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A FRAME OF MIND
FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs

REAsONINg bEhIND thE FRAMEwORk

The idea for this framework came out of the results of a class I took a few years ago. 

This general professional practice course had a group project component that asked us 
to make a firm based on a specialized idea for presentation to people who were both in 
design and not in design. Our group, as many of the groups had difficulty conveying our 
ideas to others, let alone finding a unique idea to center our work around. 

This then combined with a part of a class that was communicating science. While I am 
not in a strictly science field, the concept of being able to communicate our ideas that we 
come up with is important. Could I visually represent my cognitive process to others? 

From this experience, I wanted to ease the transition between learning, teaching, and do-
ing. This next story lies on the more positive side. I once was in a meeting with an advisor 
a few years later and talked to him about this experience and he mentioned being a node 
for information exchange rather than a repository. As I hope to become a professor, it is 
important to be an expert, but not be so narrow that you cannot point students in the right 
direction. “But what happens if the professor is not around to help the student, maybe it 
is after-hours?” We thought about it and realized that providing a visual representation of 
your thought processes would be helpful as a decision support system. This became the 
idea for the framework and for a method to combine ideas in design teams.

It is the reciprocal nature of being able to expose designers to how to integrate ideas 
with other experts outside of their fields and to expose others to the unique learning and 
working environment that is studio that makes the book intriguing. That often textbooks or 
references are difficult to sometimes see why information or techniques are useful in “my 
future” and are sometimes not even read.  

I wanted to write the framework to share an experience and how our experiences can 
and could be translated for others and that thought processes can be conveyed visually 
and working with other experts can be rewarding. It is a framework that you can plug your 
ideas into and then argument into your own. 

This is the resulting framework to help you combine ideas or to design specifically with 
vegetated assemblies and color theory if you choose not to augment it.
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IN thE FINAl REsult. yOu sIMply cAN-
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sAtuRAtION IN 
RElAtION tO cOlOR 

thEORy

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

sAtuRAtION cRItERIA

REMEMbER thAt ANy huEs cAN MAkE 
A cOMpOsItION, but thAt thE cOM-
plEMENtARy sEts OFtEN cAN bEgIN tO 
cREAtE hARMONy.

sAtuRAtION cAN AlsO bE cONsIDERED 
thE INtENsIty OF A huE whEN usED IN A 
cOMpOsItION.

thIs puRIty OF cOlOR Is IMpORtANt tO 
thE OvERAll cOMpOsItION OF AN IMAgE 
OR REpREsENtAtION.

IF thE sAtuRAtION OF AN IMAgE Is NOt 
EvEN, thEN thE IMAgE wIll AppEAR 
wAshED Out OR INcOMplEtE. thIs cAN 
OccuR IN thE OppOsItE DIREctION IF AN 
IMAgE Is OvER-sAtuRAtED.

thEREFORE AN IMAgE cAN AchIEvE bAl-
ANcE OR hARMONy thOugh EvEN sAt-
uRAtION.

IF thERE ARE A gREAt NuMbER OF huEs 
AND thE cOMpOsItION AppEARs tO bE 
IN bAlANcE It Is FROM AN EvEN sAtuRA-
tION AND thE cOlOR ARE OF thE sAME 
huE OR FAMIly OF ANAlOgOus huEs.

thE chARActERIstIcs OF cOlOR RE-
vIEwED IN thE lItERAtuRE (huE, sAtu-
RAtION, AND vAluE) cAN bE quANtIFIED 
AND scAlED, but sOlEly quANtIFyINg 
cOlOR DOEs NOt RElAtE tO AN AR-
chItEct AttEMptINg tO REpREsENt A 
spAcE IN A twO OR thREE DIMENsIONAl 
MANNER.

I REcOMMEND FINDINg cOlOR FOuND IN 
NAtuRE As thEsE ARE OFtEN IN cOMpO-
sItION AND NOt OvER-sAtuRAtED. 

cONsIDER thEsE:
ARNhEIM, pAllAsMAA, AND thE 
thEORy OF phENOMENOlOgy

tOpIcs ON sAtuRAtION

A cOMpOsItION Must bE AppEAR tO bE bAlANcED FOR sAtu-
RAtION IN thE DEsIgN OF thEsE wAlls. sAtuRAtION AchIEvEs 

DIFFERENt EFFEcts lIkE bAlANcE AND hARMONy

REpREsENtAtION Is NOt A pIctuRE

gRAphIcAl REpREsENtAtION OF sAtuRAtION DOEs NOt NEcEssARIly 
tRANslAtE DIREctly tO AN ActuAl vEgEtAtED wAll hOwEvER, OFtEN 

REpREsENtAtION Is NOt A DIREct pARAllEl tO REAlIty

sAtuRAtION Is A cOMpONENt OF cOlOR MIxINg AND cOlOR 
bAlANcINg IN cONjuNctION wIth huE AND vAluE. All thREE 

Must bE ObsERvED tO MAkE A cOMpOsItION.

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONssAtuRAtION 
chOsEN by typE 

AND spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: vAluE DEcIsION FActORs A10

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

vAluE IN RElAtION 
tO cOlOR thEORy

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

vAluE sElEctION cRItERIA

DIFFERENt vAluEs ARE AlMOst AlwAys 
pREsENt IN REpREsENtAtION. wIthOut 
thEM AN IMAgE wIll OFtEN AppEAR 
FlAt, OR AppEAR tO hAvE NO DEpth.

IMAgEs cAN hAvE INcORREct OR FAlsE 
cOlORs, cOlOR thAt wE wOulD NOt 
sEE OR REpREsENt lIght NOt IN thE 
vIsIblE spEctRuM, OR ARE sIMply Ex-
chANgED FOR cOlORs FOuND IN NAtuRE 

FOR ExAMplE, A bROwN DOg Is bRIght 
ORANgE AND wIth thE cORREct DEpth 
OF vAluE wE wOulD stIll sEE thE IN-
tENDED IMAgE.

FOR ExAMplE wIth vEgEtAtED AssEM-
blIEs: All OF thE plANts hAvE DIFFER-
ENt vAluEs AND sIzEs cREAtE DEpth, 
whERE sMAllER AND DARkER plANts 
REcEDE whIlE lIghtER AND lARgER 
plANts cOME tO thE FOREgROuND.

DEpENDINg ON hOw yOu wANt thE wAll 
tO AppEAR, plANts cAN bE chOsEN tO:

MAkE A wAll vIsuAlly AND lItERAlly 
hAvE MORE DEpth thOugh DIFFERENt 
huEs AND shADINg pAttERNs thROugh 
thE chARActERIstIcs OF thE plANts

OR AppEAR FlAt wIth DIFFERENt Ex-
pREssIONs OF sIMIlAR cRItERIA but 
chOOsINg ONly ONE spEcIEs OR A FINER 
OR shAllOwER plANt spEcIEs.

yOuR EyE pERcEIvEs DEpth thOugh 
thE DIFFERENcEs OR huEs AND IN thE 
shADOw FOuND At thE EDgEs OF DIF-
FERENt ADjAcENt plANts.

cONsIDER lOOkINg At:
pAtRIck blANc, OR thE bOOk FAcADE 
gREENERy by vAN uFFElEN.

tOpIcs ON vAluE

bENEFIt OF vAluE:
vAluE cAN cREAtE DEpth IN 2-DIMENsIONAl REpREsENtA-
tIONs As OppOsED tO stAtIc OF FlAt AppEARINg IMAgEs.

READINg DEpth:
AppARENt DEpth Is cAusED by vAluE AND plANt stRuctuRE OR 

physIOlOgy. thEREFORE, DEpth Is AchIEvED thROugh lIght AND 
shADOw ON thE vEgEtAtED wAll AssEMbly

usINg MultIplE spEcIEs:
plANt DIvERsIty AlONg thE wAll AND cREAtEs A MORE 

DyNAMIc pIEcE bOth IN huE, sAtuRAtION AND DEpth 

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsvAluE 
chOsEN by typE 

AND spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: gRAphIcs DEcIsION FActORs A11

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

gRAphIcs IN 
RElAtION tO 

cOlOR thEORy

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

gRAphIcs sElEctION cRItERIA

tAkINg A stEp bAck, A lINE Is thE sIM-
plEst FORM OF DIvIDED, OR wIth Mul-
tIplE lINEs, ENclOsED spAcE. A lINE 
DElINEAtEs, AND cREAtEs AN EDgE. 

lINEs AlsO RElAtE tO thE cONtExt OF 
thE MEDIuM, Its RANgE AND ExtENt, OF 
thE twO-DIMENsIONAl FRAME IN whIch 
thEy REst. 

IF wE cONsIDER thAt thE EyE Is INvARI-
Ably AttRActED tO AN EDgE cONDItION, 
thEN lINEs bEcOME cRItIcAl IN DEsIgN 
AND cOlOR.

IN thE pRINcIplE OF INtERpOsItION 
thAt AlbERs AND klEE ExplORED, us-
INg FIElDs (AlbERs) AND lINEs (klEE) 
DEpths cAN bE cREAtED OR REjEctED 
bAsED ON pOsItION. 

thIs cONcEpt OF pROxIMIty AND pO-
sItION tO cREAtE OR DENy spAcE AND 
DEpth wIll bE cRItIcAl tO uNDER-
stANDINg cOlOR AND Its REsultINg 
EFFEcts.

hERE Is AN ExAMplE OF FIguRE-gROuND 
AND hOw gRAphIcs cAN cREAtE DEpth 
AND spAcE.

tOpIcs ON gRAphIcs

lINEs:
ARE thOught AbOut IN twO DIFFERENt wAys whEN DRAwINg 

wIth thE hAND As OppOsED tO thE cOMputER.

lINEs: 
ARE thE buIlDINg blOcks FOR cREAtINg spAcE AND tRANslAtE INtO 
plANEs, whERE EDgE cONDItIONs AND cOlOR sEpARAtION MAy bE IM-

pORtANt tO lEAD thE vIEwER IN A cERtAIN DIREctION

gRAphIcs:
lINEs, cOlOR, AND gRAphIcs shOw AN IMAgE tO thE vIEwER, 

Its DEtAIl AND EFFEct ARE yOuRs tO DEcIDE

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsgRAphIcs

chOsEN by typE 
AND spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: spEcIEs DEcIsION FActORs A12

