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While the Brutalist architectural movement is considered one of the most striking construction styles in the twentieth century, it is one of the most controversial topics.  The idea of the construction style being based on unfinished surfaces make people consider it ugly and boring.  Although difficult to like, I consider the brutalist style of construction as powerful, aesthetic, and imposing. What I dislike is the movement is the lack of incorporation of other features that would accentuate the buildings, such as windows. The term brutalist, however, tends to take away the meaning of the structure and imply a cold and dull sense of style. The term might be what has led to the popular negative opinions about the architectural movement. The podcast provides an architectural perspective on how much skill and creativity are required to construct a building. Understanding how architecture views the building makes me appreciate more the buildings, their significance in defining history, and the challenge they pose in designing. The beauty of the concretes becomes more apparent when the buildings are considered beautiful pieces of art.
Response to Michael Francis Kneiert post
I agree with the position the post takes as it focuses on the functionalities and factors behind the concrete building designs. There is an emphasis on how the designs are difficult to attain since once the concrete is poured, it is hard to take it back which I think is important in understanding the skills required to design concrete buildings. The post also looks at the possibility of economic implications as resources such as materials and maintenance were considered limitless. The post views the Brutalist architectural movement with various disadvantages I assume because of the popular public opinion, yet with considerable likeness. 

Response to Ethan James Dybing post
The post explains how it is easy to dislike concrete styles in building especially with the media influence. I agree with you that the media played a great deal on influencing the public as the buildings have been painted as dull, strong, and rough depicting the designs as unattractive. The simplicity of the designs, such as solid structures is a good way to look at the architectural movement to appreciate it. Also agree with you that, understanding things such as the gravel used that display natural stones on the surface, makes the brutal architectural movement interesting. The post explores the tiny details that are ignored yet give the brutalist movement an artistic point of view.


