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The founding of a school of law is an 
exciting experience for all involved. 
Professional schools do not happen­
they are the product of the efforts of 
many. Self-realization for a new pro· 
fessional schools requires boldness of 
concept and greatness of leadership if 
dreams and hopes are to materialize 
into building and program. 

The task of the architect is to create 
the kind of environment in which 
learning can flourish-an atmosphere 
that invites creativity, inspires excel· 
lence and encourages student-faculty 
interaction. 

The architects for th is building have 
identified the unique qualities of the 
learning process in law. They were 
sensitive to the philosophy and 
attitudes of the faculty and admin· 
istration, and translated this by means 
of brick, cement and glass into a 
remarkably creative space, uniquely 
suited to the ambitions and abilities of 
all those who will use these facilities. 

Frequent meetings between repre· 
sentatives of the School of Law and 
the project architectural team 
explored, in depth, the nature of a law 
school and the future role of law in 
our society, and produced significant 
observations concerning program 
function and space requirements: 

Law students spend their full 
academic day in the law school 
building and require sur· 
roundings which will serve their 
needs from early morning to late 
evening. 

Faculty offices must assure 
privacy for study, convenient 
location to the library and 
accessibility for students seeking 
counsel and advice. 

TEXAS ARCHITECT 
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A library serves a different function in 
law than in most disciplines and re· 
quires a minimum number of levels in 
order to provide easy access to the 
large number of volumes employed in 
even the smallest research project. 

Because of the conversational ex­
change in law classes, the interaction 
of students and faculty shapes the 
classroom sizes and designs. 
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Texas Conference: 
Campus and University 
Planning 

Summary- Texas Conference : Campus and Untversity plannrng by 
Wrllram J . Martrn, Otractor of Facilrtres Plannrng, Coordrnattng 
Board, Texas College Unrversrty System and Jrm Pluger, Edrtor, 
Texas Archrtect 

MAY, 1971 

Over 300 arch1tects and educators attended the recent 
Campus Planning Conferences 1n Arlington and San 
Antonio jointly sponsored by the Coordinating Board of 
higher education in Texas and the Texas Society of 
Architects. 

Case study presentations and architectural exhibits graph•· 
cally illustrated the diversity that continues to exist in 
higher education programs and facilities which are planned 
to accomodate them. 

In his presentation "Candlelight Education In a Satellite 
World", James D. MacConnell, Associate Professor, 
Stanford Umvers1ty, and Sen1or Adv•sor to the Pres1dent, 
Westinghouse Learning Corporat•on, Palo Alto, California 
said that the traditional lecture-classrooms were rapidly 
becoming as archaic as the little red school house. Teaching 
methods in educational facilities must change to meet the 
needs of students who have been learning by television, 
cassettes tapes, and travel. The trend for the seventies 
should be to build •nd•v•dual learning laboratories, med•a 
stations, and resource centers. The role of the teacher will 
shift towards becoming a consultant to the students and 
program learning 1s the trend of the future. 

Anthony Downs, Vice President, Real Estate Research 
Corporat•on, Chicago in his presentation "Student Housing 
in the Seventies To Build or Not To Build", reviewed the 
pros and cons of the mtricasies in trends affecting student 
housing; see page 11. 

Representatives from nine states and the U.S. Office of 
Education attended the conferences and heard nat1onal 
experts discuss systems building, management information 
systems and ways to tie together academic, financial, and 
constructive planning for the seventies. 
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Texas Conference: 
Campus and University 
Planning 

At left-James D. MacConnell 
meka praentetoon on ' "Candle· 
light Eduat•on 10 a Satellote 
World''; Anthony Downs made 
praentetoon on ' 'Student Hous· 
ong on The 70's To Buold or Not 

Thomes A. Bullock, AlA, Pre11dent of TllC• 
Society of Archltecu cheors conference sa· 
slon "Candlelight Education on 1 S.telhte 
World". 