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOOsE wAll 
cOvERAgE AND 

RAtE OF cOvERAgE

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

spEcIEs sElEctION cRItERIA

usDA plANt hARDINEss zONE

vINE OR NON-vINE

   MultIplE spEcIEs

EvERgREEN OR DEcIDuOus

NAtIvE OR NON-NAtIvE

AEsthEtIc FEAtuREs

   FOlIAgE (spRINg, suMMER, FAll)
   tRAcERy (wINtER pAttERN)
   FlOwERs

   FRuIt

clIMbINg MEchANIsM (wAll FEAtuREs)
   tENDRIls (NOt wOOD OF vINyl)
   ROOtlEts (NOt wOOD OR vINyl)
   twININg (NEEDs MAtRIx FOR suppORt)

gROwth RAtE

   slOw (1 Ft / yEAR)
   MEDIuM (1-2 Ft / yEAR)
   FAst ( >2 Ft / yEAR)

cultuRAl REquIREMENts

   
   lIght

     Full suN

     MORNINg suN, AFtERNOON shADE

     MORNINg shADE. AFtERNOON suN

     Full shADE

   
   sOIl AspEcts

     tOp sOIl OR FIll sOIl

     sOIl typE (sANDy, lOAM, clAy)
 AFFEct wAtER REtENtION

     sOIl ph

     MOIstuRE

   MAINtENANcE

     lEAF/FlOwER/FRuIt lIttER

     pRuNE FROM wINDOws

     IRRIgAtION systEM upkEEp

     wINtER pREp AND REpAIRs

     pOtENtIAl pEst IssuEs

        INsEct, MItE, DIsEAsEs, bIRDs

thREE MAIN typEs OF DEsIgNs

sIMplEst

AN Ivy OR OthER plANt gROwINg up thE sIDE OF A buIlDINg 
DIREctly ON thE suRFAcE

INtERMEDIAtE

ENgINEERED tREllIs systEM wIth plANts ROOtED IN thE gROuND, 
clIMbINg up A sEpARAtE stRuctuRE. AllOws MORE vARIEty AND 

OptIONs

cOMplEx

thEsE INcluDE All FOuR ElEMENts: gROwINg MEDIA, stRuc-
tuRAl suppORt, INtEgRAtED IRRIgAtION AND DRAINAgE systEM

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: NAtIvE vs NON-NAtIvE FActORs A13

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

NAtIvE / NON-NA-
tIvE IN RElAtION tO 

cOlOR thEORy

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

NAtIvE / NON-NAtIvE cRItERIA

thIs scIENtIFIc FOcus ON spEcIEs As 
A REFERENcE Is whAt wIll bE usED 
FOR DEFININg NAtIvE AND NON-NA-
tIvE plANts FOR thE puRpOsE OF thE 
stuDy. thE spREAD OF NONNAtIvE spE-
cIEs DOEs NOt stOp At A stAtE OR NA-
tIONAl bORDER.

3 MAIN IssuEs:
NAtIvE plANts ARE OFtEN sOlD IN A 
spEcIFIc REgION, whIlE NON-NAtIvE 
plANts ARE MORE wIDEspREAD. thE 
FRAMEwORk wIll FOcus ON plANts NA-
tIvE tO thE AREA AND NONNAtIvE cul-
tIvARs. 

thE EcONOMIcs INvOlvED IN gROwINg 
NAtIvEs Is MORE ExpENsIvE thAN AND 
NOt As EstAblIshED As cuRRENtly 
gROwN cultIvARs, thus NOt As wIDEly 
AvAIlAblE. 

thE INDustRy hAs A wIDE vARIEty OF 
DEFINItIONs FOR NAtIvE plANts AND thE 
REgulAtION thAt suRROuNDs thEM, 
MAkINg It DIFFIcult tO tRuly kNOw 
whAt A cONstItutEs A NAtIvE plANt. 

3 stAgEs tO AN INvAsIvE plANt: 
whEN It Is FIRst INtRODucED (tRANs-
pORtED by huMANs AcROss A MAjOR 
gEOgRAphIcAl bARRIER), thEN Is NAt-
uRAlIzED (OvERcOMINg AbIOtIc AND 
bIOtIc bARRIERs tO suRvIvAl AND REg-
ulAR REpRODuctION) AND thEN thE 
plANt bEcOMEs INvAsIvE by MOvINg 
tO A sItE DIstANt FROM thE FIRst IN-
DuctION. thERE ARE thREE stAgEs OF 
INvAsION: wIDEspREAD but RARE (IvA), 
lOcAlIzED but DOMINANt (Ivb) AND 
wIDEspREAD AND DOMINANt (v) 

sEE thEsE FOR MORE INFORMAtION ON 
cultIvAR AND NAtIvE AND NON-NAtIvE:
(NORcINI, 2007) AND thE vIRgINIA 
NuRsERy & lANDscApE AssOcIAtION

cOlAuttI, & MAcIsAAc, h. (2004).

tOpIcs ON NAtIvE / NON-NAtIvE

NAtIvE: 
A spEcIEs, sub-spEcIEs, OR lOwER tAxON lIvINg wIthIN Its 
NAtuRAl RANgE (pAst OR pREsENt), INcluDINg thE AREA IN 

whIch It cAN REAch AND Occupy usINg Its OwN lEgs, wINgs, 
wIND/wAtER-bORNE OR OthER DIspERsAl systEMs, EvEN IF It 

Is sElDOM FOuND thERE.

NON-NAtIvE OR AlIEN OR ExOtIc spEcIEs Is: 
“A spEcIEs, subspEcIEs, OR lOwER tAxON INtRODucED Out-

sIDE OF Its NORMAl pAst OR pREsENt DIstRIbutION; INcluDEs 
AND pARt, gAMEtEs, sEEDs, Eggs, OR pROpAgulEs OF such 

spEcIEs thAt MIght suRvIvE AND REpRODucE.

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsplANt 
chOsEN by typE 

AND spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: clIMbINg MEchANIsM FActORs A14

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

clIMbINg MEch-
ANIsM IN RElAtION 

tO spEcIEs

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

clIMbINg MEchANIsM cRItERIA

plANts ARE pARtIculAR tO thE sItE IN 
whIch thEy lIvE. EAch kIND OF plANt 
hAs A pARtIculAR NIchE thAt AllOws 
thEM tO bE MOst succEssFul. whEN 
gIvEN thE cORREct cONDItIONs plANts 
ARE FAst gROwINg AND tENAcIOus, Es-
pEcIAlly vINEs AND cRAwlERs. 

but thE cONDItIONs thAt wE AttEMpt 
tO MIMIc AND cREAtE Must MAtch thE 
spEcIEs OF plANts DEsIgNERs wANt tO 
IMplEMENt. 

EAch typE OF clIMbINg MEchANIsM 
Must bE usED tO MAINtAIN thE suRvIv-
AbIlIty OF thE plANt AND thE stRuc-
tuRE OR suRFAcE OF thE buIlDINg.

DEsIgNERs cANNOt MIx up typEs OF 
clIMbINg MEchANIsMs AND AttAchMENt 
stRuctuREs whIlE NOt pROvIDINg wA-
tER, ADEquAtE AMOuNt OF suNlIght 
AND spAcE. 

thIs sOuNDs lIkE cOMMON sENsE but 
EAch plANt Is pARtIculAR tO Its spE-
cIEs’ NEEDs AND thE cONDItIONs gIvEN 
by thE buIlt ENvIRONMENt.

thE DEsIgNER NEEDs tO lOOk At thE 
sItE AND hAbItAt DIvERsIty AND DEtER-
MINE hOw MAN INtERActs wIth NAtuRE, 
buIlDINg IN thE pOssIbIlIty FOR FlExI-
blE DEsIgNs IN thE FutuRE

DEsIgNER shOulD: usE thE Full pO-
tENtIAl OF thE sItE, cONsERvE OR DE-
vElOp DIvERsIty OF hAbItAt; ENcOuR-
AgE A Full RANgE OF ORgANIc lIFE, 
ENcOuRAgE thE Full cyclE OF gROwth 
FROM bIRth tO DEcAy, DEvElOp bAl-
ANcE sElF-sustAININg cOMMuNItIEs, 
cONtROl thE systEM OF MANAgEMENt, 
cREAtE MAxIMuM vARIEty OF OppORtu-
NIty FOR MAN AND NAtuRE tO cOExIst, 
cREAtE A cOhERENt lANDscApE stRuc-
tuRE AND DEsIgN IN FOuR DIMENsIONs

tOpIcs ON clIMbINg MEchANIsM

ROOtlEts

thEsE ARE AggREssIvE AND DIg INtO AND physIcAlly AttAch 
tO A suRFAcE. thEy AppEAR As lIttlE hAIRs ON A MAIN tRuNk

hOlDFAsts

thEsE FuNctION thROugh chEMIcAl ADhEsION tO A suRFAcE. thEy 
DO NOt gO INtO uNDER thE suRFAcE, but wIlE thE vINE MIght bE 

REMOvED thE hOlDFAst wIll REMAIN

twININg

thIs vINE wIll tRAvEl AND FOllOw A pAth by wRAppINg 
AROuND ANOthER stRuctuRE RAthER thAN A suRFAcE

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsMEchANIsM

chOsEN by typE 
AND spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: ROyAl hORtIcultuRE sOcIEty A15

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

Rhs clAssIFIERs 
IN RElAtION tO 
cOlOR thEORy

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

Rhs clAssIFIcAtION cRItERIA

A schEME cAN bE AbstRActED FROM 
thE plANts bAsED ON ANAlOgOus OR 
cOMplIMENtARy cOlORs, REFERENcED 
AgAINst thE ROyAl hORtIcultuRE sO-
cIEty’s MANuAl. 

It Is up tO thE DEsIgNER tO chOOsE 
whAt sORt OF cOMpOsItION tO stARt 
FROM. 

FOR ExAMplE A plANt DIsplAys A lIght 
yEllOw gREEN, MIDDlE, lIghtER gREEN, 
AND thEN Full gREEN. thIs wOulD bE 
AN ExAMplE OF ANAlOgOus cOlOR. 

IF yOu tOOk thE RED FROM thE pEt-
Als OF Its FlOwER AND thEN thE Full 
gREEN FROM Its lEAvEs, It Is A cOM-
plEMENtARy cOlOR cOMpOsItION. IN 
REvERsE, IF AN AbstRActED cOMpOsI-
tION Is cREAtED, plANts thAt hAvE sIM-
IlAR cOlOR cAN bE sElEctED AND thEN 
plAcED INtO A systEM OF MOsAIc. 

by sElEctINg plANts bAsED ON pOsI-
tIvE chARActERIstIcs As ExplAINED by 
thE chOOsINg by ADvANtAgEs MODEl, 
plANts cAN bE pAIRED bAsED ON thE 
bEst pOssIblE OutcOME, whIlE cON-
sIDERINg All OF thE cRItERIA, NOt 
thOsE ONly lIMItED tO cOlOR thEORy.

AN ExAMplE OF ANAlOgOus cOlOR 
FROM A bROwN lEAF IN wAtERcOlOR

tOpIcs ON Rhs clAssIFIcAtION

IN REgARDs tO cOlOR DOcuMENtAtION FOR cOlOR thEORy ApplI-
cAtIONs, thE ROyAl hORtIcultuRE chARt wIll bE usED As thE 

stANDARD REFERENcE FOR plANt cOlOR IDENtIFIcAtION.

