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Jury Coroment·-Project is well resolved and 
the 1111ffic problems are cardully handled. 
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of needs and shows a good disposition oJ 
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THE DOMINION OF MAN 

The policies we adopt with reference to waste and destruc
tion of our soil and water resources will affect the history of our 
nation forever. 

In every year of his existence on this planet, mankind has 
allowed his environment to be ravaged by disastrous floods and 
dc-.astating dc~truction. EYen today. man spends only a minute 
part of his energies in preventing this loss of precious resources 
which constitute an integralpart of-in fact, the very basis of
all of our environment. 

I know of thousandc; of people who decry the size of the 
federal debt l)(,'C'au'ie of the burden it places on onr children of 
!Zenerations yet unborn, but c;it idly by and do nothing to check 
the loss of our water and soil, which is depleting the wealth of 
posterity in an amount many. many times the size of this fed~ 
eral debt on whil:h they focus their attention. This attitude 
gnaws at my conscience and I hope gnaws at the conscience of 
all of us. It demands corn.-ction if man is to exercise a compe
tent dominion over nature. 

With our present knowledge, this water could be retained 
in the general area where it falls. to serve an infinite number of 
useful purposes. This soil <:ould he preserved for our children, 
out of which could continue to. grow the food, the fiber, and the 
ornaments of our culture. 

Do we have the sense of responsibility to deal effectively 
with the preservation of this very vital foundatfon to our pro
gress, our economy and our culture? In this ever increasingly 
complex world-a world of mushrooming urbanimtion, a world 
of ru.sembly line!>, mass production-we have unbelieveable ca
pability to ered buildings, then abandon them, build automo
biles, machinery, and innumerable artifacts of our industrial 
structure, use them for a while, then abandon them to corrupt 
the landscape and replace nature's harmony and beauty ·with 
man m.tde uglmcss, thereby precipitating another environm<'ntal 
crisis. 

Entrances to our major metropolitan areas, and even to 
many of our rural villages and towns, are marked and scarred by 
this debris which has been carelessly, recklessly, and irrespon
sibly abandoJ1ed or filed in outdoor warehouses to serve the 
whims of some exploiter. 

Nature never creates anything but what it promptly de. 
stroys when the object of its creation has been served. So it 
must be with man if this civiliation is to survive. 

The Honorable FRANK B. MORRISON 
Governor of Nebraska 

(excerpt from Proceedings of Te:u,.s Conference on Our Environmental 
Crises, Proceedings available from School of Atchitecture, University 

of Texas) 



Texas Conference: 
Campus and University 
Planning 
SUMMA.llY- Te:u. Come~: C.U,pua ud Uni•en,rp Pi.-i .. br 
W,11,am J. Manila. Dtreaot" of Pacd.tt>et Plaoruac, Coordaoauaa Board. 
Tua CoUese ud Ua,•en,iy S11totm. 

Three hundred and sixty-nine architects and educa
tors attended the recent campus planning conference 
at the Gunter Hotel in San Antonio which was jointly 
sponsored by the Coordinating Board of higher edu
cation in Texas and the Texas Society of Architects. 
Dr. Jack Williams briefly outlined the duties and 
responsib1hties of the Coordinating Board as defined 
in the J-ligher Education Coordinating Act of 100.5 
and enumerated the principal research projects CUT~ 

rently in progress for the Coordinating Board by Tex
as colleges and universities which will ht> incorporated 
into the master plan for higher education in Texas. 

Dr. 11.irokl Cores, President of Educational Facilities 
Laboratories. was the major speaker at the confer
ence and suggested that our primary tasks in his 
opinion are as follows: 

1. Reduce the current .. Brain Drain" of Tesas gradu
ates to other states, which is a serious economic 
liab1litv. 

2. Study' demography continuously to enable more 
areurate forecasting of needs. 

3. Seek better ways and meam to integrate and 
homogenize the campus with the community 
both academically and physically. 

Dr. Charles Pinnell, Associate Dean, Texas A&~1 
University, discussed his research efforts for the ~ 
ordinating Board cooc:emmg the "Systems Approach 
to College and University Planning." lie focused on 
the full range of institutional dt>e1sion-makiog includ
ing academic, financial and pl1ysical plant planning. 
( The results of the six-volume study on this subject 
will be published and made available to all Texas 
colleges .md universities this summer.) 

Two case study presentations graphically illustrated 
the diversjty that exists today in higher education 
programs and facilities which are planned to ac-com
mcxlate them. They were: Oakland Community Col
lege, Orchard Ridge c.,mpus. F ,mnin~ton. Michig,m, 
Audio-tutorial approach to lt>:lmm~ for 5,000 students, 
no classrooms, maximum u"<' of audio, visual and 
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Sedge Thomson, Director of Facilities Planning and Con
struction, University of Washinston, addresses case study 
snsion on xnior Colleges aod Univeni,ies. 

Left to right are George Harrell, FAIA, Regional Director, 
Texas Socier:y of Architects; Dr. John Tirrek, President, 
Oakland Community College, Michigan; and Mace Tungate, 
FAJA, President, Teus Society of Arcbiteas. 

Left 10 right are Tom Bullock, AJA. Chairman TSA 
Comn1,iu.:e on Sc:hools and College Architecture; Anthony 
G. Adinolfi, Hon. AJA, M.inager of Planning, New York 
State Construct.ion Fuod; and Kennc1h II. Ashworth, As· 
sistant Commusiont'1' for F,'tlero1I Program\ a11d f.icilities 
Pl.inning, Co-ordinating Board, Texas College and Un_iH!f· 
stty Sys~m. 
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Texas Conference: 
Campus and University 
Planning 

electronic devices to extend faculty members to every 
student. Labs open 14 hours per day with tutor in 
attendance. University of Washjngton, Seattle, Wash
ington, a multiversity of over 30,000 students whose 
physical plant is an outgrowth of the 1909 Interna
tional Exposition. Major revisions were necessary in 
development plans in 1921, 1927, 1934. 1949, 1961 to 
meet ever changing social conditions and academic 
emphasi'!. 

