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A n e w standard for glazed file 

PRECISION QUALITY 

When the architect speci f ies 
glazed tile, he has a mental 
image of a quality product for 
which he pays more money, and 
from which he expects more, from 
the material, and the supplier. 
Quality standards hove been 
established by the American 
Society for Test ing and Materials, 
and by the Fac ing T i l e Institute. 
T h e practice among suppliers in 
furnishing shop drawings, and 
extra service on glazed t i le is 
routine. Therefore, selecting 
glazed ti le from among competi
t ive lines is largely a matter of 
two considerations; the quality 
of the material, and the serv ices 
offered by the supplier. T h i s ad
vertisement is on invitation to 
architects to moke a comparison, 
of these factors, among the pro
ducers and suppliers in this area. 

Carter-Waters offers P R E C I S I O N 
Q U A L I T Y tile from two l ines -
R O B C O and E L G I N - B U T L E R . In 
P R E C I S I O N Q U A L I T Y , the orchi-
tect has at his disposal units 
which surpass ASTM, and F T I 
dimensional tolerances by as 
much as lOO'̂ o in certain permis-
soble variations. T h i s standard 
of P R E C I S I O N Q U A L I T Y is evi -
dent throughout the entire manu
facturing operation from the 
selection of clay - to packaging 

and shipping. The service offered 
by Carter-Waters begins with 
experienced personnel who can 
provide you with technical data, 
such OS guide specifications, 
wal l cost comparisons, s ize ond 
shapes, sheets and many other 
a ids . A complete sampling serv
ice permits you to select from 
many colors in the convenience 
of your office. 

We take particular pride in pre
paring comprehensive shop draw
ings to eliminate guess-work, and 
reduce the mason's time and 
labor. Jobsite ass i s tance is 
avai lable when requested. 

Delivery scheduling is given 
careful attention to ovoid delays, 
and to prevent unnecessary job-
site storage. 

Our staff includes special is ts 
who devote their full time to 
glazed ti le. Their services and 
P R E C I S I O N Q U A L I T Y material 
cost no more. We urge you to let 
us show you what R O B C O , 
E L G I N - B U T L E R , and C A R T E R -
W A T E R S can do for you on your 
next glazed tile job. 

CARTER-WATERS 
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' 'Bargain-basement 
education 

is no bargain'' 
i n the guise of economy, misguided foes of new school construction ore 

depriving children of a v i to l need in America todoy-boMer education 

by Martin L . G r o s s 

PA R E N T S i n the e x p a n d i n g suburbs 
o f Co lo rado Springs, C o l o r a d o , 

w e n t to the polls early this year a n d 
re jec ted a proposed new j u n i o r h i g h 
school , a m i d heated charges tha t i t 
was an "elaborate m e m o r i a l " t h a t 
was " too expensive to b u i l d . " 

" T h e t r u t h , " says a local phys i 
c i a n w h o resigned f r o m the school 
b o a r d over the controversy, "is t h a t 
i t was a m o d e m b u i l d i n g w i t h labs 
a n d a g>Tn—yet i t w o u l d on ly cost 
$13 a square foo t , w h i c h is average 
f o r our area. B u t opponents d i s t o r t 
ed the facts so m u c h t h a t we c o u l d 
neve r catch u p w i t h the real t r u t h . " 

I n prosperous, suburban M o u n t 
V e r n o n , N e w Y o r k , a proposa l to 
replace t w o near ly h a l f - c e n t u r y - o l d 
h i g h schools was vo ted d o w n a m i d 
charges tha t plans ca l led f o r " p l u s h 
C a d i l l a c jobs ." 

I n Phoenix, A r i z o n a , a g r o u p o f 
cit izens defeated a school b o n d issue 
b y c h a r g i n g t h a t the proposed n e w 
$2,500,000 school f o r 2,000 students 

Reprinted from October 

— a re la t ive ly inexpensive b u i l d i n g 
t h a t u t i l i zed the ou tdoors f o r an 
a u d i t o r i u m — w a s " t o o f a n c y . " T h e 
de fea t meant t h a t students i n two 
h i g h schools w i l l have t o a t tend 
school o n the stagger system f r o m 
7 : 3 0 A .M. u n t i l 5 : 0 0 P . M . 