ANAlOgOus cOlOR

thE NAtuRAl cOlOR OF thE plANts OvER thE cOuRsE OF thE yEAR Is 
whAt wIll bE usED tO bEgIN sElEctINg plANt spEcIEs thAt cAN bE 

usED FOR A cOMpOsItION

Rhs chARt ElsEwhERE:
thIs sAME cOlOR chARt Is usED wIth FOOD cOlORINgs, 

chEMIcAl ENgINEERINg cOMpANIEs AND FAbRIc DEsIgNERs.

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONshuE  
chOsEN by typE 

AND spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: hAND-DRAwINg FActORs A16

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOsEN 
hAND-DRAwN

FROM A4

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

MEthODs + sElEctION cRItERIA

REMEMbER pERsONAl MAstERy OF A 
tEchNIquE Is A pERsONAl DEcIsION IN 
DEsIgN AND REpREsENtAtION:

MEDIA typE:
pENcIl

cOlOR pENcIl

pEN

chARcOAl

pAstEl

wAtERcOlOR

pRIsMA MARkERs

pAINts

   OIl

   AcRylIc

pApER typE:
MAtt

sEMI-glOss

glOssy

cONsIDER pERsONAl DRAFt tOOls

   whAt Is AROuND OR AvAIlAblE FOR    
   usE

cONsIDER tEchNIcAl ExpERtIsE OF thE 
pROFEssOR AND OthER AssIstANts

   whAt cAN thEy hElp yOu wIth

cONsIDER typE OF pREsENtAtION

   DIstANcE AND DEtAIl

cONsIDER thE AuDIENcE

   whOM AND why thIs DEsIgN

usEFul lItERAtuRE:
DEsIgN DRAwINg ExpERIENcEs

by: wIllIAM k. lOckARt

ARchItEctuRAl REpREsENtAtION 
hANDbOOk

by: lAsEAu

thREE cONcEpts tO hAND-DRAwINg

skEtchINg

cAptuRE thE IDEA OF thE IMAgE IN MIND, OFtEN thIs Is NOt A 
lItERAl REpREsENtAtION OF thE DEsIgN

DRAwINg

MORE REFINED, usE OF MORE vARIED MEDIA 
OFtEN Is DONE AFtER thE DEsIgN Is MORE sOlIDIFIED

usED FOR ExplORINg thE thEsIs OF thE DEsIgN

cONstRuctED DRAwINgs

usE OF DRAFtINg tOOl FOR pARtIculAR scAlEs AND cONvENtIONs

usE OF pApER typE FOR pREsENtAtION Is IMpORtANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsItERAtE DEsIgN tO 
cOME tO A chOsEN 

vERsION

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: hAND-DRAwINg ExAMplEs A16A

stARt
DIAgRAMs

hAND-DRAwINg 
ExAMplEs

ExAMplE hAND-DRAwINg ExAMplEs

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: cOMputER-AssIstED DRAwINg A17

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOsEN 
cOMputER-AssIstED

FROM A4

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

MEthODs + sElEctION cRItERIA

REMEMbER pERsONAl MAstERy OF A 
tEchNIquE Is A pERsONAl DEcIsION IN 
DEsIgN AND REpREsENtAtION:

thIs Is NOt AN ExhAustIvE lIst, but 
pROgRAMs wIth EAsIER lEARNINg 
cuRvEs. AlsO REMEMbER tO cONsIDER 
thE lIMItAtIONs OF EAch pROgRAM.

2+3 DIMENsIONAl tOOls

AutO-cAD ARchItEctuRE

gOOglE skEtch-up

RhINOcEROs

REvIt

ADObE suItE pRODucts

   phOtOshOp

   IllustRAtOR

cONsIDER pERsONAl-cOMputER

   whAt Is AROuND OR AvAIlAblE FOR 
usE

  pROgRAMs hAvE DIFFERENt lEvEls OF    
  RENDERINg cApAbIlIty

cONsIDER tEchNIcAl ExpERtIsE OF thE 
pROFEssOR AND OthER AssIstANts

   whAt cAN thEy hElp yOu wIth

cONsIDER Is thE pROgRAM FREE OR 
AvAIlAblE OR cOsts MONEy

cONsIDER typE OF pREsENtAtION

   DIstANcE AND DEtAIl

cONsIDER thE AuDIENcE

   whOM AND why thIs DEsIgN

usEFul lItERAtuRE:
DEsIgN DRAwINg ExpERIENcEs

by: wIllIAM k. lOckARt

ARchItEctuRAl REpREsENtAtION 
hANDbOOk

by: lAsEAu

thREE cONcEpts tO cOMputER-AssIstED

DRAwINg

thEsE pROgRAMs cAN AssIst wIth DRAwINg

AutO-cAD, skEtch-up, RhINO, REvIt

RENDERINg

DRAwINg OR 3D MODEl FROM A pROgRAM AND pREsENtINg It DIgItAlly 
thEsE pROgRAMs hAvE plug-INs AvAIlAblE FOR RENDERINg

AutO-cAD, skEtch-up, RhINO, REvIt

pOst-pRODuctION

AFtER A RENDERINg Is MADE, sOMEtIMEs tOuch-ups ARE NEEDED

phOtOshOp, IllustRAtOR

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsItERAtE DEsIgN tO 
cOME tO A chOsEN 

vERsION

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: cOMputER AssIstED ExAMplEs A17A

stARt
ExAMplEs

stuDENt 
ExAMplEs

ExAMplEs OF stuDENts usINg cOMputERs

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

The stage is the main focal point of my amphi-
theater.  The back of the stage extends up 
to form both the covering of the stage and 
of part of the seating area.  The extension 
of the covering of the stage to part of the 
seating area forms a connection between 
the presenter or performer on stage and 
the audience.  This way, if the amphitheater 
is used by the President to entertain guests, 
his guests will not feel insignificant to the 
President.  

The way people interact with 
a space is what interests me in 
architecture.  This amphitheater  
proejct is an example of how I 
design my structures based on 
how people are going to inter-
act with the space.



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: cOMputER AssIstED pROgRAMs A17b

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

ExAMplEs OF 
cOMputER 
pROgRAMs 

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

cOMputER pROgRAM cRItERIA

thE cOMputER AND INstAllED pRO-
gRAMs (sOFtwARE) ARE tOOls thAt 
hElp DEsIgNERs tO DEsIgN. DEpENDINg 
ON thE tAsk At hAND, cAD cAN bE A 
gREAt REsOuRcE. hOwEvER, NOt All 
DEsIgN shOulD bE DONE ON thE cOM-
putER AlONE.

pROgRAMs OFtEN usED: phOtOshOp, 
RhINOcEROs, gRAsshOppER, AND 
gOOglE skEtch-up. 

thERE ARE MultIplE pROgRAMs As DE-
sIgNERs AND stuDENts NEED OptIONs, 
As NOt All ARE cOMFORtAblE wIth All 
typEs OF sOFtwARE. tEchNOlOgy AND 
sOFtwARE EvOlvE quIckly, chANgINg 
wIth gREAt spEED. 

thEsE pROgRAMs wIll shOw pOssIblE 
wAys OF REpREsENtINg vEgEtAtED AND 
lIvINg wAlls wIth thE MAIN FOcus bE-
INg IN MEthODs usED thROughOut thE 
whOlE pROcEss OF DEsIgNINg such 
wAlls, RAthER thAN thE spEcIFIc pRO-
gRAMs thEMsElvEs.

thE FIRst pROgRAM Is ADObE phOtO-
shOp. phOtOshOp AllOws DEsIgNERs 
tO AugMENt AND cREAtE IMAgEs As A 
pOst-RENDERINg pROgRAM.

thE sEcOND pROgRAM Is RhINOcEROs 
OR RhINO. RhINO AllOws DEsIgNERs 
tO wORk IN 3-DIMENsIONAl spAcEs 
tO cREAtE ObjEcts. gRAsshOppER Is 
thE thIRD pROgRAM OR ‘plug-IN’ FOR 
RhINO

gOOglE skEtch-up Is thE FOuRth 
pROgRAM. thIs pROgRAM Is A sIMplER 
AND lEss cOstly vERsION OF RhINO 
AND Is A 3-DIMENsIONAl REpREsEN-
tAtION pROgRAM. DEpENDINg ON thE 
vERsION It Is EvEN OFFERED FOR FREE 
tO DOwNlOAD.

tOpIcs ON cOMputER pROgRAMs

NOt bEttER OR wORsE thAN ONly DEsIgNINg by hAND wIth A 
pENcIl, but thAt bOth cOMputERs AND ANAlOg hAvE DIFFER-

ENt stRENgths, wEAkNEssEs AND MERIts.

cOMputER AIDED DEsIgN (cAD) 
Is A cOMbINAtION OF twO thINgs: FIRst thAt A typE OF sOFtwARE Is 

usED tO DEsIgN, AND thE MEchANIcAl hARDwARE ON whIch sOFtwARE 
OpERAtEs.

ExpERIENcE Is kEy:
It Is up tO thE DEsIgNER tO kNOw whEN AND hOw tO usEs 

thEsE DIFFERENt MEthODs AppROpRIAtEly

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsDEsIRED cOMputER 
pROgRAM usED IF 

ANy

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: REpREsENtAtION A18

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOsEN 
REpREsENtAtION

FROM A4

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

MEthODs + sElEctION cRItERIA

REMEMbER pERsONAl MAstERy OF A 
tEchNIquE Is A pERsONAl DEcIsION IN 
DEsIgN AND REpREsENtAtION:

thIs Is pERhAps thE MOst DIFFIcult 
AREA tO gIvE A gENERIc ANswER tO 
whAt REpREsENtAtION Is, EspEcIAlly IN 
ARchItEctuRE.

thERE Is sIMply NOt A cORREct OR 
RIght ANswER. thE DEsIgN pROjEct 
cOMbINED wIth yOuR OwN pERsONAl 
tEchNIcAl skIll wIll yIElD yOuR REp-
REsENtAtIONAl stylE AND MEthODs.