Vice Chance11or Don Walker. U.T. System; David 
Kelly, A,;sistant Executive Secretary, Southern Asso
ciation of Colleges and Secondary Schools; and John 
Dozier, Vice President, Macalester College, St. Paul, 
Minnesota discussed and responded to the case study 
presentations and the previous c-onference sessions. 

The Juncheon session on Friday was climaxed hy 
Anthony G. Adinolfi, \1'.anager, State University of 
New York Construction Fund (59 campuses, $900 
million worth of construction put in place in 1966 ). 
who said: "Unless there is a change in the e'lt'isting 
system of funding higher education in Texas you will 
not be able to adequately meet the needs of projected 
enrollment increases presented to this audience by 
Dr. Williams yesterday. Under your present system 
only one thing is certain and that is as greater de
mands are placed upon the colleges and uuiversities 
in t~e state to meet the needs of fast increasing num
bers of students, the "pie will grow smaHer and 
smaller." 

The 1966 AlA-EFL-HEW Higher Education Design 
Awards exhibit proved to be nn effective backdrop 
for conference sessions which focused upon seeking 
ways and means to improve the "educational environ
ment" through more meaningful design and plan
~~ . 
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Architect's Statement 

Realizing that a gen('ral class
room building is probably the 
most densely inhabited and well 
used structure on a typical cam
pus, our client, "The Administra
tion", requested from the outset 
that in addition to desi~ning an 
economical and functional build
ing, serious consideration should 
be given to designing a building 
which would he stimulating to ex
perience. 

Assuming that neither teaching 
mc,thods nor size of dassrooms c·an 
he c·onsidc>red as stahl<' now or in 
the future, design theory for this 
huilding is based 011 maximum 
flexibility. The hasic plan locates 
all fixed clements, such as columns, 
chases, stairs, elevator.., rest rooms 
and corridors on the p<'riphcry of a 
rectangle to avoid a later connict 
with c·hanging space requirements. 

The tc•mp<•ratc dimatl' of this 
area allows thC' use of outside c·or
ridors with shiphoard hei~ht rail
ing,; in lieu of thC' more <.·ustomary 
interior douhlc loaded corridors 
lcndin~ ac-1<litional imp<>tus to thP 
fll'xiblt• planning. 

Total s<1uare footage is one lmn
dn·d and forty-nine thom:md 
square feet, ac•c-ommodatin~ in C'X
cc-ss of thirty-six hundn•d stmlc•nts 
and faculty. Tlw sixt<·<·n thousand 
square foot sunken landsc-ap<•d 
c•ourt provides a plC'as:mt pre-dass 
waiting area for stucfonts. Escala
tor serviCX' extends through all class
room floors from the lower IC'vcl 
thru the third floor with dc•vator 
<;(.'rvict• to all noors. Fa<:ulty uf
fic-es and ~cmiuar room, are t·n· 
do<;ed in the fourth thm sixth 
floors. 

During classroom c-hanges the 
building appc•ars to he a visually 
kiul'lic structure of people moving 
thm architecture. 

StCJtl'me11t l,y Tfc>tul of lmtilution 

The significant featurt•s of the 
de~ign of the general classroom 
building centc•r around the nc-cd 
for a combination facility providing 
maximum dficic-ncy of building 
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space on a Jimited land area. The 
economy of design wa'i not only 
assumed, it wac; stressed. On thC> 
surfa(·e, a problem of this kind 
would appear to be quit<' simple, 
re<1uiring only the comhination of 
da-,sroo1m and or£k(•s and heing 
not too dissimilar to a c·ommerda1 
office buildin~. In fact, tlw ex
ln•m<' rang<' of dassroom si7.<'S 
( from seminar roorm and a lan
~uag<' laboratory to teaching audi
toria of 400 and 600 student -.ta
tions) to home approx:imatdy 
3,420 student,; per hour1 in addi
tion to offices of varying require
nwnts for apprO"timalely 200 fa<'
ulty in cliff ercnl ,lic;c:iplines. prc
S<'nte<l an architectural challenge. 
Tiu• architects also were a,ked to 
provide a -;truc:tural system giving 
ma'{irnum flex:ihility for the future 
rt>arrang<'ment of space, and to pro
vide a huil<ling whkh would be
come part of the student's total 
educational experience. 

We believe that th<' architect has 
achieved an outstanding solution 
to the several prohlems by design
ing a high-ri~ structure employ
ing a sin~lc-loaded corridor and 
locating all fixed elements on the 
periphery of a rectangle. The pre
vailing bree7.c is utilized to cool 
thl? courtyard and to dry the ex
posed walking surfaces on the ex
terior c.-orridor. 
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TEXAS ENERGY REPORT 

There must be 
a reason so many 
Cat Engines are working 
in Texas! 