T h e s t a r t l i n g f a c t t h a t emerges 
f r o m these instances is t h a t whi le 
t he A m e r i c a n pub l i c has been fight
i n g an e loquent verba l ba t t l e f o r bet
ter educa t ion i n the post -Sputnik 
era , there has been a tremendous 
t r e n d t o w a r d cu t - f a t e educa t ion that 
is endange r ing the q u a l i t y o f our 
p u b l i c school p rograms . 

THROUGHOUT the n a t i o n , parents 
have been d u p e d by a s t rong anti-

t ax , a n t i - p u b l i c - e d u c a t i o n group 
w h o have decept ively, b u t effective
l y , been a t t a c k i n g bad ly needed new| 
schools and m o d e r n educa t iona l fa
c i l i t i e s — f r o m a u d i t o r i u m s to audio
v i sua l aids—as " f r i l l s " tha t are 
" s q u a n d e r i n g " the taxpayer 's mone)l 
o n "e labora te educa t iona l castles.'] 

1958 issue of C O R O N E T 



I n f ac t , school c o m m u n i t i e s have 
defea ted more bonds f o r new schools 
this year t h a n ever before i n recent 
his tory. I n school elections last M a y , 
parents re jected 33 percent o f n e w 
school proposa ls—twice as m a n y as 
i n 1957. I n the f i r s t five m o n t h s o f 
this year, $173,000,000 f o r needed 
schools was defeated at the pol ls . 

" T h e r e have been charges o f ex
t ravagance , b u t ac tua l ly economy i n 
school b u i l d i n g is u n m a t c h e d , " says 
C. G . T r i l l i n g h a m of Los Angeles , 
president o f the A m e r i c a n Associa
t i o n o f S c h o o l A d m i n i s t r a t o r s . 
" W h i l e general cons t r uc t i on costs 
have increased 275 percent d u r i n g 
the past 20 years, school b u i l d i n g s 
have gone u p on ly 150 percen t . 

"Expens ive decorat ions have been 
replaced by m o d e r n b u i l d i n g s a n d 
f u n c t i o n a l mater ia ls . Class room c e i l 
ings have been l owered a n d c o r r i d o r 
space reduced. I f there were * f r i l l s , ' 
they were i n o lder b u i l d i n g s w i t h 
the i r towers, gables, a n d parapets ." 

T h e new " e c o n o m y " d r i v e has h i t 
hardest i n areas whe re n e w schools 
are needed most. I n M e c h a n i c v i l l e , 
a n upstate N e w Y o r k i n d u s t r i a l 
t o w n , sorely needed schools were 
b locked recently by a specious "econ
o m y " a rgumen t c i r c u l a t e d i n a last-
m i n u t e anonymous le t ter . 

T w o o f M e c h a n i c v i l l e ' s e lemen
t a ry schools are a n t i q u a t e d V i c t o r i 
an bu i ld ings d a t i n g back to the 
1890s. T h e y are fire hazards, whose 
roofs o f t e n leak. S q u i n t i n g c h i l d r e n 
s tudy by d u l l , d i m l igh t ing—less 
t h a n o n e - t h i r d n o r m a l . T h e r e are 
no a u d i t o r i u m s , books are stacked i n 
the h a l l w a y as a m a k e s h i f t " l i b r a r y . " 
C h i l d r e n must w a l k d o w n to the 
basement to reach s tudent toi le ts . 
T h e " g y m s " are a conve r t ed class
r o o m i n one school a n d a make-do 
cel lar space i n another . 

" W e can ' t have a p roper p r o g r a m 
i n these bu i l d ings , " says School Su 
per in tenden t M i c h a e l T . G r i f f i n . 
" W e proposed a new 2 1 - r o o m school 
w i t h average faci l i t ies i n c l u d i n g a 
l i b r a ry a n d a combined cafe te r ia -
a u d i t o r i u m . I t wasn' t a f ancy b u i l d 
i n g b u t some cr i t ics ca l led i t a ' p a l 
ace.' O n e m a n even s a i d : ' W h y do 
they need a ki tchen? W h e n I w e n t 
to school there, we c a r r i e d o u r 
lunches i n paper bags.' " 

M a n y communi t i es , t o r n be tween 
g r o w i n g taxes a n d the hope o f buy
i n g a g o o d educat ion f o r t h e i r c h i l 
d r en , are ask ing: H o w can we sepa
rate good j u d g m e n t f r o m false 
economy? H o w should we spend 
o u r educa t ion do l l a r? W h a t ac tua l ly 
are " f r i l l s " and wha t shou ld every 
good school contain? 