OFtEN thERE Is A spIRIt OF thE tIMEs 
tO thE MEthOD OF REpREsENtAtION. 
cAllED A zEItgEIst, It Is yOu chOIcE 
tO EMulAtE OR DEvIAtE FROM thE cuR-
RENt DEsIgN NORM.

hOwEvER whIlE thE IMplEMENtAtION 
AND REsultINg REpREsENtAtION Is 
uNIquE, tEchNIquEs AND pROgRAMs 
IMplEMENtED ARE MORE stANDARD.

bOth DIgItAl AND ANAlOg tEchNIquEs 
wIll hElp us tO REpREsENt DEsIgNs, 
hOwEvER It Is thE uNIquE DEsIgN IM-
plEMENtAtION thAt wIll yIElD yOuR 
REpREsENtAtION (A16, A17)

cONsIDER typE OF pREsENtAtION

   DIstANcE AND DEtAIl

cONsIDER thE AuDIENcE

   whOM AND why thIs DEsIgN

usEFul lItERAtuRE:
ExAMplEs FROM yOuR FAvORItE 
ARchItEcts. pERsONAlly,

glEN MuRcutt, FRANk llOyD 
wRIght, RENzO pIANO, shIgERu bAN 
AND tADAO ANDO

thREE MAIN pOINtERs tO REpREsENtAtION

stANDARD ARchItEctuRAl DRAwINgs

thE plAN, sEctION, ElEvAtION, AxONOMEtRIc, AND pERspEctIvE

AND thE cOMbINAtIONs OF

thE puRpOsE OF thE DRAwINg

whAt ARE yOu tRyINg tO cONvEy tO thE vIEwER AbOut yOu DEsIgN? 
IF thE DRAwINg DOEs NOt cONvEy thIs yOu cANNOt tAlk AbOut whAt 

Is NOt pREsENt

pERsONAl MEthOD

thIs Is cRItIcAl. why Is thE DRAwINg yOuRs AND NOt ANOthER’s? 
whAt DO yOu bRINg tO thE DRAwINg? whAt Is yOuR pROcEss?

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsItERAtE DEsIgN tO 
cOME tO A chOsEN 

vERsION

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: DEsIgN pROMpt cRItERIA A19

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOsEN 
pROMpt cRItERIA

FROM A4

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

MEthODs + sElEctION cRItERIA

REMEMbER pERsONAl MAstERy OF A 
tEchNIquE Is A pERsONAl DEcIsION IN 
DEsIgN AND REpREsENtAtION:

A bAsIc FRAMEwORk tO gEt stARtED 
cAN bE sEEN bElOw. My suggEstION 
Is tO quIckly MAkE AND uNDERstAND 
yOuR OwN DEsIgN pROcEss by INFus-
INg thE pROMpt cRItERIA suggEstIONs 
thAt cOMpRIsE yOuR pERsONAl ARchI-
tEctuRE 

pROMpt cRItERIA suggEstIONs

cONsIDER thE sItE

lOOk AROuND AND sEE AND uNDERstAND thE sItE. OFtEN thERE 
ARE quAlItIEs tO bRINg FORwARD IN thE DEsIgNED REspONsE

IgNORE thE Full pROgRAM At FIRst

DO NOt usE A pROMpt OF pROgRAM As A chEcklIst. INstEAD whAt Is 
thE typOlOgy OF thE buIlDINg tO bE DEsIgNED (OFFIcE, AuDItORIuM, 

schOOl, Etc) AND typE tO cAptuRE Its puRpOsE.

whAt Is yOuR DEsIgN thEsIs? 
whAt ARE yOuR cONsIDERAtIONs yOu AlwAys bRINg tO A DEsIgN?

MINE ARE REclAIMED MAtERIAls, A MODulE, AND vEgEtAtION

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsItERAtE DEsIgN tO 
cOME tO A chOsEN 

vERsION

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

FRAMEwORk

IDEAtION
DEFINE pROjEct

chARActERIstIc 
cOllEctION

pROjEct

cRItERIA

REpREsENtAtION

ItERAtION

EvAluAtE ItERAtIONs

chOOsE ItERAtION

DEcIsION 
+

IMplEMENtAtION

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: MAsONRy [MAtERIAl cONsIDERAtIONs] A20

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

MAsONRy MAtERIAl 
cONsIDERAtIONs 

wIth plANts

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

MAsONRy MAtERIAl cRItERIA

thERE ARE twO MAIN kINDs OF MAsON-
Ry INcluDINg bRIcks, cONcREtE MA-

sONRy uNIts, AND stONE.

thEsE twO ARE DIFFERENt IN thAt A 
bRIck Is typIcAlly FIRED clAy, whIlE A 

stONE Is cut tO shApE.

bOth FuNctION IN A sIMIlAR MANNER 
FOR thE puRpOsEs OF thE vEgEtAtED 

wAll.

thEsE wAlls cAN hAvE vEgEtAtION DI-
REctly ApplIED, hOwEvER thEy Must 
bE MAINtAINED wEll. thIs MEANs MOR-
tAR AND OthER jOINts ARE NOt EROD-
ED, gIvINg ROOtlEts OthER plAcEs tO 
AttAch OthER thEN thE MAIN suRFAcE.

ROOtlEts ARE thE MOst AggREssIvE 
MEthOD OF AttAchMENt thAt vINEs cAN 
hAvE ON wAlls. hOwEvER, Full vEgE-
tAtED wAlls wIth MEDIuM ARE A sEp-
ARAtE lAyER FROM thE MAIN buIlDINg 
ENvElOpE AND hAvE INtERNAl lAyERs 

thAt pROtEct thE wAll.

DuE tO thE FAct, thE wAlls thAt wIll 
bE cONsIDERED hERE ARE vINEs ON 
wAlls IN thE tRADItIONAl sENsE As 
cONtEMpORARy wAlls wIth MANy lAy-
ER DO NOt RuN INtO thEsE IssuEs As 

OFtEN.

wAlls shOulD AlsO cONsIDER:

stRuctuRE

MEthOD OF clIMbINg

MOIstuRE

ORIENtAtION

typE OF vEgEtAtED wAll

typE OF MAsONRy wAll

lOAD bEARINg, DRy-stAckED OR vE-
NEER MAsONRy wAlls

MAINtENANcE

tOpIcs ON MAsONRy MAtERIAl 

plANt spEcIEs / clIMbINg MEchANIsM

hOlDFAsts, tENDRIls AND ROOtlEt plANts cAN bE ApplIED 
DIREctly, twINNINg vINEs NEED sEcONDARy stRuctuRE

cONDItION OF thE wAll

pOORly MAINtAINED MAsONRy wIll bE At RIsk wIth ANy kIND OF 
MAtERIAl NEAR OR ON thE wAll. All MAsONRy AND spEcIFIcAlly thE 

MORtAR jOINts Must bE IN wEll REpAIR AND plANts gROOMED

ORIENtAtION OF thE wAll

spEcIEs pERFORM bEttER bAsED ON thE typE OF suN OR 
shADE DEpENDINg IF thIs Is IN thE MORNINg OR AFtERNOON

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONsMAsONRy MAtERIAl 
usAgE IN thE 

DEsIgN OR NOt

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: NON-MAsONRy MAtERIAls A21

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

NON-MAsONRy 
ExAMplEs wIth 

plANts

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

NON-MAsONRy cRItERIA

MOst OF thEsE cONsIDERAtIONs ARE 
FOR wOOD AND vINyl sIDINg, typIcAl 
ON MANy hOMEs. MAsONRy Is ONE OF 
thE MOst DuRAblE MAtERIAls. thIs 
MEANs thAt thE lIFEcyclE AND cONsID-
ERAtIONs thAt MAsONRy cOulD wIth-
stAND, such As MOIstuRE AND pEsts, 
ARE NOw cRItIcAl tO thE succEss OF 
thEsE wAlls.

whEN DEsIgNINg, It Is INcREDIbly IM-
pORtANt tO uNDERstAND thE MAtERI-
Als thAt gO INtO thE buIlDINg ENvE-
lOpE, NOt ONly whAt cOMpRIsEs thE 
vEgEtAtED wAll ItsElF As thE ENvE-
lOpE Is A cOMpREhENsIvE systEM.

sOME ExAMplEs OF ANEcDOtAl kNOwl-
DgE INcluDE:

MOst plANts wIll NOt AttAch tO glAss 
suRFAcEs, EvEN hOlDFAsts.

ROOtlEts wIll NOt gRAb wEll tO MEt-
Al, but hOlDFAsts wIll ADhERE tO 
wOOD AND pAINtED MEtAl. hOwEvER, 
ROOtlEts wIll DAMAgE wOOD cONsID-
ERAbly IN tIME.

cONsIDER thE MAtERIAl FOR pOtENtIAl  
MOIstuRE DAMAgE. thIs Is EspEcIAlly 
IMpORtANt FOR uNtREAtED MEtAl AND 
wOOD As thEsE wIll Rust OR ROt. FOR 
vINyl, thE ROOtlEts cAN wORk thE 
lAyERs ApARt. 

AlsO wIth plANts DIREctly ONtO thE 
suRFAcE, bugs AND ANIMAls wIll bEgIN 
tO INhAbIt thE suRFAcE. thIs cAN bE 
gOOD OR bAD DEpENDINg ON thE pROj-
Ect AND Its INtENtIONs.

All OF thEsE cONsIDERAtIONs cAN AND 
ARE MItIgAtED by ROutINE AND pROpER 
MAINtENANcE. FOR ExAMplE, OvER tIME 
wINDOws wIll NEED tO bE clEARED OF 
vINEs, As IN MAsONRy.

tOpIcs FOR NON-MAsONRy ExAMplEs

plANt spEcIEs / clIMbINg MEchANIsM

hOlDFAsts, tENDRIls AND ROOtlEt plANts cANNOt bE Ap-
plIED DIREctly, twINNINg vINEs NEED sEcONDARy stRuctuRE

cONDItION OF thE wAll

pOORly MAINtAINED wAll wIll AllOw pEsts AND OthER uNDEsIRAblE 
cONDItIONs tO OccuR, wOOD cAN ROt, MEtAl cAN Rust, AND vINyl 

cAN bE cRAckED AND sEpARAtED OvER tIME.

ORIENtAtION OF thE wAll

spEcIEs pERFORM bEttER bAsED ON thE typE OF suN OR 
shADE DEpENDINg IF thIs Is IN thE MORNINg OR AFtERNOON

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: DEcORAtION A22

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

plANts As DEc-
ORAtION bEFORE 

pERFORMANcE

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

DEcORAtION cRItERIA

thEsE cRItERIA ARE NOt MEANt tO bE 
A DEcIDINg FActOR. INstEAD uNDER-
stANDINg thE puRpOsE OF thE vEgE-
tAtED wAll cAN hElp tO INFORM DEsIgN 

DEcIsIONs.

FOR ExAMplE:

A DEcORAtIvE wAll cAN bE MORE vAR-
IED IN Its plAcEMENt AND plANt spE-
cIEs. thEsE wAlls ARE NOt NEcEssAR-
Ily MEANt tO bE lOw MAINtENANcE OR 

bE stORMwAtER cAtchMENt.

thIs cAN MAkE thE wAll A MORE AbOut 
A sERIEs OF lAyERs.

hOwEvER thE vEgEtAtED wAll NEEDs 
tO bE cONsIDERED As A pARt OF AN IN-
tEgRAtED buIlDINg ENvElOpE. IF thE 
wAll Is cONsIDERED AND ADD-ON IF thE 
MONEy Is thERE, thEN thE wAll wIll 

NOt bE As succEssFul.
 
thIs Is thE DIFFERENcE bEtwEEN DEc-
ORAtION AND DEcORAtIvE. DEcORAtION 
Is AN ADDItIvE ElEMENt AFtER thE 
FAct. DEcORAtIvE Is IN Its INtENt tO 
bE INtEgRAl tO thE DEsIgN, but Is NOt 

NEcEssARIly stRuctuRAl. 