Sen Anton•o Mevor Welter McAllister wei· 
comes conference pertocopenu dunng lunch· 
eon sa11on. Dr. Bevongton Reed, Commis· 
sioner of Higher Educeuon, Coordonatong 
Board, presented Trends m Texas Hogher 
Educetlon. 

Left to right are Or. Bevongton Reed, Commissioner of Higher Educetlon,Statt of 
Texet; Manuel DeBusk, lmmedoate P-'1$1 chalrmtlf'l , Coordonetlng Board, Texas 
College 8l1d Unoversotv System, Douglas StelnrNI'I, ommed•ate l).'l$t presodent, 
Texas Soc•etv of Archhecu; H.B. Zachry and Or. Jom Hollers, Coordonatong Board 
Members. 

Charhe Grlffnh at left •• Anlstent D•rector, Oovosoon of 
Acedemoc Fecllotles, U.S. Offoce of Education; Clifford 
K. Wolloan., P.E •• is chief engineer for the regional 
office, u.s. Office of Education. 
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HIGHER EDUCATION FACILITIES-SYSTEMS BUILDING ANALYSIS 

Background 
Maintaming and improving the quality of 
higher education in Texas depends on the 
State's anticipating and providing for 
what seem to be severe future problems. 
The most obvious and certain future 
problem areas are growth and change-
a rapidly growing student population 
and a rapidly changing technology, both 
of which can be expected to demand 
appropriate responses m support1ng 
facilities. 
More students mean more buildmg space, 
JUSt how much more is a function of 
anticipated student and subsequent 
spatial increases. Projected enrollment 
in Texas public colleges and un•vers1t1es 
indicates a near doubling of the student 
population by 1980 On the basis of 
Texas' present space per student 
allowance, the State must spend over 
800 million dollars for new building 
space m the next ten years. 
Further, the .ncreas.ng rate of change 
of technology will demand of facillt1cs 
great flexibility to make them adaptive. 
What changes technology will effect in 
the next ten years no one can pred1ct. 
Reflecting, however, on the advances of 
the last two decades in terms of new 
equipment, materials, methods, and indeed 
whole new disciplines, a conservative 
projection does not seem warranted. The 
impact of such change on educational 
programs •s difficult to imagme, but 1t 
does seem clear that the buildings needed 
to support them will have to reflect the 
dynamic activities they house. 

The Problem 
Texas, then, needs more and better college 
and university facilities. The problem is 
that the conventional process for meeting 
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these demands 1s t1me consummg and 
expensive and produces facilities that are 
inflexible. 
Consider the time lag between the 
recognition of the neud for a bu1lding and 
the fulfillment of that need. Too often 
the resulting structure is olnolete even 
before occupancy. And, of course, t ime is 
money. Nationally the constructiOn dollar's 
purchasmg power has dropped 28% since 
1960, and the trend contmues. In 1969 70, 
Texas construction costs advanced 1% per 
month producing a 12% annual .ncrease. 
R1smg labor costs, fm,.ncmg costs which 
have doubled smce 1965, and recently 
mcreasing materials pnces add millions 
of dollars to tho cost of construction in 
Texas dunng the noxt decade, 

A Promising Solution 
Tho problems involved 1n mamtaining and 
1mprovmg the quality of h1gher education 
facillt1es are not unique to Texas. Thoy 
are 1n fact wide spread. One solution to 
these problems employed succcs.fully .n 
several other states is that of "systems 
building." Systems bu•ld1nq IS a rat1onal, 
comprehensive method of management for 
building processes. It focuSl•s on 
rational organizatiOn and control of the 
whole process rather th;Jn merely a part 
or parts of it. Sas•c methods mcludo 
those for pfann•ng, coordmating, and 
controlling tho complex of actiVIties in 
building. Techn1ques often used involve 
innovative financ.ng methods, market 
aggregat1on, prOJect management, and 
bu1ld1ng systems. 
Innovative financing methods mclude 
measures such as borrow1ng against 
institutional assets, a time-honored 
practice in industry for financmg 
expansion and growth. Pubf•c InStitutions 

