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Jury comments…
Just a quick note to say thank you for a "lavoro meraviglioso”(marvellous 
work) in having put together such a great design-build exercise… 

Marco Frascari

C'était une expérience fantastique (même avec la pluie et froideur). Merci 
pour l'invitation… 

Brian Lonsway

I would like to first apologize for having left just before supper. The students 
had put a lot of time and effort into their project and supper .I hope that my 
leaving early was not interpreted as nonchalance towards their effort and 
work. On the contrary, I was very impressed at the amount of effort that they 
put into this. I think that your event was a success and that it is worthwhile 
to continue. I will make sure to dress more warmly should I be invited to 
participate again. I liked the fact that many of the pavilions were close to the 
water and that they were sufficiently separated from each other so that they 
could be seen individually and were not overshadowed by the other 
designs. Overall, what I enjoyed best was the students' capacities to look 
beyond the material and shape it to their needs. I think that many got bold 
with wood, cut it, shaped it and generally made use of the fact that it is an 
easily malleable product that can be used for different applications and not 
those the material was necessarily intended for. It was nice to see mortise 
and tenon joinery work as well as furniture design using OSB… 

Hugo Lemieux - Canada Wood Council



Jury comments…
Overall the project was very successful and all the groups responses to it 
excellent.  As I said on the phone I was too cold to be a convivial dinner 
guest - although by the end of the evening had warmed up thanks to food, 
some ingenious warm benches and easing off of the rain.

John Cook

Congratulations on another amazing spectacular!… 
Nancy Doubleday

Overall, I think that the students have demonstrated exceptional talent. 
Despite the poor weather, they showed tremendous resilience, good humour 
and excellence in their projects. They all deserve credit for that!

Hugo Lemieux - Canada Wood Council

Thanks again for the opportunity to participate. Overall the quality and level 
of completion was very impressive. The food (and drink) was excellent as 
was the discussion.

Dino DiSano

Overall, I was impressed by the scale and the completeness of pavilions that 
were erected in only four weeks and had a great time.

Brad Hindson



Site

Stilted Platforms: Project develops from an idea of siting -
horizontal platforms floating over the irregular site, stepping down 
the bank towards the water.  This gives a congruence of exterior 
expectation - perception of the structure and then what is 
experienced.  The long horizontal candle trough, plus the vertical 
cuts through the roof reinforce the sense of juxtaposition of pure 
geometry with untouched landscape.  Very clean and consistent 
conceptually.  Table and food platforms integrated with the overall 
idea.  Perhaps one more platform would have provided a little 
flexibility/conviviality allowing the unplanned for into the 
diagramme.

Rock Lookout: Very clearly built from an attitude to site - direct 
contact with the rock and building with a light touch - a suggestion 
of roof - using the contours, rock seats, a cantilever gesture to 
bring in the river.  Like a stop on a camping trip.  Considerable 
effect from minimal means, though given the rain and cold it 
proved too exposed, and perhaps didn't consider the meal as a 
convivial and prolonged event so much as a pause.

Tree Trunk/Pebble table: A beautiful collection of very different 
pieces which work very well together.  The food was carefully 
'sited' with the project building in scale from plate to table to 
total enclosure.  The shape of the table to include views of river, 
people and food; the textures - rough tree trunks lacquered 
smooth, pebbles, spandex...suggest the architecture learned 
from meal 'design'.  As a 'siting' project, interesting because of 
how it situated the food and the guests (tree trunk seats), and 
anchored the dispersed composition with the table.



Site

The Helsinki Club: This piece had many ideas coexisting, and 
took on the site as more than a picturesque experience.  It 
engaged the railway bridge as a massive stone wall, a modified 
ground plane, and as a source of noise.  The combination of 
open-ended seating and folding tables cantilevered over the 
river, a standing area around the fire, a cocktail area at the 
entry, grass under foot, wood slats activated by the wind worked 
very well together for the evening.  Like the wood room - which 
also enclosed a significant space with floor, walls, and roof - it is 
less clear as an object in the landscape than some of the 
smaller objects or deliberately dispersed pieces.  A strong 
project with all the ideas working together to support the 
experience of the programme.

Red wall: Interesting mix of very formalized approach - up ramp on 
axis with river rock, then sneaking round a corner into a very 
pleasantly informal eating/cooking space.  The informality and 
appropriate scale of the eating space was complemented by the 
very straightforward relation to the water.  I'm not sure whether this 
odd pairing is brilliant or an inconsistent combination of over design 
and just enough.

Rough timber yurt: Ingenious structure, great seen at night.  
Good sense of scale - people gathering round a fire in a 
structure made of firewood.  Dimensions seem drawn from a 
campfire circle.  Slightly awkward relation to the tree by 
entrance.  Like the others, which propose relatively autonomous 
structures, 'siting' is a less critical issue.  If it was all dowelled or 
tied together it could suggest mobility the way old west coast 
villages moved their enclosing shingles from structure to 
structure at different seasonal sites.



