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Unit 1 formative feedback

PROJECT STUDENT

Methods of investigating Yike Liu

PROJECT TUTOR

Houman Momtazian

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit, Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s working well in your studio project? what’s not working well in your studio project?

Idea of using different colors to distinguish between different The visual expression in the layout feels somewhat bland and
people and using maps to represent conversations happening lacks some impressive emotional impact.

in the shared kitchen is interesting.

How could you develop this project further? Or what did you TUTOR FEEDBACK:
learn that can help you in your future projects? Any additional comments or suggestions?
You could record over a longer period of time, which would N/A

make the emotional changes of the people more noticeable.

TUTOR FEEDBACK: How well does the writing evidence the following? WEAK NO CONCERN STRONG
WRITTEN RESPONSE
Logical coherence and rigour (i.e. Does it make sense?)
Active engagement with writing as a form/medium
Relevant and insightful selection of texts/references
Critical analysis of texts/references
Academic referencing of sources
Grammar, punctuation, and spelling
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Unit 1 formative feedback

PROJECT STUDENT
Methods of cataloguing Yike Liu
PROJECT TUTOR

Houman Momtazian

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit, Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s working well in your studio project? what’s not working well in your studio project?

- music( the song of the quality ) can reflect the theme worked - in terms of communication not very clear yet

well

- editing of the video
- the use of social symbols to comment
- the pattern of the door

How could you develop this project further? Or what did you TUTOR FEEDBACK:
learn that can help you in your future projects? Any additional comments or suggestions?

- add some words or notes in a particular way

TUTOR FEEDBACK: How well does the writing evidence the following? WEAK NO CONCERN STRONG
WRITTEN RESPONSE
Logical coherence and rigour (i.e. Does it make sense?)
Active engagement with writing as a form/medium
Relevant and insightful selection of texts/references
Critical analysis of texts/references
Academic referencing of sources
Grammar, punctuation, and spelling
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Unit 1 formative feedback
PROJECT STUDENT
Methods of translating Yike Liu
PROJECT TUTOR

Houman Momtazian

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit, Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s working well in your studio project? what’s not working well in your studio project?

- the motion works very well - the bird is too abstract

- the atmosphere of the poem is well-delivered - all the vibe is happy

How could you develop this project further? Or what did you TUTOR FEEDBACK:

learn that can help you in your future projects? Any additional comments or suggestions?

- add background music or sounds for one poster N/A

- how can we convey the emotion more specifically? For
example, the pink one could be more abstract

- exploring more about the motion, e.g. the bird how to cry,
objects moving in a specific way

- how to play around with the imagery, the fact of
communication and the meaning

TUTOR FEEDBACK: How well does the writing evidence the following? WEAK NO CONCERN STRONG

WRITTEN RESPONSE
Logical coherence and rigour (i.e. Does it make sense?)
Active engagement with writing as a form/medium
Relevant and insightful selection of texts/references
Critical analysis of texts/references
Academic referencing of sources
Grammar, punctuation, and spelling
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PROJECT

Methods of iterating

STUDENT

Yike Liu

PROJECT TUTOR

José Garcia Oliva

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s working well in your studio project?

Try to bringing the 3D model onto a 2D plane, challenging the
connection between the two dimensions.

How could you develop this project further? Or what did you
learn that can help you in your future projects?

Could try representing the layout of a supermarket to make the
shapes of the model clearer.

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s not working well in your studio project?

In the third week's experiment, the image appeared somewhat
chaotic, making it difficult to recognize the intended shapes.
Additionally, there were some issues with the logical coherence
of the theme.

TUTOR FEEDBACK:
Any additional comments or suggestions?

The text is good but too descriptive. Think about writing as an
expansion of your visual practice, so the text adds to the visuals
rather than repeating what we already see. But overall great work
and good recollection of feedback.

TUTOR FEEDBACK:
WRITTEN RESPONSE

Logical coherence and rigour (i.e. Does it make sense?)
Active engagement with writing as a form/medium
Relevant and insightful selection of texts/references

How well does the writing evidence the following? WEAK

NO CONCERN STRONG

Critical analysis of texts/references
Academic referencing of sources
Grammar, punctuation, and spelling
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PROJECT

Methods of contextualising

STUDENT

Yike Liu/Charlotte Dion/Yinru Zhou/Songjie He

PROJECT TUTOR

Max Colson/Arjun Harrison-Mann

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s working well in your studio project?

1.Well-Executed Design

The visual layout and overall aesthetic were highly praised.
2.Effective Integration of Feedback

The project showed strong improvement based on prior
suggestions.

3.Accessibility-FocusedApproach

The use of Spoon Theory and energy mapping was seen as a
thoughtful way to improve accessibility.

4.Innovative Sensory Map

The idea of allowing visitors to plan their journey based on
energy levels was appreciated as a unique accessibility
solution.

5.Strong Conceptual Rationale

The decision to prioritize access over traditional exhibition
structures was well-articulated.

How could you develop this project further? Or what did you
learn that can help you in your future projects?

1.Refine the Sensory Map

Make it more prominent and easier to use.

2.User Feedback Mechanisms

Consider a system where visitors can share their experiences,
possibly mapping their energy use.

3.Institutional vs.Independent Approach

Clarify whether this project is meant as a formal institutional tool

or an independent critique of accessibility gaps.

4. Exploring Physical and Digital Interactions—Look into making

the system more interactive, both in print and online.

5. Simplify Information Delivery—Balance abstraction with clarity

to ensure all visitors can easily navigate the exhibition.