are beg•nning to utilize their tax free 

financing capabilities and real estate 
assets to support growth on a pay as 
you go basis. Self-amortizing projects, 
lease-back building, and rent-purchase 
agreements have been used to obtain 
facilities without initial capital 
expenditure. 
Regardless of how the money is raised, 
however, a cons1derabfe part of it 
must be spent to purchase building 
materials. Market aggregation is a 
techn1que used to reduce material costs 
by grouping building projects for bulk 
purchasing. Amassing a market wh1ch 
1s farge enough to justify single large 
orders for materials yields the advantages 
of quantity purchasmg namely, reduced 
costs and improved production scheduling. 
Building systems are often used with 
advanced project management techn1ques to 
up1Jrade construction processes and reduce 
construction time. Simply defined, 
building systems are sets of building 
components designed and manufactured to b! 
assembled with minimum on-site effort. 

Current Research 
An analysis of possible cost, time, and 
utilization benefits of systems building 
concepts for Texas college and university 
construction is presently bemg conducted. 
Fmal published report w•ll be available 
June 71 from Coordinating Board Texas 
College and University System, Austin. 

Participants 
Coordinating Soard Texas College and 
University System 
Texas A&M University 
College of Architecture and Environmental 
Design Architecture Research Center 
The research IS supported by a comprehensive 
plannmg grant from the U.S. Office of 
Education. 
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STUDENT HOUSING IN THE 70'S TO BUILD OR NOT TO BUILD 

Texas Conference: 
Campus and University 
Planning 

In this age of student act1v1sm and soaring construction 
costs, student housing creates giant headaches for many 
college and university administrators. Yet hundreds of 
institutions across the nation are either buildmg or planning 
thousands of additional student dwelling units. Should they 
build such units, or let students find their own accommoda· 
tions on the private market? If they do build student 
housing, how many units of what kinds should be con· 
structed-and for which students? And what operating 
procedures should be used for institutional housing that 
already exists? 

Any survey of the current status of student housing 
condit1ons would reveal both remarkable changes from the 
past, and some serious causes for concern about the future. 
For one thing, occupancy levels at many institution-owned 
dormitories have sunk below the levels required to provide 
net operating profits that will cover debt costs with the 
desired safety margin. In the Texas college and university 
system, for example, eight of twelve institutions had under 

90 percent occupancy in Fall 1970. In four of these 
institutions, net operating income was below the desired 
ratio of 1.25 to debt service, and one had four dormitories 
completely vacant. Vacancy increases result from a sharp 
drop in student willingness to live in university- and 
college-furnished housing. This reluctance to be "institu­
tional wards" is especially prevalent among unmarried­
upper-classmen. 

One reason for this declining popularity of institutional 
housing is the failure of its physical design to match the 
rapidly-changing requirement that today's students de· 
mand. These young people came from a wide variety of 
economic, cultural, and social class backgrounds, and they 
exhibit an equal diversity of tastes and desires regarding 
housing. Hence they are unwilling to be "compressed into a 
single mold" of standardized dwelling units in order to 
conform to out-moded architectural concepts of what 
student housing should be like, or to administrators' desires 
for economical construction. Students today are particular­
ly repelled by fortress-like dormitories with rows of 
bedrooms along sterile corridors, "gang" bathroom facili­
ties, and other attributes which make them resemble 
"human storage bins" in students' eyes. 

A second key reason why students are either abandoning or 
failmg to enter university and college dormitories is to 
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Excerpts of presentation by Anthony Downs, Real Estate 
Research Corporation. 

escape any surveillance or rules imposed by academic 
administrators. This is part of a widespread desire among 
many young people to experience unrestrained freedom 
and to explore all possible sensory experiences-or at least 
to feel they can do so if they want to. 