Site

Wood room: Strong idea - complete exclusion of road side then 
total opening up to river.  Anchored by hearth which gathers and 
warms guests - mediating relation to exterior.  A bit like a room had 
been pulled from a building and cut in half to open one side to 
nature.  Perhaps exterior enclosure could have been more 
elemental - with the geometric clarity of the hearth and table.  
Clearly siting this is an object in the landscape.  Concealed door 
suggests this intent.

Bamboo fish: Beautifully crafted, inwardly focused on the 
meal and service.  A carefully considered transition from 
outside to inside to outside again.  The connection of the table, 
stools, and enclosure directly to the soil anchored it to the site, 
although ultimately relocatable.

Box kite: A tight wrapping of the table and cook area with a 
complex structure, to make very simple space.  Relatively 
autonomous, although the transparent cuts through the 
enclosure, and through the table itself connect to the site in 
surprising ways.



Site

Tents in a clearing: these tent fragments attached to the trees 
- reaching up into them, wrapping around...was a wonderful 
appropriation and visibly temporary transformation of the site.  
The trees were revealed by their shadows, the eye led up into 
the tree canopy, the feeling of a clearing in the woods 
strengthened.  Both a revelation of the qualities of the site and a 
transformation.  I am not sure how fragmenting the dinner 
worked, but as a response to site this was strong.

The 'Camper': proposed an autonomous, potentially mobile 
piece which could have been placed almost anywhere.  The 
outdoor fold out bar provided an effective 
indoor/outdoor/grounded/detached pair of experiences which 
lost out when it rained.  There are several schemes which seem 
'relocatable' this one more than the others has the potential to 
propose mobility as a deliberate 'siting' strategy in that it looks 
like it could be folded up and moved.

The mound: to move earth/muck/compost in order to reach 
above trees for a view was worthwhile; but the combination of 
the spiraling spongy ramp and a rock solid platform was a 
wonderful 'set up' for the event and were more subtle and 
ultimately more important to the evening.  Having guests feet 
touch the earth again when at table a nice touch.



Site

Honourable mention…

Bamboo fish: Beautifully crafted, inwardly focused on the 
meal and service.  A carefully considered transition from 
outside to inside to outside again.  The connection of the table, 
stools, and enclosure directly to the soil anchored it to the site, 
although ultimately relocatable.



Site

Honourable mention…

Rock Lookout: Very clearly built from an attitude to site - direct 
contact with the rock and building with a light touch - a suggestion 
of roof - using the contours, rock seats, a cantilever gesture to 
bring in the river.  Like a stop on a camping trip.  Considerable 
effect from minimal means, though given the rain and cold it 
proved too exposed, and perhaps didn't consider the meal as a 
convivial and prolonged event so much as a pause.



Site

Honourable mention…

Stilted Platforms: Project develops from an idea of siting - horizontal platforms 
floating over the irregular site, stepping down the bank towards the water.  This 
gives a congruence of exterior expectation - perception of the structure and 
then what is experienced.  The long horizontal candle trough, plus the vertical 
cuts through the roof reinforce the sense of juxtaposition of pure geometry with 
untouched landscape.  Very clean and consistent conceptually.  Table and 
food platforms integrated with the overall idea.  Perhaps one more platform 
would have provided a little flexibility/conviviality allowing the unplanned for into 
the diagramme.



Site

Jury’s Selection

Tree Trunk/Pebble table: A beautiful collection of very different pieces which work very well 
together.  The food was carefully 'sited' with the project building in scale from plate to table to 
total enclosure.  The shape of the table to include views of river, people and food; the textures -
rough tree trunks lacquered smooth, pebbles, spandex...suggest the architecture learned from 
meal 'design'.  As a 'siting' project, interesting because of how it situated the food and the guests 
(tree trunk seats), and anchored the dispersed composition with the table…

The spiraling form running parallel to the spiraling river in a powerful site response leading to a 
equally dramatic sculptural expression.



Wood



Wood

Honourable mention…

The neatly finished panelled hut

I (also) liked the second last one with the chairs 
built-in the wall as panels. I thought that it was a 
very innovative use of wood and a particular 
attention had been put to the finish, which added 
to the project.



Wood

Honourable mention…

The hidden kitchen

My third choice was the tent that required us to walk around in order to enter. It 
had a walkway with sides made out of wood and an improvised canopy that was 
perfectly functional. The whole thing seemed to spiral around the kitchen area. 
What I really liked was the fact that the kitchen and eating area were somewhat 
separated. It was also very cozy. One of the women involved with that project 
offered us chips and bread, which I thoroughly appreciated. PR goes a long way, 
even though it can be easily overlooked. I think they deserve a very honorable 
mention.



