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The booklet of this project had the title ”What is the Impact of the Infl uential and Appreciated 
Architecture that Surrounds Us?: When is it Motivated to Let a Room Develop to a Higher Level 
and How Does that Affect its Surroundings?”. As perhaps even seen in the title, the intent as it was 
described in the booklet, was quite vague. When looking back at the booklet I do not think that I 
had yet found the exact question that I wanted to look at. The booklet however described an idea 
of what kind of rooms that I was interested in. In the booklet I defi ned the rooms that I wanted to 
discuss as infl uential, appreciated and architecturally grand rooms. This defi nition I might say was 
what during the project changed into the intent to try to design and discuss rooms with features 
and qualities detached from the function in a variety of programs. 

The main question of the project was as mentioned somewhat altered during the project. Despite 
that, the design started quite early in the project. So perhaps the alterations of the intent have 
affected the design but I do not think that is very visible in the design. 

In the booklet I would say that I had the intention to look at a much broader overall picture. I found 
this quite hard to do when starting the project. Instead what became a challenge in the project 
was to fi nd what it was that I really wanted to look at and design. I think however that the division 
between text and design in the booklet was kept to a quite high extent. 

I started the design by making some sketches and then continued and built on that volume. This 
was not a distinct choice from the beginning. I believe that the result of continuing on with one 
design made the project quite clear in one sense. In another sense the project became rather 
bound to the design that was made in the beginning. I believe that this had some negative 
consequences if I look at how I made some choices in the fi rst rooms that I might not have done 
in the later part of the project. Since they became part of the same design the fi rst then remained 
with the later. However to a certain extent I went back in the fi nal comment to make alterations to 
some of the fi rst design. 

While I made the design there were also often decisions that I made that concerned how much in 
detail I should have gone into the design. I used the design more as a test of design rather than 
aiming to design a complete detailed building. Therefore some of the design is not represented in 
an exact or detailed way. For example when I did illustrations of material use and exterior façade, 
these were not represented in drawings. However I think that I could have used drawings as well 
to look at these aspects of the design, even though I did not chose to do that in this project.

I think that the model was good in order to see a concrete result of the design. Even if I in the end 
of the project would have wished for the model to be a little more correct I think that it was very 
useful to build the different parts throughout the time of the project. In the beginning I thought that I 
would make a new version of the model. In the end though I did not make a new model but instead 
chose to show some alterations in smaller models.          
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