The third cause of declining student use of institutional 
housing is the growing proportion of students who cannot 
afford such accommodations. This in turn results from two 
basic factors: the recent expansion of attendance at many 
colleges and universities to include more young people from 
low-and-moderate-income households, and the escalating 
costs of creating and operating student dormitories. Col· 
leges and universities are required by both law and tradition 
to create only high-quality-standard dwelling units. 

In spite of these factors strongly inimical to the economic 
and educational success of institutionally furnished student 
housing units, thousands of such units are being built at this 
very moment: in the Texas college and university system, 
22,900 more student housing units will be built among 
sen1or colleges, and 1,700 among junior colleges, by 1975. 

Very few colleges or universities have actually analyzed 
thelf student housing needs, and developed strategies to 
meet them, in any way even remotely consistent with their 
roles in society as intelligent users of knowledge to solve 
human problems. A competent analySIS requires capability 
for understanding and analyzing three critical variables: ( 1) 

the role of housing in the educational approach desired by 
the institution itself, (2) the nature of the mstitut1on's 
student body and its specific housing needs, and (3) the 
local housing market in the vicinity of the inst1tut1on, and 
its capabilities for meeting student housing needs. Once 
these variables have been thoroughly analyzed, and the 
relations among them understood, then the institution can 
formulate and evaluate specific alternative housing strat· 
egies. 

The final and most significant part of any student housmg 
analysis consists of the formulation and evaluation of 
alternative student housing strategies that might be fol­
lowed by the institution concerned. Formulating cnteria 
against which alternative strategies can be measured include 
the following: 

• The total cost of the housing concerned-including 
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construction costs, lifetime maintenance costs, and 
other operating costs-and the share of that cost 
borne by the institution itself. 

• The geographic concentration of students near the 
campus which would result from any specific pro­
gram. 

• The suitability of the resulting housing pattern to the 
specific educational approaches which the institution 
wishes to pursue. 

• The amount of managerial energy required to operate 
student housing, and likely management difficulties 
and obstacles. 

• The degree of potential exposure to political and 
other criticism resulting from any student housing 
program. 

• The degree to which the housing proposed (including 
that furnished by the private market) will adequately 
meet student housing needs. 

• The cost of housing to students-especially poorer 
ones. 

• The degree of social and economic class mixture in the 
total student enrollment possible under the proposed 
housing program. 

Formulating alternative student housing policies or pro­
grams allows the institutions to discover the relative merits 
and disadvantages of whatever possibilities it is thinking 
about. An analysis of each of the alternative programs 
formulated should be conducted to discover how well it 
satisfies the criteria previously set forth. 

In summarizing the problems of student housing under 
today'$ conditions: 

• Do not provide any student housing at all unless you 
have to. The main function of educational institutions 
is education, and performing that function well is 
hard enough under any conditions. If you can, leave 
the housing business and all of its headaches and 
absorption of money and energy to somebody else. 

• If you must provide student housing, plan it mainly 
for freshmen. As soon as undergraduates become 
sophisticated enough to really "dig the scene," a great 
many of them will flee from institutionally-operated 
quarters to others more free from rules and regula­
tions. 

• Design whatever student housing is built with as much 
physical flexibility as possible. Then different kinds of 
students can use it, and future changes in living 
patterns or even the building's basic use can be 
accommodated with minimal difficulty. 

• Before building any student housing, or even planning 
it, conduct a thorough study and strategy analysis. 

• If you are in charge of building and/or managing 
student housing, become accustomed to drinking 
milk. It will be a fine taste to have acquired when 
your ulcer appears! To avoid or at least minimize that 
ulcer, hire an experienced housing consultant to 
conduct the analysis, it will be most productive 
investment of housing funds you could possibly 
make! 
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We're trying 
to make twelve-year-olds 

more aware of their world. 
The ch1ldren arc workmg w1th a book we 

helped prepare. It's called "Our Man·Madc 
Environment," and uses paper construction 

exerc1ses to develop an understandmg 
of v1sual and spat1al rclat1onsh1ps. 

