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The proposed design s sifuated in a dense residential neighbouhood in downfown
Toronto. Canada. The narmow plot has @ width of 5.65 meters. n contrast fo the
radifional four-level semi-efached houses in the area, the new design empioys
an efficient use of space 1o create an accessible living envionment that would

The curviinear rooffop is fifed ot Wood is chosen as the main The totami creates a soft surface benefit the worst case occupant.

the edge fo create a long and material due 1o fs quaity foretain  for comfort and safety. With

continuous glass sit that allows the heat and reduce femperature simple paddings, the fatami Te design i organized around the kdea of nearity and confinuly fo create an

occupant fo feel the warmih of fluctuation which is suifable for provides a sieeping space and R ckes ihe ek

natural suniight. A ight stiip along long winters in Toronfo. can be used for ofher activifies Pzl il e the

the ceiing provides addifional such as yoga. aplon i toat

uminafion if needed. themselves with the fving environment.

Each dof represents a functional centre point hat
‘extends outwards n a circulor shape, forming three.
distinct functional spaces. Placed wihin the rectangulor
plot, the shapes are fransiormed and adjusted fo.
‘enhance the finearity and flow of the space.
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A confinuous tactie path is inscri sulor storage cabinets are . 3 both a dining area and @
floor 1o assist he occupant’s move fies such as washer and butit . it ocialze. I

trrough e. Circ

shoe it A o e siting
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Comments and recommendations

Here we comment on the factors that could be improved to make the proposal more impactful,
readable, and appealing to its jurors.

The layout is generally organized in three blocks across the panel, from left
to right: 1) programmatic concept, 2) building plans and sections, 3) project
and site description. As a juror tends to ‘read’ a panel like a book, from left to
right, one would expect to first read the project’s introduction, followed by
conceptual diagrams and then more detailed and developed drawings:As a
result, additional time is required for an evaluator to fully understand-the
project. This is especially critical for this particular project, which'is focused
on ease of flow.

The text would benefit from hierarchy (bold titles, increased font sizes) for
ease of navigation# it'is not evident where to find descriptions or, at first
glance, what each text block corresponds to.

Drawings are clear and well developed, though the site plan consumes a
proportionally large amount of space on the panel while not providing much
information. For a single-board submission, the designer must balance the
size of drawings relative to the information they contain or the impact they
have.
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