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Curriculum ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN (C61)

PROJECT ECONOMIC EVALUATION (B018885) CFU (48 hours)
Teacher: Marta Berni

Course content

The course aims to introduce students to the thiealeand methodological foundations of scientific
evaluation which are necessary for the architeahascoordinator of the decision-making processhef
architectural project and urban plan. The course alms to provide some basic critical knowledgdhmn
operation and use of the most common evaluatidmigquaes in the field of architectural design andaur
planning.

Training objectives

The course aims to provide the student with thécdagic of the evaluation process, forming a teéctam
equipped with the theoretical knowledge and thér®al skills required to understand, control aredign
an evaluation process supporting the decision-nggincess of complex projects and urban plans doapr
to European, national and regional regulation.

Learning Objectives

The course aims to equip the student with:

e theoretical and methodological knowledge on evadnahs a cognitive process for the expression of
judgements of value on the available alternativesling to scientific procedures;

e technical and operational skills needed to cartye@onomic evaluations suited to the different esaof
the architectural project and urban plan.

In particular, the course provides:

e the basic concepts of evaluation as a scientificigline;

e the characteristics of the decision-making prooés$kse architectural project and urban plan;

e the main, most common, economic evaluation teclasgypically used in evaluating the project at
different stages and different scales (from thédmyg to the city).

Main topics of the course

1) Introduction to the evaluation as a scientific giloe;
2) Relationship between the decision-making procedseaaluation;
3) Uncertainty and forecasting in the decision-malpnocess of architectural and urban project;
4) The project as decision-making tool;
5) The Evaluation of complex project
6) Main evaluation techniques (with a special focushair pros and cons):
a) SWOT Analysis;
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b) The logical framework approach evaluating the motge relevance, internal coherence, and
sustainability;

¢) Financial analysis to evaluate the project's peedficiency;
d) Cost-benefit analysis to evaluate the project'dipetfficiency;
e) Democratic evaluation and multi-criteria analysis.

Teaching methods

The course consists of lectures which develop eoissues including the principle of evaluation tiyethe

use of evaluation in the architectural project'sd(aurban plan's) decision-making process and the
presentation of the main, most common evaluatiohrigues used in the architect's professional jpeact

Mode of learning verification
Exams are oral.

Students regularly attending the courséhave two possibilities:

1) an oral exam on all the topics addressed in theseofthe PowerPoint presentations of all the lestur
are provided in digital form by the teacher);

2) students interested in deepening a specific tagcroake a written report (theme and structure foeist
agreed in advance with the teacher) and presemndlity, demonstrating sufficient knowledge of caurs
contents.

Students not attending the coursemust agree on a bibliography (tailored accordiogtheir specific
interests in evaluation) with the teacher and &keral examination on it.
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