Tutorial Record
Anne-Elizabeth Orton

30/10/09

Individual Programme of Study: Process/Urban Environment 
Individual  tutorial with Ian Roberts
	Actions from previous tutorials:

	· Establish a specific area of interest relating to environment (and a question?)

· Identify ways in which installation in Helsinki can be utilised as research/an opportunity to generate ideas and data

· IR to speak with Jane to find out if AE can participate in the laser cutting/Christmas decoration project



	Details of Discussion:

	AE shared details and some images online from the Drawing Installation in Helsinki.
The format of the research was discussed (self-questionnaire and audience feedback) AE related that this had been extremely useful in establishing what the work was about (response to first and second actions as above)

The discussion revisited the relationship between the process and the outcome and that the focus of the work was very much on the process as a method of interrogation. This raised questions again relating to the purpose of the work and why it is being made. IR pointed out that drawings in themselves don’t necessarily need justification. AE mentioned that she no longer felt concerned that she wasn’t producing work which fitted obviously into the context of ‘craft’ or ‘3D design’ to which IR basically responded by raising the fact that there were valid questions around what ‘craft’ is anyway and that the work had an inherent 3 dimensionality as it existed in the space between the projector and the surface. There was some discussion relating to the occupation of that space by light and the necessary interruption of this by AE when working which cast shadows onto the work, also existing 3 dimensionally.

The conversation moved on to possibilities for further developing the 3 dimensionality of the work. AE suggested possibly incorporation of artefacts and interactivity with audience. IR raised the potential for utilisation of an epidiascope. AE felt this could be very interesting but also that it might be easier to access a document viewer which would perform a similar role. Other possible outcomes suggested include:
· 3D drawing/3D paper/cubes/picture planes

· Rotation of and projection onto objects

It was suggested that these methods would encourage the different level of interaction and investigation already underway and would push it foreword by questioning and re-thinking accepted forms of representation.

The discussion moved on to mapping (as representation) and that most maps record a point in time which assumes you will be able to return to the place as it was left but this is not always the case (eg changes as apparent on Google Earth/sat navs; vehicles moved/buildings not yet built) there was discussion of objects as maps/souvenirs/postcards.

AE moved the discussion back to the question of purpose in the work and stated that the research at the weekend had established the work was about classification of articles from within the environment in an attempt to order and understand it. AE related this very directly to the Perec passage as presented in the SOT lecture this week and also to the work of Kracaeur.  AE raised that it seemed inconsistent to not then record as much environmental stimulus as possible to achieve this but IR countered by identifying that filtering, reducing and selecting would facilitate things to come out of the particular and that it was just a case that different things came out of the general.
IR warned that care should be taken when working in a process-focussed fashion that it didn’t just become about the enjoyable qualities of the process and that summarising thoughts by making and putting reflection into practice would be a sensible next step.
IR suggested that AE might refer to the work of Constantin Boym (souvenir of even/place/buildings/disasters) and that Darren (Second year student) had been looking at similar work in this area.
AE asked where she could request loan of projectors and additional PC equipment, IR suggested approaching Educational Services.



	Actions by next week (5/11/09):

	· Attend laser cutting symposium/Write up
· Write up feedback and analysis of Installation in Helsinki

	Long term actions/further areas of research:

	· Physically test ideas relating to extending 3 dimensionality of installation work (borrow projectors etc)
· Continue reading of Solnit’s Wanderlust 
· Read Georges Perec