It's all part of env1ronmental education. 
It wasn"t m your seventh-grade curnculum. 

Or many other classroom you sat m. 
It 1t had been, we could all be llvmg m a more 
liveable world. We want today's child­

tomorrow's voter, homeowner, concerned 
mother. busmessman-to be equ1pped to 

Judge and help mfluence the quahty of hrs 
env.ronment. We want each ch1ld really to 

see hiS world. H1s house. H1s street. H1s school. 
We want h1m to become aware that all of 

these are related parts of h1s env1ronment. 
And to realize that how they fit together IS 

somet hmg he can help dec1de. 
Envrronmental education IS already bemg taught 

m more than 100commun1ties. ln t1me, we 
hope to reach every Amencan ch1ld on every 

grade level. It you could help mfluence your 
school board to mclude enveronmental 

awareness mstruchon In your school 
system, that t1me could be shortened. 

Th1s IS esscnt1al, when you know 
what the most 1mportant product of a 

good v1sual env.ronment 1s: 
It IS human d1g01ty and pnde. 

Out AIU·Wode [tWI-- 8oot 7 ---put>!_ loy 
The Grou;> lor E-t E4uca lon. Inc 
II an lillie to ~111-. 
...., ~ ~straiOn at12 00 • coPY 
lromA I.A --
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IT'S 
A 

PRO'S 
GAME 

Mosher Covers The Field 

This is the Texas Stadium, the new home of the Dallas 
Cowboys, the 1970 NFC Champions. 

Located in Irving, Texas, just west of Dallas, the stadium 
has been designed specifically for football and the com­
fort of Cowboy fans. 

Over 2,814 tons of Mosher steel was used in the con­
struction of the unique roof which covers the seating 
area but not the field . Its arch design eliminates the 
need for posts giving a clear view of the game from any 
area in the stadium. 

Covering a width of 625 feet and a length of 780 feet, the 
seating capacity of the structure handles up to 65,000 
attendance. 

Football enthusiasts throughout the country will see the 
Dallas Cowboys play under a roof fabricated by Mosher 
.•. both Pros In Their Respective Fields. 

e w. mDSHER 
STEEL COMPANY 

HOM£ Off iC E AND PLAN T1 
3910 Wnh •n&ton Awe , HOII\ton . 

OTHER Pl AN TS, 
Oallu, l~bbotk, San Antonoo, 
ShrewepOrl, Tyler. 

h-routors of stul sifttt 1115 

MOBILE HOMES 

Half of all single family home starts in 
the United States today are mobile 
homes. Mobile homes make up 94% of 
all single family housing costing less 
than $15,000.00 Mobile home's domi­
nance of the lower end of the housmg 
price spectrum reflects that modern 
technology has made the cost of mo­
bile homes so attractive that the ma­
jority of people can now afford their 
own homes. The average unfurnished, 
site -built home costs around 
$25,000.00 including land. This price 
tag automatically excludes a huge 
chunk of our population from ever 
being in the homeowners category. 
The mobile home industry is at· 
tempting to fill this gap in low and 
medium priced housing. 

Mobile home park development cur­
rently is lagging behind mobile home 
production to an alarming degree. 
Conflicting local zoning laws are the 
primary hindrance to mobile home 
park development. Fear of over­
crowded schools and higher taxes on 
the part of neighboring res1dents con­
tributes to the difficulty in getting 
zoning approval for mobile home 
parks. The growth of mobile and 
modular housing is bringing new pres· 
sure for uniform building and zoning 
laws and codes. 

CRIS-TEX INC. 

