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ABSTRACT

“House Studio” is a unique teaching system of the Faculty of Architecture,
Sripatum University which has beenrinitiated since 2015. The system sets up four
design study groups, or “Houses”, based on their different approaches in creative
and design processes. Each house consists of students from both the second and
the third years to foster knowledge exchange and work collaboration. This research
aims to study the House Studio system in_four aspects: 1) Teaching approaches 2)
Teaching methods 3) The coals and strengths of ‘each” house and 4) Evaluation
criteria. The last issue concerns also the overall development of learners in the
house system which includes the sample group of 50 students who enrolled, under
the system between 2018-2019, in the course ARC 232 Architectural Design 3 and
continued further to ARC334 Advanced Architecture Design Practice 2. This study
has an additional goal to propose a set of development guidelines for the House
Studio system. The data collection of the research is conducted through the in-
depth interviews with houses’ supervisors and the accumulation of students’
achievements from each house over the two-year period. The observation on
various activities of the classes and data collection from other relevant sources are

also part of the methodology.



The data analysis stage is formulated integrating both qualitative and
quantitative results. The result of qualitative analysis found that the teaching
method and evaluation emphasize creative thinking, critical analysis, and discussion
opportunity. These characteristics have been found throughout the four houses. It
is also evident that each house additionally formulates certain evaluation criteria
and considerations which reflects specific interests and identities of the house. For
quantitative analysis stage, the development of the learners between studying in
the second and the third years is evidently found. The average scores, as an
indicator of achievement, can be ranked sequentially as house number one, four,
three and two. The general distribution of the results can be concluded as
concentrating in the area above normal distribution standard. Overall, the research
concludes that the House Studio system has a set of specific characteristics in terms
of setting up learning approach, learning process, teaching method and evaluation.
Moreover, every house uniquely pursues its own goals which reflects in the learners’
designed works. It can be argued that the House Studio system plays a significant
part in learning development of students-from all four houses. The system is also
a crucial part of the process. supporting students’ performance and specialism in
creativity, analysis, and synthesis — including the courage in making decision. All are
consistent with objectives and evaluation criteria for students’ achievement of the

architectural program’s design studio.

Keywords: Architectural Education, House Studio Teaching System, Evaluation

Criteria for Design Course
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