WRONG! There are MANY reasons! 
• Th,• population of Cat-built Engines in Texas is 
Pxploding More and m<>r<' applications arl' demand
ing the dl>(X'ndability and <'conomy that Caterpillar
clcsi~nc.•d power units deliwr 

The reasons arc many: More J>OWN in a trim-siz<-d 
packagt>: low J)(lwr>r-lo-w,•1ght ratio: four-cyclt> dPsign: 
high torqm• riSC': (•fficil•nt and cornpl(•h· fuel combu.s
tion: minimum atfrntion and mainfrnann•; ,•xc·pptional 
quality standards for all c.-omponf'nlc;; immcdiak 
S('rYi<·c> avnilability 

And th<' rt>sults are many, too: Lowest hourly oper
ating msts; assurc-d r<>liability; constant delivery of 
sl)('cificd powt-r; long lifo; high trad<'-in value. 

uat our c>ngine SJ)("Cialists present reasons why you 
should pow..r up or rc>pow<'r with Caterpillar ... and 
prove> th<' rt>su I ts 

CCJt t'n,:111,·, rc,11,:,· to /550 UP (max) in Sin/lit unit 
111~talfot1on.~ . . Cat J-:l1•ctric Si'/s ran,:e to 800 KW 
( ~ta11dbv ) 1n ~ln/!lc untl m .~lalfotwns •. . art' diesel or 
rintural,tas /uf'lrd . • • st•rt•r IJli primr power or 
11tandbv potN•r 

Your CATERPILLAR 

• WEST TEXAS EQUIPIIIIENT CO. 
Ama11llo • Lubbock 

• RUST TRACTOR 
El Paso • Albuquerque, · 
f arm,nglon, Hobbs N.M. 

• TRE.ANOR EQUIPMENT CO 
Abilene • Odessa • Pecos 

• HOLT MACHINERY CO. 
San Antonio • Aushn 

• 
Dealers in TEXAS 

• DARR EQUIPMENT CO. 
Dallas • Cladewaler • Waco • 
W1ch1ta falls • T e•arkana 

• MUSTANG TRACTOR & [QUIPMENT CO. 
Houston • [I Campo • 
Lufkin • Beaumont 

• 8. 0. HOLT CO. 
Co, pus Ch11sll • Weslaco • 
Brownsv1 lie • V1cto11a 



your building & your architect 

how to pick an architect 

'fl.ere is no easy way to pick an architect. True, 
there are some general rules that can be stated, pit
falls that can be warned against, pointers that can be 
offered about what to look for in an architect and his 
work-and all of these things arc done in the foHow
ing pages. 

But there is no magic formula for selection. "Lis
ten," said a man in charge of building some $10 mil
lion in retail stores a year when asked how he doos it, 
•if you rome up with a good system, let me know." • 

In reality, systems and procedures arc less impor
tant in this perilous quest than is the disposition of 
the client. To the task he must bring good intentions, 
an open mind, a hardy sales resistance and a will
ingness to take the time and trouble to learn some
thing of what architects and architecture are aU 
about. 

To some clients, used to making clear-cut decisions 
about clear-cut problems, all of this seems impossibly 
hazy and imprecise. They seek an easy way out, turn
ing to acquaintances, to brothers-in-law, to big, briskly 
bu..,incsslike architectural finns, or to the even bigger 
organizations which offer a neat pa<'kage of construc
tion services. Sometimes they get fairly good build
ings, but they do not often get architecture. 

Hence the stress on good intentions. All things be
ing equal, the dient gets about as good a huilding 
as he wants. To achieve architecture-a building 
which is soundly put together, which works well and 
which is an ornament to its surroundings and a source 
of deep satisfoetion to its occupants-the client must 
have a strong drive to do so. His motivation may he 
simple pride, public relations. a feeling of responsibil
ity to the community and the building's ultimate 
users. \Vhatcver the reason. he mu.st activ(•ly want the 
building to be sometlling far more than mere shelter. 

~AY, 1961 

And then he must try to select the right architect. 
Otheiwise, the best of intentions are wasted. Many 
a client who starts out with a desire to he a party 
to greatness winds up a patron of mediocrity, a11 
through making the wrong choice. Selecting an 
architect is hy no means the only decision the client 
has to make during the buildin~ process, but it is 
far and away the most crncial. 

F onnal competition: it may be worth tlte trouble 
There docs exist one cut-and-dried method of mak
ing the choice, which perhaps should be dealt with 
first. It is the formal architC'ctural competition, held 
under the code for :uchitcetural competitions ( AIA 
Document B451 }, established hy The American In
stitute of Architects, in which the dient hires a pro
fessional adviser, set,; up a jury and invites architects 
to submit designs based on a common program. 

Architectural competitions are Popular sport in 
Europe, but they have never really caught on in the 
United States. Jnclced, it is not difficult to make a 
case against them: they can he expensive to stage 
( the AIA code requires compensation to the pr~ 
fessional adviser, the jury and the finalists). They 
sometimes tend to drive out the busier, hettcrknown 
firms who i.imply don't have time to take a flyer. 
They can deprive the client of the chance to closely 
investigate the extra-design abilities of the firm that 
gets the jury's nod. 

And yet the formal competition is the nearest thing 
to a sure-fire system for attaining superior architec· 
tur<'-a system that lets the client sec a facsimile of 
the product bef orc a desi~ner is selected and provides 
a panel of experts to guide the choice. It is especially 
well-suited to public projects: it is, after aH, a parti
cularly democratic way to pick architects, and it also 
takes some of the political pressure off the public 
client. Most important, it often leads to a freshness 
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and excitement not often found in public buildings. 
There is reason to question, for example, whether 
Ao,;ton would have the prospect of such a vigorous 
oew city hall had the architects been selected and 
retained directly by the city government. 