IN ARchItEctuRE thIs Is cONsIDERED 
As ORNAMENt. thIs cONcEpt OF MORE 
OR lEss ORNAMENt Is whAt cONtRIb-
utED tO ENtIRE MOvEMENts OF ARchI-
tEctuRE. thIs cAN lEAD INtO whAt Is 

cAllED tEctONIcs. 

thEsE tEctONIcs ARE OFtEN clEAR 
AND ORDERED, bEINg cONsIstENt IN 
IDEA, AND ORgANIzAtION. IN thIs sENsE, 
whAt cOulD bE thE ARchItEctONIcs OF 

thE vEgEtAtED wAll?

tOpIcs FOR DEcORAtION

lOcAtION:
INtERIOR OR thE ExtERIOR OF thE buIlDINg OR OthER 

stRuctuRE cAN lEND ItsElF tO A typE OF usE

usAgE:
INtERIOR usEs ARE OFtEN MORE FOR DEcORAtION, As thE MAIN 

pERFORMANcE-bAsED FuNctIONs OF A vEgEtAtED systEM ARE FOuND 
IN stORMwAtER REtENtION AND shADINg OF thE buIlDINg 

MAINtENANcE:
DEcORAtIvE plANts OFtEN NEED MORE pRuNINg AND 

wAtERINg thAN pERFORMANcE spEcIEs. thIs Is spEcIEs bAsED

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: pERFORMANcE A23

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

plANts As pER-
FORMANcE bEFORE 

DEcORAtION

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

pERFORMANcE cRItERIA

MOvINg FROM DEcORAtIvE AND tEc-
tONIcs (A22), thERE Is pERFORMANcE.

pERFORMANcE OFtEN hAs tO DO Much 
wIth thE plAcE OR thE sItE, clIMAtE 

AND MIcRO-clIMAtEs

sItE cAN chANgE thE AppROpRIAtE 
quAlItIEs OF thE DEsIgN IN tERMs OF 
bOth huMAN AND NON-huMAN DEsIgN 
FActORs. FOR ExAMplE zONINg RE-
quIREMENts cAN bEgIN tO INFluENcE 
DIFFERENt REquIREMENts FOR pERFOR-

MANcE.

FOR ExAMplE zONINg cAN INcluDE Oth-
ER cONsIDERAtIONs OF vAluE systEMs 

such As lEED.

pERFORMANcE Is NOt tIED tO thEsE 
REquIREMENts, but INstEAD shOulD bE 
bEyOND thEM, tREAtINg thEM As MEt-
RIcs AND cRItERIA, but NOt DEcIDINg 

pROcEssEs FOR DEsIgN.

thEsE quEstIONs OF pERFORMANcE 
cAN bE bEgIN tO INFluENcE tEctONIcs 
As A vERNAculAR OR As lOcAl MAtERI-
Als thAt bEcOME A pARt OF thE buIlD-

INg ENvElOpE.

MORE pRAgMAtIc quEstION OF pERFOR-
MANcE Is thE cOst OF A vEgEtAtED 
wAlls. thIs OFtEN DRIvEs thE pROj-
Ect, hOwEvER  thE lEvEl OF vEgEtAt-
ED wAll cAN DRAstIcAlly chANgE thIs 

quEstION.

thE pOINt Is thAt pERFORMANcE 
shOulD bE bAlANcED wIth DEcORAtION 

As Much As pOssIblE.

tOpIcs FOR pERFORMANcE

lOcAtION:
INtERIOR OR thE ExtERIOR OF thE buIlDINg OR OthER 

stRuctuRE cAN lEND ItsElF tO A typE OF usE

usAgE:
thE MAIN pERFORMANcE-bAsED FuNctIONs OF A vEgEtAtED systEM 

ARE FOuND IN stORMwAtER REtENtION AND shADINg OF thE buIlDINg. 
INtERIOR usEs ARE OFtEN MORE FOR DEcORAtION.

MAINtENANcE:
thIs Is spEcIEs bAsED. pERFORMANcE spEcIEs OFtEN hAvE 

lEss MAINtENANcE thAN DEcORAtIvE plANts.

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: AppENDIcEs vIsuAlIzAtION A

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

parts used in the framework during the design process

site design pre-design schematic ideation characteristic 
collection

criteria representation iteration implementation studio methodchoosing by 
advantages

color theory

plant biology

design tactics

hue decision factors

color mixture and composition

saturation

value

graphics

plants species

native or non-native species

climbing mechanism

royal horticulture society

annual plant color diagrams

multiple species color diagram

hand techniques hand techniques

computer assisted computer assisted

computer programs computer programs

representation in architecture representation in architecture

design criteria and prompt

masonry materials

other materials

decoration use

performance use

a frame of mind



stARt

REcAll DAtA ANAlysIs

 DEcIsION AND OptIONs

cuRRENt DEsIgN MEthOD

sItE ANAlysIs

pRE-DEsIgN

schEMAtIc

FRAMEwORk

IDEAtION
DEFINE pROjEct

chARActERIstIc 
cOllEctION

pROjEct

cRItERIA

REpREsENtAtION

ItERAtION

EvAluAtE ItERAtIONs

chOOsE ItERAtION

EvAluAtE

REpREsENtAtION

DEcIsION 
+

IMplEMENtAtION
END

ApplIcAtION OF DEsIgNED REspONsE

FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: FRAMEwORk FOR REvIEw AA

AppENDIcEs A1-A5, 
AssOcIAtED tAsks wIthIN

cOlOR thEORy

plANt bIOlOgy

DEsIgN tActIcs

cONsIDER 
EAch

usE AppENDIcEs

As NEcEssARy

gROwER plANt bIOlOgy

ApplIED cOlOR thEORy

DEsIgN tActIcs

DEsIgN MEthOD

puRpOsE

Apply 
chARActERIstIcs

chOOsINg by 
ADvANtAgEs

AppENDIcEs cOMbINED 
wIth ExpERtIsE

AppENDIcEs A1-A5, 
AssOcIAtED tAsks wIthIN

AppENDIcEs A2-A3, 
AssOcIAtED tAsks wIthIN

AppENDIcEs A4-A5, 
AssOcIAtED tAsks wIthIN

AppENDIx A4, 
AssOcIAtED tAsks wIthIN

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: sItE ANAlysIs Ab

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

sItE DEsIgN IN 
tERMs OF 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

sItE ANAlysIs cRItERIA

whERE DOEs thE sItE END?

thE sItE Is A cOMbINAtION OF A NuM-
bER OF FActORs AND shOulD NOt bE 
lIMItED by thE physIcAl vIEws OR cON-

stRAINts OF thE sItE. 

thEsE NON-physIcAl cONsIDERAtIONs 
ARE plAcEs thAt INspIRAtION cAN bE 
DRAwN FROM tO cREAtE ORDER OR ORI-
ENtAtION wIthIN thE sItE whIlE MAIN-
tAIN A REFERENcE tO A lARgER ARchI-

tEctuRAl FAbRIc.

clIMAtIc cONcERNs

thE sItE hAs lOcAl cONDItIONs thAt 
DEsIgNs NEED tO REspOND tO bE A 

MORE cOMplEtE DEsIgN. 

clIMAtE AND wEAthER AlsO hElp tO 
DEtERMINE whIch spEcIEs AND typEs 
OF plANts thAt wOulD bE pIckED FOR 

vEgEtAtED ROOFs AND wAlls

thE DEsIgNED REspONsE

thEsE twO thINgs cOMbINED MAkE thE 
DEsIgNED REspONsE.

thE DEsIgNED REspONsE REFlEcts thE 
plAcE thAt thE pROjEct wAs DEsIgNED 
FOR RAthER thAN AttEMptINg tO bE 
sOME uNIvERsAl ANswER tO A vERy 

spEcIFIc plAcE.

thE DEsIgNED REspONsE Is REFlEc-
tIvE OF thE ENvIRONMENt IN whIch It 
Is DEsIgNED FOR AND subsEquENtly 

plAcED.

tOpIcs FOR sItE ANAlysIs

pERFORMED wIth pRE-DEsIgN

quAlItIEs OF thE physIcAl sItE shOulD AlwAys bE DONE wIth 
REsEARch wORk IN pRE-DEsIgN As EAch INFORMs thE OthER

cONsIDER DEsIgN cONstRAINts

usE thE pROMpt OR clIENt DEsIREs tO bEgIN lIMItINg thE DEsIgN, 
thIs cONtExtuAlIzEs thE pROblEM AND AllOws FOR IDEAs tO bE 

FOuND IN thE bOuNDARIEs OF thEsE cONDItIONs AND lIMIts

cONtExt:
suRROuNDINgs, clIMAtE, tIME, hIstORIcAl cONtExt, AND 

OthER tOpIcs cAN bEgIN tO cONtExtuAlIzE thE sItE

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: pRE-DEsIgN FActORs Ac

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

pRE-DEsIgN IN 
tERMs OF 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

pRE-DEsIgN cRItERIA

thIs Is thE tIME tO cOllEct All OF thE 
RElEvANt INFORMAtION thAt yOu cAN 
FIND tO INFORM yOuR DEsIgN AND thE 

pROcEss OF thE cuRRENt wORk.

pREFORM REsEARch, DEtERMINE AND 
REspEct DEsIgN cONstRAINts, DEtER-
MINE AND FIND AvAIlAblE OF AppROpRI-

AtE MAtERIAls.

REsEARch cAN bE DONE IN DEsIgN 
pRActIcEs, ARchItEctuRAl typOlO-
gIEs, spEcIFIc ARchItEcts thAt INFlu-
ENcE yOuR wORk, buIlDINg systEMs tO 

INcluDE.

cONstRAINts cOME FROM A cOMbI-
NAtION OF thE pROMpts OR clIENt 
DEsIREs As wEll As cONstRAINts OR 
IDEAs OR INtEREsts yOu bRINg tO thE 
pROjEct As wEll. thE pROMpt MAy Ask 
FOR yOu tO DEsIgN A spAcE, but hOw 
AND whAt AND why DO yOu MAkE thAt 

DEsIgNED REspONsE uNIquE?

