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Coordinator Student Info  

Assoc. Prof. (PhD) Fatma İpek EK ID, Name Surname 

Evaluation Criteria Grade Calculated 
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 1. Quality of design and creativity 

20%   20%  

2. Completeness 

3. Representation quality  

4. Pertinence of the content/context 

5. Progress 

M
ai

n
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ss
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n
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 1. Quality of design and creativity 

30%  30%  

2. Quality of analysis and synthesis approach 

3. Completeness 

4. Representation quality  

5. Pertinence of the content/context 

M
id

te
rm

 

1. Quality of design and creativity  

12% 

  20% 

 1.1. Quality of spatial solutions 

 1.2. Use of design volume 

2. Completeness 

8% 
3. Representation quality 

 3.1. Workmanship quality 

 3.2. Quality of detailing 

Fi
n

al
  

1. Quality of design and creativity  

20% 

   30% 

1.1. Quality of spatial solutions 

1.2. Use of design volume and site 

2. Completeness 

10% 
3. Representation quality 

 2.1. Workmanship quality 

 2.2. Quality of detailing 

 Total  100%    100% 

Letter Grade   

Signatures Grading scale 

Assoc. Prof. (PhD) Fatma İpek Ek (Coordinator) 

A 95-100  4 

A- 90-94  3,7 

B+ 85-89 3,3 

B 80-84  3 

B- 75-79 2,7 

Inst. (PhD) Aysu Püskülcü Aydın  
C+ 70-74  2,3 

C 65-69  2 

Inst. (PhD) Zeynep Bavunoğlu  
C- 60-64 1,7 

D+ 55-59   1,3 

Inst. (MSc) Dilek İnce 
D 50-54 1 

F 0-49  0 

 