Vie firn list: where to go from the yellow pages 
For the DJajority of clients, who don't feel a full
scale competition to be feasible, the search for an 
architect begins with a list of names. If they are 
habitual clients or long-time architecture buffs, they 
probably start with some names in mind. If not, 
however, they are likely to be seen staring at the 
yellow pages of the telephone book and wondering 
where to tum. 

Some tum to the local chapter of the AIA, but 
more often than not come away disappointed. The 
AJA is a membership organization, and in prudence 
cannot be expected to make <1ualitative distinctions 
among those who pay it dues. Many architects, more
over, stoutly resist classification as specialists, and in 
some localities the AIA office is forbidden even to 
suggest architects who have done a great many build
ings of one type or another. 

The best advice that can he offered the bewildered 
client at this point is to enter into a crash program 
of self-education and to piclc the hrains of all ac
cessible experts shamelessly. Architectural huff or no, 
if_ he has the firm intenbon to achieve a good build
ing, he probably has some standard of what a good 
building is. The goals of the education program are 
to develop these standards further and to find some 
architects who seem to offer promise of meeting them. 

One starting point is in the pages of the archi
tectural magazines, which convey a feeling of what 
is currently being buiJt and may even contain work 
by arc-.hitects in the client's own locale. The AIA 
chapter may conduct an awards program or have 
available a guidebook, both of which give some in
dication ( though far from an infallible one) of the 
practitioners whom the architectural community con
siders its leaders. But the most instructive procedure 
of all is for the client to visit new buildings, to get 
their "feel;' and then to find out who designed those 
to which he responds most positively. 

As for the expert counsel, it should be sought on 
both sides of the fence, among clients as well as 
architects. Acquaintances or colleagues who have 
gone through the process of selection recently are 
rich sources. It is harder on the architects' side: who 
could summon the nerve to ask Macy's to recommend 
a good department store? Good prospects here are 
architect friends who are employees of large offices, 

, .. 

architectural journalists and architectural educators. 
Journalists and educators are often chary about re
commendations, however. 

fie matters of chauvinism, size and specialization 
The making of the first list of potential candidates 
involves more than lnowledge. It also involves some 
tough decisions about matters on which even the 
most expert disagree. Among them, in fact, are per
haps the three most .hotly debated questions about 
the selectfon of architects. 

The first is whether the client should consider only 
local firms. If he is a staunch member of the Shop 
at Home Committee of the chamber of commerce, 
the question may well answer itself. Nattonal con
cerns who want to become "part of the community., 
also may find it prudent to use only home-grown 
talent. Local public agencies, notably school boards, 
often arc subject to some rather unsubtle pressures 
from the architectural fraternity not to look too far 
afield. And even beyond such considerations, there 
are good reasons to have the architect dose at hand 
during the design and construction process. 

Unhappily, however, some communities are not 
rich in the kind of talent required to produce supe
rior work. The client who wants a building of genuine 
quality may be forced to look elsewhere. After all, 
the desire to give the community such a huilding is 
local pride of an admirable sort. The hometown archi
tects should understand; they are professionals, not 
juvenile gang leaders carving an area into unimpreg
nahle turfs. As for the convenience of having the 
architect nearby, it can often be attained through an 
association between the out-of-town architect a.nd a 
local firm. 

The second lnotty question involves the project's 
size. If it is a large and complex job, should only 
big firms be considered? The big firm, of course, will 
answn yes. It will claim, with a good deal of justi
fication. to offer a wider range of services than a 
small office. The big finn will also point out that it 
takes hotb manpower and experience to manage the 
myriad details involved in a si7.able project. 

These are compelling arguments-if the client is 
satisfied that the big Finn will also. deliver quality. 
Some do, but here another harsh fact must be faced: 
there arc enormous architectural offices, turning out 
enonnous quantities of work, which have yet to do a 
good huilding. What may be a large job to the client, 
moreover, may he mn-of-the-mill to the big firm and 
may wind up in the hands of a 22-year old designer 
in one com<:>r of its huge drafting room. 
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Nixon High School, Laredo 
Omdill Rowlett Scott. Architects 

Photo by Jay Oistad 

Inwood Manor Apartments, Houston 
Neuhaus & Taylor, Architeca 

Photo by Paul Peters 
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There are two alternatives. One is to engage a 
medium-sized f inn with a hard core of superior per
sonnel which is willing to expand its production staff 
for the job. The client must balance the risks involved 
against the likelihood that the £inn will throw all of 
its talents unstintingly into his building. The other is, 
again, an association, this time of a small design office 
with a big firm to handle production and perhaps 
construction contract administration. 

A word about such associations: they are a little 
like shot-gun weddings, particularly if the two firms 
have both been contenders for the commission. There 
should be a pre<'ise understanding about who is in 
charge of what; otherwise, design ideas can be lost 
in endless bickering and compromise. Also, even 
though the two firms share the fee, the client should 
understand that he will be putting out a little more 
in expenses. \Vhether the association is worth it is 
his decision. 

The third and final point of controversy is whether 
the client should seek only those architects who have 
solid experience in the type of building at hand. 
Phalanxes of specialists have grown up around those 
types which are especiaJly complicated in program 
or function, such as schools, hospitals, laboratories 
and factories. Often these specialists know the client's 
problems better than he does. They can make his life 
a great deal easier. 

But sometimes the specialist becomes so steeped 
in the client's problems that the process of design 
becomes automatic-and the 'building looks it. His 
expertise is not to be dismissed lightly, but it should 
not be overweighted. Often a fresh solution comes 
from the application of a fresh ta)ent, even a young 
talent. A good many outstanding huildings have re
su.lted from the encounter between an imaginati.ve 
architect and a new problem complex enough to be 
challenging. 