Representing quality 
Architectural 

Building Produe1s 

Specializing in Window Wall 
and 

Cunain Wall Construction 

1433 Motor Street, Dallas, Texas 75207 

A.C.- 214 - 637-5340 
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INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION 

Institute of International Education is 
responsible for the recruitment and 
screening of candidates for U.S. Gov­
ernment Full and Travel Grants au­
thorized under the Fulbright-Hays 
Act. For 1972-73, Full Grants are 
available to 29 countries and Travel 
Grants are available to 12 countries. 
Grants offered by governments, uni­
versities and private donors of 14 
countries are also administered by II E. 
600 Grants are available to every 
region of the world. 

These awards are designed to promote 
mutual understanding between the 
people of the U.S. and other countries 
through the exchange of persons 
knowledge and skills. 

Candidates must be U.S. citizens at the 
time of application, have a bachelor's 

degree or its equivalent before the 
beginning date of the grant and, in 
most cases, be proficient in the lan­
guage of the host country. 

Selection is based on the academic 
and/or professional record of the ap­
plicant, the feasibility of his proposed 
study plan, his language preparation 
and personal qualifications. Preference 
is given to candidates between the ages 
of 20 and 35 and to those who have 
not prior opportunity for extended 
study abroad. 

Application forms and information 
may be obtained prior to October 15, 
1971 from the Information and Refer­
ence Division, Institute of Interna­
tional Education, 809 United Nations 
Plaza, New York, New York 10017. 
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P.O. BOX e• 
AUSTIN. TEXAS 78787 

472-3171 

NURSING HOME OCCUPANCY RATE 

TITANALOY. 
The average modern nursing home needs an 85 percent 
occupancy rate to break even financially. A HUD survey 
report (HUD-64·F) of 400 nursing homes shows that more 
than half need from 80 to 90 percent occupancies to break 
even, with 25 percent requtring less than 80 percent and 22 
percent requiring more than 90 percent. fo!i • 

ueslgn, 
diversity, 
dependability 

TITANALOY "A"-the zinc-copper-titanium alloy 
that outclasses many metals, is corrosion-resistant, 
forms easily, and weathers beautifully. Available 
now in new 36"-width continuous coils. Get the 
full story from: 

DOUG D. HARPER & ASSOCIATES 
P. 0. BOX 5202 

SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA 71105 

8 MANUF.ACTUitED by 

MATTHIESSEN & HEGELER 
ZINC COMPANY 

Main Office: La Salle, Illinois 

MAY, 1971 

Financed with FHA-insured mortgages, the 400 homes had 
37,548 beds and 32,610 patients at the t1me of the survey. 
Med1an age among patients was 79.1 years. Most patients 
were women (72 percent) . Two-thirds were chronically ill 
and one-third convalescent. Five out of six of all patients 
had resided less than 25 miles from their nursing homes. 

Nursing care costs accounted for a third or more of total 
costs in the home surveyed. Dietary costs represented 15 
percent. Private funds were the principal source of pay­
ments for 45 percent of the patients. 

CONSTRUCTION PRODUCTS 
Custom and Stock Hollow Metal Doors and Frames; Glass and Glaz­
ing; Curtain Wall, Windows; Contract Hardware, Aluminum En­
trances and Store Fronts. 

307 E. Industrial Blvd. 15121444-0001 
P.O. Box 3655, Austin, Texas 78704 
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CRS DESIGN ASSOCIATES , INC . 

The public offering of CRS Design Associates, Inc. totaling $4,200,000 has been 
completed. 

C. Herbert Paseur, president, received a check representing the company's share of 
proceeds of the 350,000 share offering from Joseph R. Neuhaus, chairman of 
Underwood, Neuhaus & Co., Houston and Dallas, who headed the group of 
underwriters. The 350,000 shares of common stock were offered to the public at 
$12 per share. 
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Otto Coerver 
got into oil 
in Tulsa 
... but it dtdn't keep htm from instalhng all 
the vin) I wallcovering in the new CiVJc Center. 