MAtERIAls ARE OFtEN AN AppROpRI-
AtE wAy tO bRINg cONstRAINts tO thE 
physIcAl spAcE AND bRINg cERtAIN 
MEANINgs wIth thEM As A pARt OF 
thEIR tRADItIONAl usAgE. sOME gOOD 
ONEs tO stARt wIth ARE cONcREtE, 

wOOD, AND MEtAl

sOME INtEREstINg ARchItEcts:
 

AlvAR AAltO, cAlAtRAvA, 
glEN MuRcutt, cORbuIsER, 

wAltER gROpIus, MIEs vAN DER ROhE, 
DANIEl lIbEskIND, RIchARD MEIER, 

NORMAN FOstER, RENzO pIANO, 
luIs bARRAgAN, lEgOREttA, 

FRANk llOyD wRIght, 
lOuIs sullIvAN, 

buckMINstER FullER, 
AND jOsEF AlbERs

tOpIcs FOR pRE-DEsIgN

pERFORM REsEARch

thIs Is ON tOpIcs RElAtED tO OR DEsIRED IN thE sItE 
ANAlysIs OR pROMpt cONsIDERAtIONs

AckNOwlEDgE DEsIgN cONstRAINts

thIs wERE FOuND IN thE sItE ANAlysIs AND A EIthER physIcAl sItE 
REstRIctIONs OR OthER REstRIctION plAcED ON thE wORk by thE 

clIENt OR lOcAlIty

AckNOwlEDgE AvAIlAblE MAtERIAls

thE MAtERIAls AvAIlAblE ARE DEpENDENt ON bOth thE 
lOcAtION AND thE buDgEt OR clIENt NEEDs

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: schEMAtIc DEsIgN AD

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

schEMAtIc DEsIgN 
IN tERMs OF 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

schEMAtIc DEsIgN cRItERIA

schEMAtIc DEsIgN Is thE MEthOD OF 
tAkINg INFORMAtION AND bEgINNINg tO 
MAkE A DEsIgNED REspONsE tO thE 
sItE ANAlysIs AND pRE-DEsIgN INFOR-

MAtION gAthERINg.

thIs MEANs syNthEsIzINg INFORMAtION 
AND usINg ExpERIENcE, OR INtuItION, 
AlONg wIth REFERENcEs tO MAkE AN 
ARchItEctuRAl INtERvENtION INtO A 

sItE.

thIs pROcEss OF schEMAtIc DEsIgN 
usEs FOuR MAjOR tEchNIquEs tO 
MAINtAIN A systEMAtIc AppROAch tO 
ExplORINg AND uNDERstANDINg A pER-
sONAl INtERActION wIth ARchItEctuRE

DIAgRAMMINg

Is OFtEN tRANslAtINg IDEAs INtO sIM-
plE REpREsENtAtIONs ON pApER. thEsE 
cAN bE REFINED OF NOt, but ARE usED 
tO gEt AN IDEA Out AND bEgIN tO EN-

gAgE It ON pApER

skEtchINg

Is NOt AbOut lItERAlly REcORDINg 
whAt Is pREsENt ON A sItE OR thOught, 
but Is AbOut cAptuRINg thE EssENcE 
OF whAt AN IDEA Is IN A MORE DEtAIlED 
MANNER thAN A DIAgRAM. thEsE ARE 

OFtEN DONE IN A skEtchbOOk 

DRAwINg

Is hOw wE As stuDENts OF ARchItEc-
tuRE wORk thROugh MORE AND MORE 
lAyER OF cOMplExIty. DRAwINgs ARE 
A sEt OF stANDARD typEs thAt hElp 
OthERs tO uNDERstAND OuR IDEAs At 

cERtAIN scAlEs.

MODElINg

Is DONE cONcuRRENtly wIth All OF thE 
OthER typEs OF 2 DIMENsIONAl REpRE-
sENtAtION AND ARE usED tO ExplORE 
quEstIONs thAt ARE NOt pREsENt IN 

DRAwINgs

tOpIcs FOR schEMAtIc DEsIgN

usEs thE NExt thREE tOpIcs jOINtly:
IDEAtION, chARActERIstIc cOllEctION, AND REpREsENtAtION 

tO MAkE thE FOuRth: ItERAtIONs

ExplORAtION by DOINg

skEtchEs, DRAwINgs, (plAN, sEctION, ElEvAtION), cONstRuctED 
DRAwINgs, IsOMEtRIcs, MODEls (bOth MAssINg AND stRuctuRAl), OF 

DIFFERENt vERsIONs OR ItERAtIONs

quEstIONs:
thEsE DRAwINgs, MODEls AND MEthODs As quEstIONs OF thE 

DEsIgN tO uNDERstAND AND ARE NOt REplIcAs OF A FINAl

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: IDEAtION AE

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

pROcEss OF 
IDEAtION IN tERMs 

OF DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

IDEAtION DEsIgN cRItERIA

IDEAs cAN cOME FROM A vARIEty OF 
sOuRcEs; hOwEvER I hAvE FOuND thAt 
IDEAs ARE OFtEN ROOtED IN pAst ExpE-

RIENcEs.

thEsE pAst ExpERIENcEs REvEAl tOp-
Ics thAt wE hAvE bEEN INtEREstED IN 
bEFORE, but thEN NEw OR INtRIguINg 
IDEAs cAN cOME FROM thE INtERsEc-

tION OF DIFFERENt tOpIcs.

wE usE thEsE ExpERIENcEs, bOth 
physIcAl AND MEtAphysIcAl tO uNDER-

stAND thE wORlD AROuND us.

thIs Is why vIsItINg yOuR sItE, OR 
tAlkINg tO clIENts AND OthERs whO 
ARE FAMIlIAR wIth sIMIlAR wORk Is 
cRItIcAl tO thE DEsIgN pROcEss. 
gAthERINg INspIRAtION FROM MultI-
plE sOuRcEs: INtERNEt, OthER pEO-
plE wIth vEgEtAtED wAll AssEMblIEs, 

buIlDINgs wIth vEgEtAtED wAlls

thEsE pAst ExpERIENcEs wIll REvEAl 
thE pRINcIplEs thAt ARE usED tO OR-
gANIzE AND pROvIDE guIDANcE FOR 
pROjEcts. thEsE ExpERIENcEs ARE 
ROOtED IN INtEREsts OR OthER thAt 
ARE thEN ApplIED lINEs OF INquIRy tO 

thE lARgER pROFEssION

pERsONAlly thIs tRANslAtED tO vEgE-
tAtED ARchItEctuRE As I hAvE AlwAys 
FOuND plANts AND NAtuRE As AN IN-
tEREstINg pARt OF OuR lIvEs. thEN 
cOlOR thEORy wAs usED tO ORgANIzE 

thE INquIRy INtO thEsE plANts.

thEsE thEN ARE ApplIED tO AN AREA OF 
ARchItEctuRE: thE buIlDINg ENvElOpE 
AND hOw thEsE INtERAct wIth OuR Ex-
pERIENcE OF ARchItEctuRE, REsultINg 
IN thE stuDy OF vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs 

such As gREEN wAlls AND ROOFs

tOpIcs FOR IDEAtION

IDEAs:
gAthER IDEAs FROM thE bOuNDARIEs OF OthER tOpIcs As thE 

OvERlAps MAkE INtEREstINg quEstIONs FOR IDEAs

pRINcIplEs:
DEcIDE ON pRIMARy AND sEcONDARy DEsIgN DEcIsIONs AND pRINcI-

plEs. whAt DRIvEs thE DEsIgN AND whAt ARE suppORtINg FEAtuREs 
thAt wIll gIvE wAy tO thE MAIN IDEA?

MEthODs:
DO NOt lIMIt IDEAs FOR FEAsIbIlIty. uNplAusIblE IDEAs cAN 

bE MADE plAusIblE wIth REFINEMENt thROugh thE pROcEss

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: chARActERIstIc cOllEctION AF

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chARActERIstIc 
cOllEctION IN 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

chARActERIstIc cOllEctION cRItERIA

thIs cOllEctION OF chARActERIstIcs 
wAs hINtED At IN pREvIOus sEctIONs, 
AND stARts wIth uNDERstANDINg A hI-
ERARchy OF tOpIcs OR IDEAs AND hOw 
thEy REspOND tO thE sItE cONDItIONs 

AND INtENt.

MAIN tOpIc

typOlOgIEs OR gENERAl tOpIcs OR 
cONsIDERAtIONs OF ARchItEctuRE:

typOlOgy ExAMplEs

lIbRARy, schOOl, MusEuM, Etc

gENERAl tOpIcs

lIght, stRuctuRE, ENvIRONMENt, 
RItuAl, MOvEMENt, thREshOlD, 

NAtuRE (plANts), Etc

sEcONDARy tOpIcs

IDEAs OR tOpIcs thAt INFluENcE, IN-
FORM, OR lIMIt thE MAIN tOpIc but DO 
NOt supERsEDE It As DEsIgNED REsults 
ARE IN REFERENcE tO thE MAIN tOpIc. 
thEsE tOpIcs ARE OFtEN sub-AREAs OF 
lARgER tOpIcs, FOR ExAMplE cOlOR 
thOERy As A pARt OF cOlOR OR gRAph-

Ics.

DEsIgNED REspONsE

usINg thE sItE AND thE MAIN tOpIcs tO 
INFORM EAch OthER.

thIs MAkEs thE DEsIgN OF A plAcE AND 
IN Its plAcE, RAthER thAN DEsIgNED 

FROM A FAR. 

hAvINg thE sItE AND thE cONDItIONs 
such As clIMAtE thEN tO hElp FuR-
thER DEFINE thE typOlOgy OR MAIN 
quAlItIEs thAt ARE pREsENt IN thE DE-

sIgNED REspONsE.

tOpIcs FOR chARActERIstIc cOllEctION

MAIN tOpIc:
chARActERIstIcs OF thE typOlOgy bEINg usED tO INFluENcE 

thE MAIN DEsIgN FEAtuREs

sEcONDARy tOpIcs:
OthER tOpIcs AND thEIR chARActERIstIcs thAt ARE usED IN REFER-

ENcE tO thE MAIN tOpIc. FOR ExAMplE cOlOR thEORy Ass It RElAtEs 
tO vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs

chARActERIstIcs OF thE sItE AND FROM pRE-DEsIgN 
thEsE tOpIcs ARE MORE pRAgMAtIc AND hElp tO INFORM thE  