T,,e interview: tl1e selection process gets personal 
The client now has his preliminary list. It is not too 
long, al}d nicely assorted among architects far and 
near, big and small, expe.rience<l and untrammeled. 
TI1e ned step is an entertaining one. lie should con
tact ea<'h of the candidates, explain the nature of his 
project and invite them to submit information on their 
offices and their past work. The next few days' mail 
will bring him an amazing variety of missives, rang
ing from chaste professional communications to thick, 
multicolor brochures. Careful study, culling fact from 
fancy, should enable him to further trim the list to 
those he wants to interview. 
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"In the end," an Arcl1itectural Forum editorial once 
said, "a client has to trust two people: himself and 
his architect." The interview is generally the first 
face-to-face encountt•r Letween the two. One of its 
principal function<; is to give an indication wh<.>ther 
their corning togt>thcr produ('CS that special chemi,;try 
required for Joint participation in creative effort. The 
reaction is indefinable- it is more than a matter of 
mer<' <..-ompatibility-but it must be r<.>al if something 
of worth is to result from the association. 

An important corollary of the statement just quoted 
is that architecture is, in the final anal~is, a personal 
matter, whose creation is best not left to committees. 
Until now, we have usC'd the word client in the 
singular, Something in the natur<.> of modem institu• 
lions, however, S<'ems to require the setting up of 
committees for ta-.ks lik<' choosing architects. It is 
probahly unavoidable, and it can tum out all right 
if one condition i-. met: that a single, stron~ indivi• 
dual on the committee be ~vcn prime rcsponsihility 
for the screl'nin~ process of voices and ideas that 
will produce only contradictions, confmion and, in 
the c-nd, tn<'diocrity. 

No two an·hitC'<.'t-dit>nt intcniC'WS art' c1uite alikC'. 
Some dic-nts likt• to visit thr arc-hit<'ct in his natural 
habitat; 'iOmc· f<•<-1 safer m("<'lin~ the nrc:hikct on their 
own home grounds. Som<• nrd,itN:ts appear wn•athC'd 
in !.mile!> and nanked by ,it't' presidents in l'harge of 
client dcvelopm<.>nt ( salesmc•n); some come alont· and 
sit quic-tly, willing to l<'t their work speak for them. 
In thr normal ('Ottr~ of the· interview, the dient ex
plain,; hi., projcd in more dt•tail ,md asks the arc-.hi
ted about his office and his experience. The arehitcC't 
atlcmpl"I to rdatc hi!> capahilities to what ,c<'m to he 
the client's nreds. Som('whcrc alon~ the line, eac-h 
form,; thc- important first impression of what the other 
would ht> lilt• to work with. 

Th<.>re are. of course. a few ~eneral type,; the dicnt 
should he wamc•d away from: the architect who 
shows more interrst in the smoothne,;s of hi'i pitch 
than in th<· spec-ifics of th<' joh at hand; the architect 
who claims to have developed startlin~. <.'Ost-cutting 
innovations; the architect who comes to the interview 
already bearing a sketch of what th<' building might 
look like and, most sinist<-r of all, the ard1itect who 
hints that he might be able to shave the fee a bit. 
Tlte AJA chapters put out schC'dules of recommended 
fees which have met th<.> tests or fairness to both 
sides. The architect can suggest that thc- fees be high
c-r than th<' sd1cdulc- if extra servi<:es ar<' required, 
hut beware if he offers to make them lower. 

The client will not work solely with the architect 
himSl'lf, and so shouJd get to know the others in the 
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office who will be importantly involved in the proj
ect ( a step which can be accomplished either in the 
initial interview or as a follow-up). Included here 
are the structural, mechanical, electrical and acous
tical engineers, whether they are on the architect's 
staff or are to be engaged by him as consultants. 

The client is now almost ready to make the choice, 
but not quite. The final proof of an architect is in 
his buildings. The client's final step, then, is a careful 
investigation of each surviving candidate·s past work. 

fle tour: what to look for in the arcliitect's work 
The operative word is investigation. This does not 
mean turning again to the magazines. nor driving 
by the architect's huildings. nor even walking through 
them with him antl saying periodicaHy. "bn't that 
nice!" (lf it reallv isn't verv nice, the client's best 
line is, "Say, this' is a builciing.'·) It mC'am finding 
out how expeditiously th<' buildingc; We're built, how 
much they cost, how well they work and, once again, 
how they feel as human environment. Advice on pro
cedure would go somethiniz; like this: 

First of all, give the archite<'t a fair shake: let 
him suggest whkh of hi-. buildings you ~hould look 
irito. Then steel yourself not to look for the shadow 
of your building in them. Your building, influenced 
by your own nt><'ds and nature, may tum out to be 
quite different. even in the hands of this architect. 

Next, ask for an advance look at the program for 
the building you are studying ( or a verhal summary 
if the program does not exi,;t on paper). This way 
you wil) have an idea of what the architect was ex
pected to deli\'er. 

Approaching the building. )ook to see how well it 
fil'i into its immediate surrounding, particularly if it 
is in a key location or a neighborhood whose char
acter demands particular respect. Case the exterior, 
weighing your reaction to the use of materials, the 
~<'n<'ral scale, the proportion of one part to another. 

Once inside, do the same and also take note of 
the handling of li~ht, hoth natural and artificial. 
( But don't blame the architect for the furnishings 
without checking who d,o.,e them.) 111ink bade to 
the program and try to fonn some impression of 
how well the building fulfills its function. During 
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the tour, don't hesitate to ask the architect about 
any aspect of the building you find questionable. 