When they built the new Center, the ctty 
fathers of Tulsa \\anted a qualit) fmtsh on 
wall surfaces so a call was sent out to Otto 
CoeJ\er Company .•. the firm known for 
expert installation of decorator wallcovenngs 
from coast to coast. 

In c1ties across the country, distinguished 
public buildings are enhanced by custom 
work by Otto Coerver craftsmen. Thetr wall­
covenngs, from imported wood panelmg to 
the more exotic fabnc and vinyl matenals, 
enhance the beauty of many lobbys, pubhc 
rooms and elevator cabs. 

When your designer's 1deas come off the 
drawmg board . . . Otto Coerver Company 
can supply and mstall them. 

SOCIETY FOR 
COLLEGE AND 
UNIVERSITY 
PLANNING 

The Soctety was organtzed as a non· 
proftt corporation in 1966 to study 
the long·range physical development 
of institution of higher education; to 
sponsor discussions, lectures, and semi· 
nars pertaining directly and indirectly 
to college and university planning; to 
provide bibliographic information; to 
dissimenate information on college 
and university planning and related 
areas; to make the society's informa· 
tion, data, papers, and facilities avail· 
able to members, educational institu· 
tions, and public or quasi public agen· 
cies, free of charge or at no more than 
cost; to sponsor scholarships for indi· 
viduals interested in college and univer· 
sity planning. 

There are two classes of membership 
in the society: Individual membership 
is open to any person interested in 
college and university planning. The 
current membership fee is $25.00 per 
calendar year. Corporate membership 
is available to Institutions, agencies, or 
firms engaging in any aspect of higher 
education or related activities. Five 
copies of all SCUP publications and 
unlimited registration of the corporate 
member's staff and faculty at the 
annual conferences at the member rate 
are included in the annual fee of 
$150.00. 

The NEWS FROM SCUP is published 
bi·monthly to keep members informed 
of developments in campus planning. 
The Journal, which appears with every 
other issue of the news, is a collection 
of professional articles and book re· 
views in loose·leaf form. Subscription 
to this publication is part of the 
membership fee . 

William J. Martin, Austin, is Director 
of the SCUP South Central Region. All 
inquires about SCUP should be di· 
rected to John D. Telfer, Executive 
Director, Society for College and Uni· 
varsity Planning, c/o Columbia Univer· 
sity, 308 low Memorial library, New 
York, N.Y. 10027 . 
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THE PANCOAST ROUSE 
404 king ~illiaDI st. san antonio 
TEXAS HISTORICAL ARCHITECTURE 
Excerpts From a Pictorial Es.say by Robert Dawson, Lanier Price and Ed Rawls, The University of Texas at Austin. 

Aaron Pancoast, Jr. came to Texas from Philadelphia about 1866. His father followed him to San Antonio about 1875. Together they 
formed the business of Pancoast and Son, Tailors. The house was begun about 1880 by Aaron Pancoast, Jr. It was originally a 
one-story structure and much smaller than it is presently. The house was enlarged and a second story added about 1895 or 1900. The 
Pancoast House is similar in some respects to the Vassaii·Longfellow House in Cambridge, Mass. It seems quite possible that Aaron 
Pancoast had knowledge of this house since it was rather famous then as now. 

There were several members of the Pancoast family living in the King William area. William Pancoast, son of Aaron Pancoast, Sr., built 
a house at 302 Washington. A house was also built at 102 Turner Street. The Eduard Steves home, also located in the King William 
area of San Antonio, was featured in the January 1970 iS$Ue of The Texas Architect 

At present the house shows very little paint and the siding boards are rotting and decaying. What little paint chips still remain are 
yellow, and it is assumed that the entire house was originally painted a canary yellow typical of the N:lw England house after which 
this one was modeled. All the capitals on the front of the house are covered with a combination of screen wire and expanded wire 
mesh to prevent birds from roosting on them. The capital on the column at the southwest corner of the house is missing and no trace 
of its present location could be found, and is therefore believed to have fallen or taken off and lost. The gutters and downspouts are 
believed to have been added well after the last major addition. 
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NEW LIFE - URBAN LAND INST ITUTE 

