
"For us, the architectural design is a creative work and it is so to the extent that 
constitutes a process of research and innovation.

Objective of this proposal is also a proposal of an "open project" and in between latency, 
capable of assuming the functional modifications required, and admitting the subsequent 
extension thereof.



For us, architecture is not an issue of 
"representation of space" but a problem 
of "construction of space." This is not to 
elaborate languages or rhetorical 
elements added to the architecture, but 
to accurately resolve its own 
constructive aspects.

The measure, expert and coordinated construction of 
cultural space, is a guarantee of durability and aesthetic 
quality. Only construction, beautiful construction.

From an anthropological perspective, architecture is for us objetual rather than symbolic, which does not 
deny the importance of the identifying character of it. This means that architecture is, above all, space and 
form to use (as a useful tool and enduring object) before icon to behold. It is obviously an option for an 
accessible architecture in which the user is immediately an active protagonist of it.



This project is aware of this and faces the commitment to propose an unequivocally object entity to establish the
relationship between the homogeneous mass hierarchies building (residential architecture), the tying elements of
the building, the labeling of the landscape (infrastructure, superstructures), and the landscape itself.v

The space in the broad multidimensional, geometric concept, when it is perceived sensorial dynamically and
environmentally, when subjected to the changing sunlight and seasonal atmosphere.

The ability to adapt to changes of use, and even to transform the initial use of the project is an attribute that deserves high marks in environmental assessment protocols of Architecture (LEED, Green Building Challenger, etc.) and consistently
with the above said, has been one of the patterns of the project. Flexibility in the extreme to synthesize firstly the analogous use of spaces with adequate and appropriate dimensional patterns, and secondly, "servers" so they do not interfere or
obstruct the operations of remodeling, expansion, etc.



Therefore, from the beginning, this building is to establish a formal 
language away from the institutional and traditional schemes, and
offers a friendly and close to the everyday architectural image in 
order to accentuate the "accessible" nature of it. Hence the
typology proposed here assumes a public building that expresses
itself, not only for the teaching content but that in the same space
coexists the administrative and private atmosphere of the
university, de-hierarchized, supportive and accessible to the
student