Later, arrange to see the building's owner. Tact
fully probe further into the buildings function; try 
to detennine how the job went; get as much in
formation as you can about co,;ts. If the owner is 
reluctant to give you specific figures, at least find 
out how close the final cost was to the architect's 
estimate, But do not necessarily take all the owner 
says at face value. If the building came in high, it 
could have been because he insisted on changes. 
or simply because building costs in general rose be
tween estimating and bidding. 

Finally, if possible, talk to the contractor. Try to 
find out from him how complete the plans and speci
fications were, whether they came in on time and 
generally how the architect performed as construc
tion administrator. But, again, beware. There i6 a 
continual <.-old war of sorts between contractors and 
architects. so cany an ample supply of salt. 

Such a procedure may seem tedious, hut nobody 
said it wouldn't be. The more time and thought the 
client puts in, the Jess likely he is to make a mistalce 
in his choice of an architect, the results of which 
can only ho a building that neither looks, feels, nor 
work well. And that is a terribly prominent, terribly 
permanent, kind of mistake to make. • 

Tl,e information in this serie~ of articles is from 
The American Institute of Architects new IS-page 
publication, "Your Building & Your Architect." The 
booklet is for cli<itribution by AIA mt>mbers to pros
pective building owners and can be purchased from 
the Institute's Document Division at The Octagon for 
$25 for 100 (•opit>s and 50c each for less than 100. 
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ISRAEL HERMAN STEIN 
AIA 

Israel Herman Stein, AIA. has 
been appointed to the national 
headquarters of the American In
stitute of Architects as Director of 
Urban Design Programs. 

Mr. Stein was born in Houston, 
and received a B.S. in Architecture 
from the University of Houston in 
1952, and a Bachelor of Architec
ture in 1953. The folJo·wing year 
he received a Fulbright Student 
Exchange grant to study at the 
Technische Hochschule in Stutt
gart. Germany. and in 1967 he re
ceived a Master of Regional Plan
ning degree in City and Regional 
Planning from the University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill. He 
.erved in the U.S. Army for two 
years, and has traveled extensively 
in Mexico and Europe. Mr. Stein 
has taught at the University of 
Houston, Univemty of Southwest
ern Louisiana, and the University 
of Texas. He wa,; a principal in 
the Luciano and Stein Associates 
Architectural and Enginttri.ng firm 
in Houston, 1961-63, intern in the 
National Capital Regional Plannin~ 
Council in Washington. 1966, and 
director of planning design for 
Gassner / Nathan / Browne / Sea
brook, Architects, Planners, Inc., 
in ~femphis, for the past year. 

TEXAS SOCIETY 
of 

ARCHITECTS 

Twenty Ninth 

Annual Meeting 

Corpus Christi 

Driscoll Hotel 

November 6-9, 1968 
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At HemisFair 
With Mosher 
New dimensions in steel have been brought to San Antonio by 
Mosher to support the architectural designs marking this World's 
Fair as one of the greatest expositions ever produced. 

Whether it be a joist, 90 ft. long, used in the Confluence Theater; or 
a truss, 190 ft. long, weighing 72 tons: or a girder 120 ft. long, 12 ft. 
deep, weighing 48 tons, used as a support in the Convention Center 
• •• • • Mosher will be there. 

Thousands of visitors from all over the world will visit HemisFair and 
will take with them many memories of the City and the people of 
San Antonio. 

You won't see it • ••• • • But it's there. Masher's steel behind the 
scenes making the architectural designs of the buildings as strong 
as they are beautiful. 

Dimensions in Steel at HemisFair •••.• A Proud Moment In 
Mosher·s History. 

.. QME OfflC[ 4'10 l'lAIIT: 
3910 l'ull~ctltll A .. , ltNl!ltll. 

onmr l'lMITS 
l>alln . ~ . S•" lllltoai9, $11,-,.rt, T,._. 

9TaSL COMP.ANY ......,. r1 .. ._ a• 
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precast 
white concrete screen 
that fools the sun 

The solar screen on this new office building 
In Mobile. Alabama illustrates the highly 
ImagInatIve results that can be developed 
with precast white concrete The screen. 
made up of 21.000 8" x 16" units. Is set 
the width of a narrow balcony out from the 
windows. This prov,des good v1s1b1l1ty to 
the surrounding area yet mamtams full pro
tection from the sun in all seasons. 

Precast white concrete solar screens. 
wmdow walls. and curtain walls of out-

standing beauty are available In all parts of 
the country today-thanks lo TRINITY 
WHITE portland cements and the capable 
products· plants who can translate your 
design into practical. economical bu1ld1ng 
ma1e11als. 

CREDITS J;1 Office hrk. Mob,le. Alab•m• Aichi· 
tectt· Woods & Steber & Assoc General CootrtClO< 
ll,..n1n Builders Sole, Screel'I bv. Ut1derwood Con
crete P,oduci. Co Matonry. W J Van At9dalt. 

A Ptoduct of GENERAL PORTLAND CEMENT COMPANY. PO Bo• 324. Oallet. Tt•• 75221 



A~1ERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS 

The historic Octagon which once 
served a.,; the temporary White 
House and has been part of the 
national headquarters of its owner. 
The American Institute of Archi
tects, sine(' 1899, is the subject of 
a new booklet, 'The Octagon," just 
published by the AJA. 

It traces the building's begin
nings in 1789, when Colonel John 
Tayloe, friend of General George 
Washington. commissioned Dr. 
William Thornton, who also de~ 
signed the Capitol, to design the 
town house, tlnough its present 
use by the AIA. Tho 16-page hook
let describes, among other interest
ing events, The Octagon's occupa
tion by the French Minister dur 
ing thC' War of 1812, and later 
oc-cupation hy President and \frs. 