The federal government must play a 
larger role in the development of new 
communities through the adoption of 
a national land use policy. The govern­
ment must systematically and routine­
ly become involved in building a series 
of new cities within mass transporta­
tion distances of older core cities. The 
new "satellite" communities must be 
planned so there is a job market for 
the residents. Essentials of community 
development that the government 
could provide are a guaranteed flow of 
mortgage money, assistance in over­
coming zoning and building restric­
tions, and aid in assembling the neces­
sary tracts of land. 

Urban centers are not dying as the 
core of American industry, education 
and recreation, as some urbanologists 
seem to believe. Although they face 
crucial problems and wracking dis­
locations, the central cities still con­
tain the heart, brain, and nerves of the 

metropolitan regions which surround 
them. 

One of the biggest problems facing 
cities today is getting great masses of 
people to the right places at the right 
times, a problem of transportation. 
One potential answer is the develop­
ment of urban subcenters or, "new 
downtowns". Declining areas would be 
redeveloped into balanced centers of 
employment, housing, education, 
health and recreation. In fact, build­
ings would normally contain two or 
more of these functions, located on 
different floors. 

Geographically isolated new towns 
have no future and people are return­
ing to the cities, or at least to satellite 
communities. This return is prompted 
by a growing number of families who 
are finding that the mainstream of 
current social, cultural and political 
life can only be found in the centers of 
large cities. 

Every once in a great while 

2.2 

there is a building 
that shouldn't have 
a ,San""Va"ne 
clay tile roof. 

But not often. 

,. 
Everyone has been forewarned of the 
ecological consequences of continued, 
indiscriminate exploitation of the 
earth's resources. Of all the species 
that are now extinct or facing extinc­
tion, man is the only one to know in 
advance what is going to destroy him. 
Unfortunately, instead of taking posi­
tive steps to correct the situation, man 
is adjusting to overcrowding and dirt, 
the quality of life is declining and the 
chief danger to human life comes from 
man himself. Ever since Rachel 
Carson's book, The Silent Spring, eve­
ry group and organization imaginable 
has formed task force, committees and 
research groups to study our state of 
life on earth and nearly all have 
resulted in volumes of facts and find­
ings and position papers but have not 
resulted in any positive, corrective 
steps. The federal and state govern­
ments can effect numerous effective 
environmental controls, especially 
where land is concerned, but public 
involvement and responsible action is 
critical. 
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TEXAS SOCIETY OF ARCHITECTS 

$898 Per Person Complete 
how long 
have you been waiting 
for that 
"once in a lifetime" trip?? 

This is it. •• ORIENT ADVENTURE. 

Discover two of the most exciting cities in the 
world Tokyo and Hong Kong. For 14 days and 
nights you will live in a world you've only dreamed of: 
Getshas the Gtnza - pagodas - luxurious hotels 
exquisite dining Scenery and people you'll never forget. 

Orient Adventure offers you the unique chance to 
explore on your own or take advantage of group 
activity. It's your vacation and you're the boss. 

All this is included -
Air travel by our World Airways 707 private jet, fea· 
turing stretch out seating - deluxe hotels - full 
American breakfasts and gourmet dinners - 100 
lbs. baggage allowance - transfers - taxes and 
tips - and more. 

DEPARTURE DATE: JULY 31, 1971 

RETURN THIS COUPON NOW I 

Send to· TEXAS SOCIETY OF ARCHITECTS 
' 904 PERRY·BROOKS BLDG. 

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701 

Enclosed is my check for$ 
as Orient Adventure deposit. 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

CITY STATE 

($1 00 per person) 

ZIP CODE PHONE 

MAKE YOUR RESERVATIONS EARLY SPACE 

STRICTLY LIMITED I 
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