbourhood, 

community, habitation). 



 

Study content 

 

Design brief abstract: 

Nine friends have decided to settle down at their own houses and have bought together a larger plot of 

land on Someș Street, in  Cluj-Napoca. On this 3000m2 plot they each want to have a house with a 

garden, but with something extra as well. Each house will have its own entrance and own garden, and 

will the linked together by a common space, a place that all of the nine families will use, that they can 

look after together, where they all feel at “home”. 

The theme of the project is the way these houses can stand together and in the proposed site (streets, 

neighbors, courtyards, but as well as today’s world, people, necessities, interests, etc.) 

 

Design brief details: 

In Cluj-Napoca, Someșului Street 15-19, on an empty site, with a surface of approx. 3000 m2
 a proposal 

for houses for nine families will be made. These will be thought in such a manner as to offer a living 

quality as close to individual houses as possible, while using the relatively modest means of the closely 

knit houses, but also the advantages of living in a community. A low height will be maintained, making 

possible the partial overlapping of the houses, but with a separate exterior access for each of them and 

a courtyard of their own. 

The study invites us to ask a few questions about what does it mean to live in a community 

(understanding, criticizing, adapting and going further than the recent examples, like condominiums, 

residential estates, cohousing). Thus a part of the site will receive a common use, it will be everybody’s 

courtyard, in the care of everyone, offering perhaps supplementary spaces and functions that could 

complete individual living. The nuancing of a more or less private or more or less shared use of the 

given site, as well as the openness towards the existing neighbourhood will be established following 

the creation of an individual habitation scenario by each team of students. 

The brief also urges the balanced use of architectural means and economical and material resources, in 

the sense described by the meeting between the idea of relatively cheap housing and the more and 

more acute questions stemming from the sustainability of today’s world. The quality of living will be 

seeked out by the recovery and capitalization of the courtyard, of the community, or of the 

neighbourhood, but not by dimensional, formal or constructive excesses. The pedestrian accessibility 

and movement will be favored over car circulation. The height and other urban regulations will be set 

after an analysis, as a coherent and argued intention of occupying and using the site and of integrating 

the existing neighbourhood. 

The constructive system and the materials will be determined in relationship with the objectives of the 

study, with the proposed habitation scenario and with sustainable architecture principles. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Evaluation criteria 

 

INTEGRATING IN THE NEIGHBOURHOOD 

- urbanity – a suitable and balanced density; mixed uses and functions; integration of habitation, 

relaxation, work related activities; reducing car movement and pedestrian accessibility; 

- connectivity – compact quality, multiple relationships between the houses and the community’s 

space; 

- adequacy – memory as a part of the existing context, fitting the scale and the image, 

particularity in unity, the interaction between the old and new residents; 

- integration of nature -  the evaluation, and as much as possible, the keeping  and amplification 

of green spaces, the understanding of a pre-existing model of Nature’s order; 

THE HABITATION INSIDE/AROUND THE HOUSE/ IN A COMMUNITY  

- identification – posing questions and understanding the necessities of habitation, translated 

into an appropriate conformation of the functions and links between spaces, seeing oneself in 

the house (being at home); 

- flexibility – the evolution of the house in time, the adaptability and possible change as to host 

different types of living, varied uses, diverse expectations and needs; 

- communication – interaction, living in a private sense and in a community sense, the possibility 

of multiple activities; 

- openness -  the normal spatial relationships between interior and exterior, outwardly extensions 

of the living spaces, receiving the exterior inside; 

STRUCTURE/ MATERIALS 

- suiting the constructive system and materials to the study’s objectives, to the proposed 

habitation scenario and to sustainable architecture principles; 

- the balanced use of architectural means and material and economic resources ; 

- the questioning, understanding and correct depiction of the structural principles and of the 

detail solutions, consistent with the character and atmosphere of the proposed project’s spaces; 

REPRESENTATION 

- suiting the discourse and the representation to each specific proposed communitarian 

habitation scenario, formulated and reformulate in writing; 

- the unitary, comprehensive and suggestive character of the graphic representation, model, and 

photographic study; 

- the quality and clarity of the project’s  argumentative presentation  discourse; 

THE DESIGN PROCESS 

- the coherence and the critical-reflexive auto-evaluation capacity of their own design process; 

- the understanding of the design process as a simultaneous evolution of the problem (of the data 

available) and of the solution (the responses formulated) and the eloquence  of the condensed 

rendering of the process on a synthetic layout; 

- the capacity to collaborate constructively with colleagues and the engagement in common 

activities in the studio work. 

  



REPRESENTATION 

The research will be done in teams of two students. The competition drawings will be presented on two 

presentation boards, A1 format (594x840mm), portrait orientation, the different project drawings will 

be positioned as seen in the example layout available on the competition’s website. 

Compulsory drawings 

 Site plan, scale 1:1000 (according to the limits of the above mentioned layout); 

 General comprehensive ground floor, indicating the community spaces and their proposed 

usage, scale 1:200 (according to the limits of the above mentioned layout); 

 General comprehensive section, with neighbors, vegetation, etc. , scale 1:200; 

 General comprehensive elevation from Someșului Street, with neighbors, scale 1:200; 

 All the floor plans for one house and its courtyard, indicating the proposed furnishing for the 

different places/rooms and the way the courtyard is used, scale 1:100; 

 2 elevations and 2 sections for one house, scale 1:100; 

 A general image of the whole ensemble  that depicts the atmosphere of the place, of the way 

the houses stand together and of the community’s life (40x30cm); 

 Argumentative text, in English (1000 characters, the blank spaces between words are not 

considered) 

Optional drawings 

 Other drawings considered necessary for a complete and suggestive  rendering of the proposal 

(photographic studies of a model, sketches, collages,  explanatory diagrams) 

 