James ~fa<lison in 181-1 after the 
British lmme<l the White I louse. 
Ju the second floor Treaty Room, 
President Madison cstahli.died his 
study, and in it ratified, on Fchni
ary 17, HH.'5, tl1<.• Treaty of Ghent, 
which cstahlished lasting peace 
with Great Britain. 

As the booklet is being released, 
architectural research is underway 
prior to further restoration of Tht> 
Octagon as a National Historical 
Landmark. J. Everette Fauh<'r, Jr., 
AIA, of Lynchburg, Va., is the 
architect in c.·harge of the restora
tion. He is trying to determino, 
among other points. the original 
purpose and destination of a tun
nel which starts at the rear of n,e 
Octagon and curves around to 18th 
where it is scaled off; where the 

OCTAGON 

original plans of the house are; 
when the hipped roof was put on 
in place· of the flat roof and para
pet ( the flat roof is now the attic 
floor), and when the mansion first 
became known as The Octagon 
( actually it does not have eight 
,;ides). Anyone• !ta ving such in
fonnation is requested to contact 
Mr. George Pettengill, Hon. AIA, 
Librarian at The Octagon. 

Single, complimentary copies of 
the- booklet arc available upon re
<1uest to Information Services at 
The Americtm Institute of Archi
tects, 173..5 New Yorlc Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006. 
Bulk orders, costing $5 per 100 
copies, should be addressed to 
AIA's Document Division. a 
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There's 
nothing new 
about brick 
schoolhouses. 

Except> Double Wall Systems by Acme Brick 

NEW beauty comes into any school with interior brick walls. 
Their color. texture and pattern create a subtle difference in 
the classroom environment A pleasant and attractive decor 
helps improve attendance and attention Permanently. because 
the beauty of brick endures through many generations 

BRICK Double Walls provide better sound control that makes 1t 
easier for teachers to teach. easrer for students to learn 

DOUBLE Wall Systems also allow significant new economies 
Like superior insulat1ve qualities that hold down heating and 
coohng costs Lrke lower maintenance costs Like walls that 
never need painting. 

WALL or brick outside. Wall of brick 1ns1de. Put them together 
for a functional design of greater strength 

CONSTRUCTION 1s simpler because you have fewer crafts to 
coordinate Faster. too, because the walls are finished when 
you top them out Nothrng new about brick schoolhouses? 
Don't you beheve 1t• Write for literature on Acme Bnck Double 
Wall Systems. Technical assistance 1s yours for the ask,ng 

w 

ACME 
BRICK 

ABILENE• AMAAILLO •AUSTIN• BE.AUl,IOf,IT • COflPUSCHRISTI • OALLAS • FT WORTH• HOUST~ •LONGVIEW• LUBBOCI< • MIOL.ANO •SANANTONIO• WtCHITAfALLS 
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One hundred and twenty-five 
Hospital Administrators and De
partment Heads; Architects and 
Engineers attended the recent In
stitute on Extended Care Facilities. 
The Institute was conducted by 
the Texas Hospital Association, 
Council on Construction and Plant 
Operation and Council on Admin
istrative Practices and sponsored by 
the Texas Society of Architects. TI1e 
sessions covered: Determination of 
N<>ed for Extend<'d Care Facilities; 
Two Architectural Approaches; 
Capital Financing; Requirements 
for Medicare Certification. Elt>
ments of Heimburseable Costs and 
Establi~hing - and Staffing an 
Extended Care Facility. 

Nursing Urut for Prnbyte-rian ViJlage, 
Dallas; Harper & Kemp. Architects. 
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EXTENDED CARE FACILITIES 
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EXTENDED CARE FACILITIES 
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Schlesinger Geriatric Center, Extended 
Care Facility, .Beaumont; Steinman, 
Gordy, Huffhines & Yaati1, Architecu. 

Three Nursing U nits of 68 beds 
each ( each Unit consjsu of two or 
u,rec nutsing divisions working out 
of a combined Nutses St.atioo) . The 
cruciform plan limits ro 100 feet the 
distance from the center of the Nurs
iog Station to the most remote patient 
room. 

Dining and r(.'Creation spaces arranged 
for flcxjbility of use and sized at 
40 square feet per bed are located 
io the centr.d building and fac.iog onto 
three interior courts. Gih Shop, C.n
teco, Barbet and Beauty Shops are 
adjoining. Small areas are 11et off for 
rc-adio.g. cards, bilta.rds, etc. 

Physic.al and Occupational Therapy 
facilities are located in the Central 
building. l!xwmination and Trc-atment 
Rooms arc locared at e-•ch Nurses 
Station. X-Ray and I.aborator-y and 
Pharmacy facilities are provided. 
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Now ... @Ultimet Curtain Wall Components 

... available in @cor-Ten Steel 
ULTIMF.T l'urtain wall framing member!! in ('oR-Tt:s steel indudt' 
tht' mullion ( in :i 1 :1" • .a 1:" or 5 1,.1" depths) and tbe out.~ide 
horizontal retainer eov.-r or muntin. All other <·omponents and the 
snap-on section on the back or the mull ion a rt' of 111.ainlt'ss steel. 

USS ULTIMET, the latest idea in 
competitive cost curtain wall 
components, now comes in USS 
C0R-TEN Steel as well as stain
less steel. CoR-TEN steel, which 
"paints" ili;;elf, actually coats 
itself with a dense, oxide skin 
that virtually stops coi-rosion. It 
weathers to a rich russet color 
and does not require mainte
nance painting. 