Based on the feedback you received during your final crit,
what’s not working well in your studio project?

1.Level of Abstraction

Some feedback questioned whether abstract representations
(such as symbols) made it difficult for visitors to make informed
choices.

2.Functional Symbols

It was suggested that clearer,more universally understood icons
(e.g., for seating, flashing lights, dark spaces) could improve
accessibility.

3.TextDensity

Some sections contained too much text; a more visual, concise
approach was recommended.

4 Clarification of ADHD Considerations

A clearer explanation of ADHD-related challenges and how the
design addresses them would strengthen the project.

TUTOR FEEDBACK:
Any additional comments or suggestions?

TUTOR FEEDBACK:
WRITTEN RESPONSE

Logical coherence and rigour (i.e. Does it make sense?)
Active engagement with writing as a form/medium
Relevant and insightful selection of texts/references

How well does the writing evidence the following? WEAK

NO CONCERN STRONG

Critical analysis of texts/references
Academic referencing of sources
Grammar, punctuation, and spelling
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	Student 1: Yike Liu
	Project tutor 1: Houman Momtazian
	What's working 1: Idea of using different colors to distinguish between different people and using maps to represent conversations happening in the shared kitchen is interesting.
	What's not working 1: The visual expression in the layout feels somewhat bland and lacks some impressive emotional impact.
	To develop this further 1: You could record over a longer period of time, which would make the emotional changes of the people more noticeable.
	Tutor feedback 1: N/A
	Logical 1: 2
	Active 1: 2
	Relevant 1: 2
	Critical 1: 2
	Grammar 1: 2
	Academic 1: 2
	Student 2: Yike Liu
	Project tutor 2: Houman Momtazian
	What's working 2: - music( the song of the quality ) can reflect the theme worked well 
- editing of the video 
- the use of social symbols to comment
- the pattern of the door

	What's not working 2: - in terms of communication not very clear yet
	To develop this further 2: - add some words or notes in a particular way
	Tutor feedback 2: N/A
	Logical 2: 2
	Active 2: 2
	Relevant 2: 2
	Critical 2: 2
	Grammar 2: 2
	Academic 2: 2
	Student 3: Yike Liu
	Project tutor 3: Houman Momtazian
	What's working 3: - the motion works very well
- the atmosphere of the poem is well-delivered


	What's not working 3: - the bird is too abstract
- all the vibe is happy


	To develop this further 3: - add background music or sounds for one poster 
-  how can we convey the emotion more specifically? For example, the pink one could be more abstract
- exploring more about the motion, e.g. the bird how to cry, objects moving in a specific way 
- how to play around with the imagery, the fact of communication and the meaning
	Tutor feedback 3: N/A
	Logical 3: 3
	Active 3: 2
	Relevant 3: 3
	Critical 3: 3
	Grammar 3: 3
	Academic 3: 2
	Student 4: Yike Liu
	Project tutor 4: José García Oliva
	What's working 4: Try to bringing the 3D model onto a 2D plane, challenging the connection between the two dimensions.
	What's not working 4: In the third week's experiment, the image appeared somewhat chaotic, making it difficult to recognize the intended shapes. Additionally, there were some issues with the logical coherence of the theme.
	To develop this further 4: Could try representing the layout of a supermarket to make the shapes of the model clearer.
	Tutor feedback 4: The text is good but too descriptive. Think about writing as an expansion of your visual practice, so the text adds to the visuals rather than repeating what we already see. But overall great work and good recollection of feedback. 
	Logical 4: 2
	Active 4: 2
	Relevant 4: 2
	Critical 4: 2
	Grammar 4: 2
	Academic 4: 1
	Student 5: Yike Liu/Charlotte Dion/Yinru Zhou/Songjie He
	Project tutor 5: Max Colson/Arjun Harrison-Mann 
	What's working 5: 1.Well-Executed Design
The visual layout and overall aesthetic were highly praised.  2.Effective Integration of Feedback
The project showed strong improvement based on prior suggestions.  3.Accessibility-FocusedApproach
The use of Spoon Theory and energy mapping was seen as a thoughtful way to improve accessibility.  4.Innovative Sensory Map
The idea of allowing visitors to plan their journey based on energy levels was appreciated as a unique accessibility solution.  5.Strong Conceptual Rationale
The decision to prioritize access over traditional exhibition structures was well-articulated. 
	What's not working 5: 1.Level of Abstraction
Some feedback questioned whether abstract representations (such as symbols) made it difficult for visitors to make informed choices.  2.Functional Symbols
It was suggested that clearer,more universally understood icons (e.g., for seating, flashing lights, dark spaces) could improve accessibility.  3.TextDensity
Some sections contained too much text; a more visual, concise approach was recommended.  4.Clarification of ADHD Considerations
A clearer explanation of ADHD-related challenges and how the design addresses them would strengthen the project. 
	To develop this further 5: 1.Refine the Sensory Map
Make it more prominent and easier to use.  2.User Feedback Mechanisms
Consider a system where visitors can share their experiences, possibly mapping their energy use.  3.Institutional vs.Independent Approach
Clarify whether this project is meant as a formal institutional tool or an independent critique of accessibility gaps. 
4. Exploring Physical and Digital Interactions–Look into making the system more interactive, both in print and online. 
5. Simplify Information Delivery–Balance abstraction with clarity to ensure all visitors can easily navigate the exhibition. 
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	Logical 5: Off
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	Relevant 5: Off
	Critical 5: Off
	Grammar 5: Off
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