
 
 
 

Formative feedback 
 

 
Overall Comments 
This is a very good piece of work, Gesa – informed through research and 
conflated with your own personal experience and perspective, which is an 
absolutely fundamental relationship to a successful project. 
 
There is a very impressive depth to your research and conceptualization of your 
montage project, and you take a novel and exciting, experimental approach to 
the assignment. 
 
Feedback on assignment  
Demonstration of technical and Visual Skills, Quality of Outcome, 
Demonstration of Creativity  
Your project takes a very research led approach, and you show a very good 
understanding of Hopper and Victor Burgin’s work. Your work is however, far 
from just a re-working of Burgin’s Office at Night, but re-imagines such ideas 
within a 21st century context, and an academic workplace.  
 
There are a couple of other pieces of work that this resonates with, which I am 
sure won’t come as a surprise: firstly, Manet’s …Bar Foreges (re-imagined by 
Jeff Wall*) and Valasquez’s Les Meninas [apologies for these poor spellings!], 
where there is a kind of palimpsest of gazes (the ‘gaze’ is discussed later in the 
course), and ambiguity over the viewer’s point of view. Palimpsest is explored 
explicitly in your digital montages ( I can see how your experiments with the 
inside/outside – see below – have contributed to this.**) 
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Your digital montage combines multiple images with multiple points of view, 
which is disruptive and disorientating (in a good way!). I also like the fusion of 
digital and analogue processes in the fabrication of the work. This hybridization 
also effectively references the changing nature of the modern workplace 
(generally, not just in academia), and I like the reference to the filing cabinet – so 
emblematic of the office space, but a kind of defunct object now. 
 
The images you sent me are a little too low resolution for my liking to be honest – 
I think in future, it would make sense to embed your images within the pdf that 
contextualizes your project, and send links to full resolution images (as you did 
with dropbox).  
 
Your images are quite ‘grainy’ / ‘noisy’. (There is a difference, but without seeing 
the full resolution images I can’t make an accurate assessment.) I am not sure to 
what extent this is intentional? If not, you need to have a bit more practice at 
using the lightmeter effectively to get a better exposure on the film and/or a bit 
more tuition using the scanners to reduce the amount of noise. Assuming the 
noise is intentional though, I actually don’t find it inappropriate – it adds to the 
sense of disorientation, and the reference to film (which, on a commercial level is 
also kind of defunct) draws a nice parallel to the rapidly changing nature of the 
office space. 
 
Your ‘manual montages’ are very interesting indeed – creating a kind of 
participatory montage that you/the viewer can assemble anywhere / ‘remotely’ 
was for me, quite an unexpected response to the brief indeed! Have you tested 
this work on others? I think you should put it in the hands of others and 
document how they respond and assemble the images.***  
 
Coursework 
Demonstration of technical and Visual Skills, Demonstration of Creativity  
Good work on the first unit of the course, especially the Helen Sear inspired 
work.  
 
I appreciate that there are lot of reading exercises in the course, but do use your 
blog to document experimental work, sketches and ideas.  
 
Research 
Context, reflective thinking, critical thinking, analysis   
The document that accompanies your project is very well written and provides a 
comprehensive insight into the development and resolution of the project. In one 
sense it is exemplary, however, I must say that while I found it very interesting, it 
did take me quite a while to properly read and digest. All of this information is 



absolutely welcome within your Learning Log, for me / assessors to take a 
greater look at when necessary (and it’s important for your own use/reference. 
However, you need to stick to the prescribed word count to introduce your work 
for assignment submissions, and be a lot more succinct. This isn’t just for your 
tutor’s benefit (!) but it is important to learn how to communicate you practice in 
concise and succinct prose. (Please forgive me if, in my feedback, I appear to 
have missed any salient points that you have already explained in your text!) 
 
But as mentioned, your research is exemplary and applied to your practice 
originally. 
 
Learning Log 
Context, reflective thinking, critical thinking, analysis   
The content on here is very good indeed – excellent research and reflection on 
practice. I suggest expanding your menu structure though – add a category for 
each Assignments. (You might want to add any posts that relate to the 
development of a project, as well as your reflections after submission etc.)  
 
Suggested reading/viewing  
Context  
* See Campany’s book.. http://davidcampany.com/jeff-wall-picture-for-women/ 
 
** See also Susan Derges’s work, which incorporates layering and disruption, but 
with very different reasons and visual outcomes. 
 
*** This approach addresses authorship very well. Have a look at Roland 
Barthes’s famous essay Death of the Author (in Image-Music-Text, I believe. 
There are other interesting essays around montage (in film) which I think will be 
of interes.) 
 
(As a real contrast in terms of documenting workplaces, see Garry Winogrand’s 
project on workplaces from the 1970s. I think Anna Fox has did a project on 
workplaces too, in the 1990s.) 
 
Pointers for the next assignment / assessment 
I think your response to the assignment is very strong indeed and the depth of 
your criticality is and contextualization is very encouraging indeed. You have also 
responded creatively and originally. 
 
Where I feel you have scope to really develop though is in your technical and 
visual skills: You practice is very well informed, contextually, but to be honest, I 
don’t find that the formal outcome of either these approaches actually have 
aesthetic qualities that match their intellectual underpinning. Forgive me if this 



sounds trite or pedestrian, but my view is that artwork – in all forms – is 
presented to be engaged with, and it needs to be aesthetically enticing to do so 
effectively. I think this is particularly the case with your ‘manual montages’ – I 
think one needs to always ask the frank question, of whether anyone else is 
actually going to want to engage with a piece of one’s work.  
 
Personally, I think conceptual underpinning is hugely important, but it is easy to 
dismiss the importance of the form. That’s why work like Helen Sear’s is so 
effective – because it ‘works’ both conceptually and formally, and both things 
define the other. I think there is aesthetically stronger work evidenced in your 
coursework – your diptychs over the bed for instance, and your ‘inside/outside’ 
responses. You have the aesthetic sensibilities – I think you just need to 
embrace that a bit more in your project. 
 
But I am very excited about seeing more of your work! 
 
 
Please inform me of how you would like your feedback for the next assignment: 
written or video/audio. 
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