CoR-TEN high-strength low
alloysteel i~ the natuml material 
for building exteriors that wi11 
give you a di.<;fhu·fil'e, attractive 

finish that will last a lifetime. 
USS ULTIMET Roll-Formed 

Curtain Wall Components go up 
fast, easy, and :fit precisely. Most 
members snap-lock into place. 
There's no on-site cutting, no 
welding, no exposed fasteners, 
no clutter. USS ULTIMET Cur
tain Wa)ls are clean and uncom
plicated. But perhaps the best 
part is the economical cost. URS 
ULTIMET is priced to compete 
with other mate1·ials which 
possess less strength, beauty and 
permanence. 

Take a good look at good-look
ing. cost-saving USS ULTIMET 
Curtain Wall Components in 
CoR-TEN steel-before you huild 
or remodel. Write for a free copy 
of our foldet·, ADUSS 88-2932, 
to United States Steel, P.O. Box 
86 f USS 5368 1, Pittsburgh, 
Penm:ylvania 15230 ... or con
tact a USS Architectural Prod
ucts Representative through the 
nearest USS Construction Mar
keting or Sales Office. USS, 
ULTIMET and C0R-TEN are reg
istered trndemarks. 

~ Ultimet Wall Framing Components 



Planning and Development of Community Junior Colleges 

UNIVERSl1Y OF TEXAS SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE WORKSHOP 

The University of Te.<as School of Architecture in 
considering new programs will incorporate continuing 
education for the prof ~sion in its summer program. 
For practicing architects or personnel from the Archi
tectural .Finns in the State, tbe School through the 
University Extension Division will offer an oppor
tunity for a selected number of architects to par
ticipate in a continuing education workshop dealing 
\\'1th the planning and development of community 
junior colleges. Three teams comprised of fourth year 
honor students, graduate students from educational 
administ.ration, professional architects, and architec
ture professors will work together exploring in depth 
the multi-facct,•d problem!> involve-cl in site ~dcction 
and desi~n of a Com111unitr Junior College. Other 
department!, within the University and outside c.-on
sultauts will. ht- called llpon to consult on is,ues of 
e,·onomks, sociology, psyc·hology, etc·. 

Tl,is workshop should he of particular interest to 
professional architt.'<'l,; in li~ht of the great numhcr 
of new Junior Colleges hein~ planned in Texas. The 
workshllp "ill pro\idc the opportunity to become in
, olved in the total procc!>s of Junior College Plan
ning. 

Case studi~ for th(' City of Austin •viii Le used a~ 
a v~hide for d,.wdopmcnt and testing of prototypiC'al 
models. Each team will he responsihle for establishing 
<.·riteria for detenninin~ locatiou. educ,ltiooal pro
gram, and environmental qualities. The workshop will 
be divided into four phases. Each phase will not he a 
!>eparate entity, hut rather a part of a dynamic- inter
acting whole and wiJl be c.-onsidered as such. The 
four phases will he as follows: 

June 6-14 Establishment of general goals and cri
teria for location, educaUonal program. and environ
mental qualities. 
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Jrme IS - July 3 Analysis of existing junior colleges 
in relationship to stated goals and criteria. 

July 8-26 Development of prototypical model. 

July 17 -Aug. 23 Application of model. 

Aug. 24 Public review. 

On Friday May 17, there will be a seminar cover
iug the planning of a community junior college, at 
which time material will be presented to each work
shop participant. Each participant must hecome fami
liar with this material by June 6. 

All interested persons are jnvited to participate, 
without charge, in the st>minar on May 17th and the 
Public Hevicw on August 24th. 

Intcn.>stccl architects are invited to participate in 
the workshop as a member of a team for one or more 
two week periods between June 6 and August 23. A 
foe of $50.00 will he charged for each two week 
period of participation. Appli<'ation may be made to 
tho Dh ision of EX'tension, The· University of Texas at 
Austin, Austin, Texas 78712. Dr. Norris Hiett, Dean. 
Any 11ucstions regarding this program should ho di
rected to Professor Richard Dodge of The School 
of Architecture. 

Other departments and agencies assisting and co
operating a.re: 

State Coordinating Board, Mr. William Martin, 
Director of Facilities Planning 

College of Education, Dr. C. C. Colvert, consultant 
on Junior College education 

(',enter for Higher Education Studies, Professor 
Lanier Cox, Director 

rue.As AltCHITIC, 



1. 2. 

Strongwall's special design grabs hold of mortar four 
ways for the strongest bond available ... with over 
300% more gripping power than plain reinforcing. 
Ouahty mortar cannot be effective 1f your reinforcing 
material doesn·t do 1ts Job. M1dSTA TES Strongwall 
Masonry Reinforcing Is engineered to grip mortar bet
ter. four ways 
1. Strongwall side rods are knurled on four stdes. The 
rough. indented surface gives better bonding power ... 
better gripping. 2. Cross bars are welded over side 
rods as recommended by National Bureau of Standards 

3. 

and Corps of Engineers allowing mortar to flow around 
reinforcing 3. Side rods are also deformed with a 
series of 10-degree bends which work together with 
knurhng to give Strongwall its superior grip. 4. Cross 
bars extend ½I inch beyond the side rods giving more 
bonding surface and d1stnbut1ng stresses more evenly 
across the weld For full details on M1dSTATES 
STAONGWALL LADDER TYPE MASONRY WALL 
REIN FORCING. send for our illustrated catalog. Truss 
type reinforcing Is also available. Write for complete 
1nformat1on 

STRONGVVALL Reinforeing 
Grips Masonr31Walls FourWa31s? 
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