Wood

Honourable mention…

The spiral path

Too bad it was so dark and the rain put out the fires…

When I had a close look at the tables (like the one mounted to the tree) I realized 
how much craft had gone into the wooden elements (G. Murfitt)



Wood

Jury’s Selection

The random wood panelled hut I very much liked the round hut with the random panel strips as 
a wall system and the wood chips on the floor.With the rain, it 
gave off this great smell, that, despite there being no fire, 
provided a sense of warmth and comfort.



Construction & details



Construction
Some personal honourable mentions that speak to overall 
impressions: - Dino DiSano

"Ramp with red cloth" 
and 
"Pumpkin House":
conventional, but very crisp with excellent craft 
overall. Ordinary materials used elegantly.

The folding chairs:
beautifully conceived and constructed. Hell of an 
achievement considering how hard good chairs are to do. 
My vote for the "Scarpa Award



"Pinned cantilevers" (beside concrete tower) and 

"Triangle House" for trying to push the envelope a 
bit, but still using basic materials and hitting a high level of 
craft

One other thought:-roofs were too much of an 
afterthought as opposed to directly considered; a  night 
like that one exposes this fact brutally.

In some cases though the "quick and dirty" solution 
proved magical as was the case with "Hill top" becoming 
a lantern a la Brian Mackay Lyons...something that would 
not have happened had it not rained.

Construction



Construction

Honourable mention…

Picks for construction detailing was difficult since the level of 
craft and detail was quite high overall.  The jury finally settled on:

#2 "White-sails with Zen table” a.k.a. “The Keeper”



Construction

Jury’s Selection

#1 "Ramp with red cloth” …
Elegance of means along with appropriate materials and 
scale in response to the project intentions



Social interaction



Social interaction
Maria called this the “Finnish Sauna” but after seeing it in 
action, I would say Japanese mountain house. The social 
interaction here was positive and the atmosphere was warm, 
with all participants engaged. The other “guests” present 
commented on the food – which looked wonderful. The L-
shaped seating arrangement was intimate

On the Rocks. When I arrived, a lively conversation was taking 
place and all seemed intent on it. I was warmly welcomed and 
felt that there was a cohesive social mood. The seating 
arrangement was L-shaped, looking out over the river. This 
seemed to be a more dynamic and interactive group

The Sails. The visual, the gustatory and the commitment to 
formal organisation beyond reason, dominated here. I was the 
“guest” of this group and they actually made me stand in the 
rain for several minutes because they weren’t “ready” to have 
me come in. Then it turned out that in spite of the fact that it had 
been pouring rain all day, they remained committed to serving 
appetisers at staged points in the entry way, with wonderful 
rationale for each item – still in the pouring rain.  By the time we 
sat down, we had eaten cold potatoes, cold mushrooms and 
cold figs – all of which were delicious, but which were served 
above tea lights and were intended to be warm. Maria arrived 
having had her first course and I had just started mine. After the 
first course, I went to see #1, and 2 again. By the time I returned 
to #3, Yvan arrived and things livened up a bit. The physical 
design, the rationale and the delivery was wonderful – very 
pleasing visually. But there was too much commitment to 
following a plan instead of adapting to changing conditions and 
too much fixation on things instead of people.



Hobbit House/beaver lodge. When I got here, the meal was 
over, and a few people were standing and sitting in one section 
and talking together. Another set of solitary individuals occupied 
the other half of the space and two people seemed to be 
making tea or coffee. No one welcomed me and the social 
environment was fragmented.

Windchimes (Maria’s “Caribbean bar”) This pavilion was 
absolutely delightful. Unfortunately when I went back to it, it was 
deserted except for the cook, who kept saying he needed more 
wood. The arrangement of the seating, the lighting and the 
ambience made it very attractive. Maria told me it had been very 
dynamic.

Turret with ramp. I looked in at the dinner party from the out 
side and there were just a few people remaining – seemed a bit 
forlorn. No conversation detectable. 

Social interaction



Bamboo pair. Friendly people, who offered me chicken satay 
and invited me to stay for dessert. They seemed quiet but 
mutually supportive and although they were eating very late 
relative to other groups, they were not grumpy. They adapted to 
the conditions, electing to skip the salad as time was moving on 
and the temperatures made salad less interesting.

Candelabra and fireplace in a box. This was very interesting. I 
had found the outside uninspiring during construction, but it was 
wonderful at night when the flat corner opened to a fire, a 
welcome and a beautiful vista. I found this group to be warm, 
cohesive and engaged. When I talked to them about the design 
it was very clear that they were thinking about social interaction 
in their design choices and that they made good decisions. The 
group was engaged and all spoke about the project.