IMplEMENtAtION OF thE IDEAs

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: pROjEct cRItERIA Ag

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

pROjEct cRItERIA 
IN 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

pROjEct cRItERIA

thIs Is thE cRItERIA thAt Is DEFINED 
FROM thE pROMpt OR FROM thE clIENt 

thIs lIst Is IN NO wAy All-INclusIvE, 
but:

thINgs thAt cAN bE INcluDED IN A 
pROjEct OR cOulD bE cONsIDERED:

lIght

sOuND

stAIRs

pAssIvE DEsIgN

NAtuRE

FORM

FuNctION

wOOD

MEtAls

hIstORy

vEgEtAtION

tOpOgRAphy

ActIvE DEsIgN

EssENcE

MOIstuRE

wIND

lOADINg

EcOsystEMs

thEsE cAN bE gROupED INtO AREAs As 
gENERAl tOpIcs:

uRbAN DEsIgN

sustAINAblE DEsIgN

cONtExt

sItE

clIMAtE

clIENt NEEDs

pROgRAM

pROgRAMME

cOMMuNIty INvOlvEMENt

tEchNOlOgy

buIlDINg tEchNOlOgIEs

MAtERIAls

stRuctuRE

cODE

OthER REgulAtIONs

tOpIcs FOR pROjEct cRItERIA

ObjEct:
thIs Is thE thINg thAt Is bEINg DEsIgNED AND thE chARAc-

tERIstIcs thAt ARE AssOcIAtED wIth It

subjEct:
thE pERsON thAt Is DEsIgNINg OR cONtRIbutINg tO thE DEsIgN OF 

thE ObjEct. thIs INcluDEs thE pROcEssEs thAt ARE usED tO DEsIgN 
thE ObjEct OR pROjEct At hAND

MAttER:
thE chARActERIstIcs OR pROpERtIEs OF thE DEsIgN INDEpEN-

DENt OF thE FORM OF thE pROjEct

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: REpREsENtAtION Ah

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

REpREsENtAtION 
IN 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

REpREsENtAtION cRItERIA

thIs Is NOt AND ExhAustIvE lIst OF 
whAt tO cONsIDER IN REpREsENtAtION:

DIFFERENt lEvEls OF REpREsENtAtION 
AND REFINEMENt: 
DIAgRAMMINg, DRAwINg

vIEws: EyE-lEvEl, ARIEl, wORM’s-EyE, 
DIstORtION, vIEw FRAMINg, vIgNEttEs, 
vIEw OR DRAwINg cOMbINAtIONs, cOM-
pOsItEs AND sIMultANEOus vIEws

MODElINg: MAssINg, cONtExtuAl, 
lIght, AtMOsphERIc, cONtRAst

EDItINg

uNDERstANDINg NEgAtIvE spAcE, sE-
lEctION, tRANspARENcy, skElEtON 
pROjEctIONs, DIsAssEMlbIEs, AND Ex-
plODAMEtRIcs

DIAgRAMMINg Is usED tO ExplAIN Ab-
stRActION, syMbOls, RElAtIONshIps, 
clAssIFIcAtIONs, hIERARchy, DyNAMIcs 
OR MOvEMENt, tRANsFORMAtIONs AND 
pROcEssEs

thE FRAMEwORk Is AN ExAMplE OF AN 
ExtENsIvE pROcEss DIAgRAMMINg

cOMputER

ANAlOg AND DIgItAl tEchNIquEs AND 
pROgRAMs hAvE DIFFERENt usEs AND 
NEEDs

cOMpOsItION

lOOk At cOMpEtItIONs AND OthER 
MEthODs tO sEE hOw tO cOMpOsE 
bOARDs AND OthER MultI-usE DRAw-
INgs

tOpIcs FOR REpREsENtAtION

MEthODs:
cONvENtIONAl DRAwINgs, vIEw sElEctION, MODElINg, 

EDItINg, DIAgRAMMINg, MEDIA MANIpulAtION

cONtExt:
REpREsENtAtION Is DIFFERENt IN DIFFERENt pERIODs OF tIME AND Is 

thE REsult OF OuR pAst ExpERIENcEs AND OuR stEps tOwARD 
MAstERy OF tEchNIquE

IN DEsIgN:
thIs Is thE pROcEss OF sEEINg, thINkINg, cOMMuNIcAtION, 

OF DIMENsIONs, AND ExplORAtIONs

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: ItERAtION AI

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

ItERAtION 
IN 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

ItERAtION cRItERIA

ItERAtIONs ARE vARIANts OF IDEAs thAt 
cAN bE bAsED ON sIMIlAR IDEAs, but 
hAvE DIFFERENt MEthODs OF ExpREs-
sION. NOt All buIlDINg, cARs, EvEN 
pENs, lOOk thE sAME. FuRthER, NOt 
All OF thE DEsIgNED ObjEcts IN OuR 
wORlD ARE MADE wIth sOME sORt OF 

REvIsION OR AltERAtIONs.

thEsE systEMAtIc chANgEs tO A DE-
sIgN IN REspONsE tO DIFFERENt cRItE-

RIA MAkE OuR sERIEs OF ItERAtIONs.

thE pROcEss OF ItERAtINg Is cRItIcAl 
tO thE DEsIgN pROcEss.

thIs MEANs thAt A DEsIgN Is NOt Op-
tIMIzED As A FINAl sOlutION. FOR thAt 
MAttER DEsIgN Is NOt A pROblEM tO bE 
sOlvED, but RAthER A pROcEss tO bE 

ExplORED.

ItERAtINg Is A cyclIcAl pROcEss thAt 
hElps DEsIgNs tO NOt ONly DIscOvER, 
but thEN REFINE AND thEN uNDERstAND 
whAt Is IMpORtANt IN A DEsIgN, hOw It 
cAN bE IMpROvED, OR hOw IDEAs cAN 
bE cOMbINED OR AltERED As DEsIRED.

thIs REquIREs thAt wE vIsuAlIzE 
sOMEthINg, A DEsIgNED REspONsE IN 
OuR MIND, bRINgINg tOgEthER INFOR-
MAtION FROM A NuMbER OF sOuRcEs 
tOgEthER. thEN, wIth thIs INFORMA-
tION yOu bEgIN tO REpREsENt thEsE 

IDEAs tO OthERs.

thIs REquIREs thAt wE hAvE sOME 
MEthOD FOR MAkINg DEcIsIONs AbOut 
OuR DEsIgNs. thIs cAN bE DONE us-
INg thE pRE-DEsIgN IDEAs, DEsIRED 
chARActERIstIcs, pROjEct cRItERIA, 
OR OthER bROADER MEthODs such As 

chOOsINg by ADvANtAgEs.

tOpIcs FOR ItERAtION

vIsuAlIzAtION

RApIDly cREAtE MODEls AND skEtchEs tO hElp vIsuAlIzE thE 
pROjEct AND ObjEct OF DEsIgN

REFINE

REFINE skEtchEs AND MODEl MAkINg, whIlE cONsIDERINg DEsIgN 
ElEMENts AND FActORs cOMplEtED IN thE sItE ANAlysIs AND 

pRE-DEsIgN phAsEs

pARAMEtER

ItERAtE ON stRONgER IDEAs by cOMbININg IDEAs As FOuND 
AppROpRIAtE

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: EvAluAtINg ItERAtIONs Aj

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

EvAluAtINg 
ItERAtION IN 

DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

EvAluAtION cRItERIA

thE pROcEss OF EvAluAtION Is bAsED 
IN cREAtINg thE DEsIgNED REspONsE

DEpENDINg ON whAt sORt OF IDEAs yOu 
hAvE AND whAt sItE AND cONtExt OR 
clIMAtE yOu hAvE, cERtAIN DEsIgNs 
ARE MORE AppROpRIAtE. thIs Is whAt 
MAkEs A DEsIgNED REspONsE MORE 
cOMpEllINg thAN A DIstANcED AND uN-

INFORMED DEsIgN.

sINcE It wOulD bE NEARly IMpOssIblE 
tO DEtERMINE whAt tO EvAluAtE by, 

hERE Is AN ExAMplE:

pEN AND thE pENcIl:

pEN: INk, pERMANENt lINE AND DARk 
cOlOR

pENcIl: gRAphItE, NON-pERMANENt lINE 
AND , gREy cOlOR 

DEpENDINg ON thE NEEDs OF thE sIt-
uAtION, A pOsItIvE AttRIbutE MIght bE 

lEss hElpFul lAtER.

pERMANENt INk MIght bE A pROblEM IF 
I NEED tO ERAsE, but I MIght ENjOy tO 
pERMANENt NAtuRE OF thE INk IN hOw 

It hElps ME DEsIgN.

pENs DO NOt wORk IN spAcE wIthOut 
sOME kIND OF pREssuRIzAtION. pENcIls 
cAN bE usED IN spAcE, hOwEvER thE 
gRAphItE cAN cAusE FIREs IN hIgh Ox-

ygEN ENvIRONMENts.

thE cOlORs OF lINEs vARy by typE OF 
INk AND gRAphItE typE, sO It Is up tO 

pREFERENcE AND NEED. 

thE sItuAtION OR cONtExt hElps tO 
DEtERMINE thE bEttER cOuRsE OF DE-
sIgN EAch tIME. usINg thE sAME DE-
sIgN FOR EvERy sItuAtION cAN cAusE 

IssuEs.

tOpIcs FOR EvAluAtINg ItERAtIONs

ItERAtIONs AND cRItERIA

REvIEw thE ItERAtIONs FOR EAch AbIlIty tO MEEt thE NEEDs 
OF thE IDEA AND OF thE pROMpt

DEcIsION:
DEcIDE ON stRONgER ItERAtIONs vs. wEAkER ONEs, gAthER NEEDED 

FEEDbAck FROM thE pARtIEs INvOlvED OR FROM thE IDEA thAt Is 
INFORMINg thE pROjEct

MEthOD:
chOOsINg by ADvANtAgEs Is A quAlItAtIvE AssEssMENt 
MEthOD FOR ItERAtIONs usINg cONtExt OF thE ObjEct

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: chOOsINg ItERAtIONs Ak

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOOsINg 
ItERAtION 
IN DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

chOOsINg ItERAtION cRItERIA

NOw thAt thE EvAluAtION cRItERIA 
ARE chOsEN, NOw ItERAtIONs cAN bE 
REDucED OR cOMbINED tO MEEt OuR 
IDEAs, cONtExt AND NEcEssIty FOR thE 

DEsIgNED REspONsE

thEsE thREE thINgs hAvE A cERtAIN 
hIERARchy thAt cAN hElp tO chOOsE  

usEFul OR AppROpRIAtE ItERAtIONs.

thE IDEAl Is thE FIRst lAyER. DOEs thE 
IDEA OR thE DEsIgN MEEt thE cONsID-
ERAtIONs As yOu AND thE pROMpt OR 

pROjEct wERE DEFINED?

IF ItERAtION MEEt thE IDEAs OR cON-
cEpts yOu hAvE chOsEN As thE 

DEsIgNER:

 thEsE IDEAs bEgIN tO bE REFINED OR 
REMOvED bAsED ON thE cONtExt AND 
cONDItIONs OF thE sItE. thIs DOEs 
NOt MEAN lOOkINg FOR NEgAtIvEs, but 
RAthER DIscOvERINg whAt wORks, OR 
whAt cAN bE chANgED tO pERFORM OR 

REspOND bEttER

thIs Is whERE chOOsINg by ADvANtAg-
Es bEcOMEs usEFul IN uNDERstANDINg 
whAt Is pOsItIvE IN EAch, As DEpEND-
INg ON thE cONtExt A ItERAtION MAy bE 
MORE OR lEss AppROpRIAtE At A tIME.

IF AFtER cONtExt OF thE sItE MultIplE 
ItERAtION ExIst, thE NEcEssIty OF thE 
DEsIgNs cAN bE REvIEwED. bAsIcAlly, 
It MIght bE MEEtINg stANDARDs OR RE-
quIREMENts, but Is thE pROjEct gOINg 
bEyOND thE MINIMuM AND Is It AEsthEt-

IcAlly plEAsINg?

whIlE thERE Is A hIERARchy OR ORDER 
OF cONsIDERINg EAch ItERAtIONs, It Is 
thE bAlANcE OF All OF thEsE thAt  Al-
lOw AN ItERAtION tO bE chOsEN FOR 

FuRthER REFINEMENt AND REvIEw.

tOpIcs FOR chOOsINg ItERAtIONs

IDEAl

DOEs thE DEsIgN MEEt thE IDEA AND Its chARActERIstIcs As 
yOu hAvE DEsIRED?

cONtExt

whAt Is thE DEsIgN AttEMptINg tO DO AgAINst whAt It Is AskINg 
tO DO? ONE DEsIgN thAt wORk wEll ONE tIME MIght NOt FIt IN A 

DIFFERENt cONtExt OR plAcE OR sEt OF cONDItIONs

NEcEssIty OR AEsthEtIc

whAt DID thE sItuAtION cAll FOR AND DOEs thE DEsIgN RE-
spOND tO thE cONDItIONs As A DEsIgNED REspONsE?

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: IMplEMENtAtION Al

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

IMplEMENtAtION 
IN DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

IMplEMENtAtION cRItERIA

IMplEMENtAtION Is NOt MINDlEssly 
pRODucINg DRAwINgs OR OthER REp-
REsENtAtIONs. thE IDEAs ARE stIll bE-

INg REvIEwED AND REFINED

tOpIcs OF thE pROjEct ARE buIlDINg 
ON EAch OthER DuRINg thE whOlE 
pROcEss, whIlE stIll lOOkINg FOR 
hOw AN IDEA cAN bEgIN tO tAkE FORM.

whIlE DRAwINg Is cRItIcAl tO thE 
REpREsENtAtION AND DEsIgN pROcEss, 
thEy NEED thE thIRD DIMENsION, thus 

MODElINg. 

thEsE MODEls Ask A quEstION OF thE 
pROjEct AND ARE NOt MADE tO sIMply 
pREsENt cONDItIONs. thEsE MODEls 
lOOk At cONNEctIONs AND vOluME OF 
spAcE tO gAIN gREAtER uNDERstAND-

INg OF A DEsIgN

thIs pROcEss usEs thE INtERActION OF 
DRAwINg AND MODElINg AND hOw EAch 
INFORMED thE OthER tO bEgIN tO FIND  

AREAs FOR IMpROvEMENt. 

OvER tIME, thEsE DIFFERENt MODEls 
AND DRAwINgs bEcOME MORE REFINED 
As EAch ARE INFORMED by thE OthER 

whEN lOOkINg At A sINglE ItERAtION

AFtER RE-cONsIDERINg thE DEsIgN 
INDIvIDuAlly, pEER REvIEw AND clIENt 
REvIEw ARE suED tO DEFINE AND REFINE 
thE DEsIgNED REspONsE AND REpRE-

sENtAtIONs

FROM thEsE cRItIquEs, ONcE A pROj-
Ect Is cOMplEtE OR It Is tIME tO pREs-
ENt, MODEls AND REpREsENtAtIONs 
ARE MADE OF thE REFINED AND IMplE-

MENtED ItERAtION.

tOpIcs FOR IMplEMENtAtION

MODEl:
MAkE lOw FIDElIty pROtOtypEs, IN ORDER tO cONsIDER FORM 

IN thREE DIMENsIONs

cIRculAR pROcEss: 
cONsIDER ItERAtION phAsE AgAIN AFtER gAthERINg MORE 

INFORMAtION FROM buIlDINg MODEls. thIs AllOws FOR thE REFINE-
MENt OF IDEAs

RE-cONsIDER

cONsIDER ORIgINAl DEsIgN DEcIsIONs AND pRINcIplEs, AND 
sEE IF thEy ARE cONsIstENt OR hAvE chANgED thEN buIlD It

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: chOOsINg by ADvANtAgEs AM

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

chOOsINg by 
ADvANtAgEs 

IN DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

chOOsINg by ADvANtAgEs

thIs pROcEss AllOws thE DEsIgN-
ER tO REvIsIt OR REvIEw ItERAtIONs 
by cOMbININg pOsItIvE AttRIbutEs OR 
chARActERIstIcs AND MAkE A FuNDA-
MENtAlly NEw ItERAtION FOR REvIEw IN 

thE DEsIgN pROcEss

thE ItERAtIONs ARE REvIEwED As thE 
suM OF thEIR pARts NOt As INDIvIDuAl 
chARActERIstIcs IsOlAtED FROM thE 

ItERAtION.

INDIvIDuAl chARActERIstIcs ARE RE-
vIEwED AND sElEctED bAsED ON thE 
sItE AND OthER cONtExts sO thAt 
thEy ARE bAsED IN REFERENcE RAthER 

thAN INDIvuDAl pERFORMANcE

thIs Must bE gROuNDED IN RElEvANt 
AND usEFul OR puRpOsEFul FActs AND 
REFERENcE ON thE bAsIs OF RElAtIvE 
DEgREEs OF pOsItIvENEss, RAthER 
thAN ONE bEINg A NEgAtIvE tO OthERs.

thE REFERENcE OF RElEvANt chARAc-
tERIstIcs OR FActORs IN DEsIgN MAkEs 
suRE thAt lARgE AbstRActIONs ARE 
NOt INhERENtly sElEctED OvER MORE 

pRAgMAtIc sOlutIONs.

thIs Is why It Is IMpORtANt tO INcluDE 
NOt ONly thE INDIvIDuAl DEsIgNER, but 
AlsO OthER DEsIgNERs AND thEN thE 
clIENt OR OthER INtEREstED pARtIEs 
As thEy cAN ExplAIN AND pROvIDE IN-
sIght INtO thE IMpORtANcE OR pOsI-
tIvE NAtuRE OF pOssIblE AttRIbutEs 

OR sElEctED chARActERIstIcs.

IN suMMARy thIs MEthOD Is tO REMOvE 
thE AssuMptION thAt cERtAIN MEth-
ODs, chARActERIstIcs OR cRItERIA ARE 
NOt INhERENtly supERIOR, but thAt 
EAch hAs pOsItIvE AttRIbutEs bAsED 
ON thE cONtExt OF thE DEsIgN INtEN-

tIONs AND thE INDIvIDuAl ItERAtION.

tOpIcs FOR chOOsINg by ADvANtAgEs

cRItERIA

lIst thE cRItERIA thAt Is NEEDED bOth  by thE pROMpt AND 
by thE DEsIREs OF thE DEsIgNER

by ADvANtAgEs

thIs MEANs thAt ItERAtIONs ARE sElEctED FOR thE pOsItIvE AttRI-
butEs thEy hAvE tO thE DEsIgN, RAthER thAN ElIMINAtINg ONEs thAt 

hAvE NEgAtIvE REsult, thINgs ARE sIMply MORE pOsItIvE

IMplEMENt OR cOMbINE

IDEAs cAN bE sElEctED As A whOlE OR cAN bE cOMbINED tO  
sEE IF thE ADvANtAgEs OF EAch cAN bE INcREAsED tOgEthER

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs: stuDIO MEthOD AN

cRItERIA tO cONsIDER

stARt
DEcIsION FActOR

thE stuDIO 
MEthOD 
IN DEsIgN

chEck DEsIgN vEgEtAtED 
AssEMbly

FRAMEwORk 
AND 

ANAlysIs

END
NO plANt

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONs

stuDIO MEthOD cRItERIA

MAIN IDEAs FROM ExpERIENcINg stuDIO 
IN thE bAuhAus MEthOD At vt:

bOth thE stuDENts AND thE FAcul-
ty shARE IN thE DEvElOpMENt OF thE 

stuDIO cultuRE

thIs cultuRE Is cONDucIvE tO DIscI-
plINED wORk thAt MElDs DIFFERENt 

AspEcts OF ExpERIENcE

tIME AND spAcE ARE REquIRED tO gIvE 
DEsIgNERs ADEquAtE cONDItIONs tO 

ExplORE thE DIscIplINE

DIscussION, wRItINg, REpREsENtA-
tION, AND MAkINg ARE INtEgRAl tO thE 

DEsIgN pROcEss

stuDENts ARE sElF-RElIANt wIth 
pEERs FOR suppORt, AND DEsIgNs ARE 

sElF-DRIvEN wIth cRItIcIsM

A lINE OF INquIRy Is EstAblIshED FROM 
wORk, NOt FINAl, DIscREtE pROjEcts

FAculty MEMbERs ARE MENtORs  thAt 
All stuDENts cAN ENgAgE wIth

A ROutINE OF supplEMENtAl lEctuREs 
tO INFusE IDEAs INtO thE stuDIO

DEvElOp A quEstION OR lINE OF INquI-
Ry FOR lIFE ENgAgEMENt IN thE pRO-

FEssION

stuDENts AND yOuNg pROFEssIONAls 
ARE thE cONtINuAtION OF thE DIscI-

plINE

All stuDENts hAvE pOtENtIAl tO DRIvE 
thE DIscIplINE.

tOpIcs FOR thE stuDIO MEthOD

stuDENts

wORk As pARt OF A DIscIplINE AND sEEk tO uNDERstAND 
tEchNIquEs AND MEthODs FOR thE FutuRE

A pERMANENt plAcE

stuDIO sERvEs As A plAcE thAt A stuDENt cAN sAFEly ExplORE AND 
MAkE. thIs Is A pERsONAl DEsk thAt Is AvAIlAblE At All tIMEs As thE  

DEsIgN pROcEss Is NEIthER lINEAR NOR cONstANt

cOMMuNIty

stuDENts AND thE pROFEssORs wORk tOgEthER tO lEARN 
AND MOvE FORwARD tOgEthER IN thE cONtExt OF DEsIgN

lIst OF cONsIDERAtIONschOOsE wAll 
typE AND plANt 

spEcIE(s)

IMplEMENt IN 
DEsIgN 

ItERAtE wIth MAIN 
FRAMEwORk



A FRAME OF MIND
FRAMEwORk FOR vEgEtAtED AssEMblIEs
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cOMpIlED by jAMEs jONEs AND kENNEth blAck
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