Triangle screen/screen for short people. This group was 
welcoming. During our first visit, they had the awareness of our 
discomfort to offer a small snack to us all. Their design was 
interesting, but not accommodating for taller people. When I 
returned for my second look-see, they were out of steam. Two 
were together, and one was inside, but no other group members or 
guest present. 

Social interaction



Iron Chairs. This group seemed to have put all their effort into 
the technical and physical  - they tented a very large area but 
used very little of it. I did not see the group working together at 
the beginning or on the second visit. I didn’t see anyone using 
the chairs.

Bandshell. This pavilion was a challenge. It seemed almost 
passive-aggressive, if inanimate objects can have personality 
disorders. It presented its backside to us and did not have a 
welcoming aspect on approach. The group seemed fixated on 
technical details – well done woodwork – but in social terms 
acted almost rudely. When we first arrived, someone in the 
group objected to us coming saying weren’t we supposed to 
have a guide? The group members did not treat each other well. 
When I arrived for my second visit, the lights went out. 
Someone said “oh he turned them off because he had to leave”.  

The compost house. This group had a total social environment 
planned out as well as the physical and gustatory – everything 
from barbecuing the onion to generate appetising odours, to the 
drum to call us in, to the relaxed and inviting display of food, 
ready to prepare on a glowing hearth – was a delight. The group 
functioned seamlessly to work with us as a group – getting us to 
wipe our feet, giving us some bannock – it was very well 
thought out and done with brilliance.

Social interaction



Honourable mention…

Eric and I dubbed it the Helsinki club - the one 
that looked like an island resort restaurant and 
had sod on the floor. It was urban, sophisticated 
and promoted social interaction in the same 
way as a good club- small tables, close 
together, pleasing ambience, many small details 
to notice and comment on.

Social interaction



Honourable mention…

Red Wall - the syncopated seating inspired by the rocks 
recreated the ease of being at a Canadian summer 
cottage. Eating picnic style in a semi-circle on seats of 
various heights promoted social interaction. There was a 
nice sense of enclosure. It felt like being with family or 
neighbours.

Social interaction



Jury’s Selection

First choice for social interaction was:

“ on the compost heap” 

The"contrast of the "Survivor" exterior 
emphasized the interior coziness. The party 
continued here the longest that evening for good 
reason: the circular table, floor seating and 
smallness of the space created a casually 
comfortable social atmosphere. The place 
engaged all the senses - warmth, drumming, good 
smells, attractive and inviting visual presentation. 
It felt exciting and special to be up high which 
contributed to a sense of sharing a special 
occasion with the group

Social interaction



Food

Honourable mention…

The faculty realizes that this 
particular jury had been too 
hastily conceived. It would have 
been preferable to have set 
aside a dish for the taste-testing 
by jurors and an appropriate 
time set aside for their task.

We apologize…

However, we concur with the 
jury’s findings having ourselves 
tested a few things throughout 
the evening…



Food
Jury’s SelectionExquisite and diverse 

menu…

All kept warm by a clever 
use of hot (steaming) 
water. Very welcome as 
a contrast to a cold and 
moist evening.



Lighting

There were four pavilions that used light 
as a material and for task very well.

They were Pavilion numbers 5, 6, 11 and 
12.

It might be my bias, but it seemed that 
lighting was an after thought for 
some. For some it seemed as 
though candles were sprinkled in after 
the project was built rather than having 
lighting Incorporated into the material 
design. Some used lighting to highlight 
architectural details, but the task of 
navigation through the space or eating 
was difficult. All the pavilions were well 
built and well detailed but the hard work 
was hard to see once the sun went 
down. Overall, I was impressed by the 
scale and the completeness of pavilions 
that were erected in only four weeks and  
I had a really great time.



Lighting

#12 the hill top pavilion;
for it's balance of architectural 
highlighting with LED's and its warmer 
task oriented and well placed candles.

Honourable mention…



Lighting

#11 the second last pavilion;
for it's indirect lighting that switches on 
when the table is made.. Nice use of 
technology and battery power; not as 
warm and “basic”  however as the 
candle-powered strategies.

Honourable mention…



Lighting

Honorable mentions for:

#6 The fire place table pavilion;
for concealing the candles behind details 
in the wall

Honourable mention…



Lighting

#5 the grass floor pavilion
wins in my books for it's ingenuity of 
hiding the candles behind the plastic 
panels. The effect created great glowing 
objects that heated the seats and 
assisted the tasks. Additional candles 
were well placed for an overall warm 
appearance.This pavilion had a presence 
at night that could be seen from across 
the river and is a clear winner for me.

Jury’s Selection



Congratulations!

Eric, Honorata, Karam, Mark, Thomas, Yvan