" I n educa t ion , l ike e v e r y t h i n g 
else, you get p re t ty m u c h w h a t y o u 
pay f o r , " says D r . A . J . Foy Gross, a 
N a t i o n a l E d u c a t i o n A s s o c i a t i o n 
b u i l d i n g specialist. " O u r biggest 
danger is false economy. M a n y c o m 
muni t ies are b u i l d i n g new b u t a l 
ready obsolete bu i ld ings i n a crash 
program—as i f the crisis were t e m 
pora ry . " 

Sou th C a r o l i n a embarked o n a 
f r a n t i c crash p r o g r a m a f e w yeai-s 
ago to b u i l d "economy" schools 
w i t h o u t l ibraries , a u d i t o r i u m s or 
suf f ic ient science labs. S tudents 
were c r amped i n t o 640-square- foot 
classrooms, three-quarters the no r 
m a l size. T o d a y , they realize t h a t 
the smal l savings d i d no t ba lance 
the damage to the i r educa t iona l p r o 
g r a m , a n d communi t i e s l i ke C o l u m 
bia are b u i l d i n g excellent schools 
tha t cost jus t a l i t t l e more . 

A false economy i n schools, heav i 
ly scored by architects, is the use o f 
"cheap" b u i l d i n g mate r ia l s w i t h 
h i g h main tenance a n d h i d d e n costs. 



"bargain-basement educa t ion is no 
ba rga in , " says D r . Jo rdan L . La r son , 
president o f the School Faci l i t ies 
C o u n c i l , a na t ionwide g roup o f ar
chitects, educators and i n d u s t r i a l 
ists. " T h i n g s l ike pa in ted w i n d o w 
f rames , cheap r o o f i n g mater ials , a n d 
i n f e r i o r p l u m b i n g w i l l eat u p m o r e 
school dol lars t h a n are saved." 

A sturdy '20-year* roo f , f o r e x a m 
ple, costs 35^ a square foo t ins ta l led 
i n the N e w Y o r k a r e a — a p p r o x i 
m a t e l y twice as m u c h as a t h i n n e r 
'10-year' roof. " A cheap roof m a y 
seem like an economy at first," says 
a loca l archi tec t , " b u t w h e n i t starts 
to leak, y o u have to pay to r i p i t o u t 
before i t is replaced. T h i s can ac tu 
al ly double its cost." 

A r c h i t e c t L a r r y Perkins of Perkins 
a n d W i l l , Chicago, points ou t t h a t 
distr icts seldom w a n t to repeat 
"economies" they insisted o n the 
first t ime. " I n one N e w Y o r k c o m 
m u n i t y , " he recalls, "we cut $6,000 
ofT the i n i t i a l pr ice by using an i n 
expensive fiber c e i l i n g t i l e instead o f 
gypsum, and $15 per classroom door 
by us ing h o l l o w instead of sol id 
doors. 

" T h e cheap t i le soon absorbed 
mois ture a n d w a r p e d badly. T h e 
veneer o f the doors took a t r emen
dous beat ing f r o m students a n d the 
doors w i l l p robably have to be re
p laced. O v e r a l l , the a t t e m p t to save 
money was costly." 

T h e h a l l m a r k of economy-con
scious school distr icts is o f t e n the 
stark c inder-block school. B u i l d i n g 
experts, however, consider i t a p r i m e 
example o f m i s b a l a n c e d school 
budge t ing . 

" A br ick- faced , 12-inch w a l l costs 
$2.60 a square f o o t today i n the 
M i d w e s t , " says a p r o m i n e n t a r c h i 
tect. " A 12-inch c inder b lock costs 
on ly $1.55 i n i t i a l l y , b u t you have to 

a d d 75<f f o r p a i n t i n g a n d water
p r o o f i n g over 25 years. I f you plaster 
the blocks, the savings disappear a l 
together. T h e b r i ck is a t t rac t ive and 
lasts the l i f e of the b u i l d i n g . T h e 
c inde r b lock has a deadly garage-like 
appearance, i t cracks a n d disinte
grates, a n d leaks mois tu re w h i c h can 
r u i n the inside w a l l s . " 

C e r a m i c t i le i n s tudent bathrooms 
is o f t e n o m i t t e d because o f the i n i 
t i a l c o s t — a p p r o x i m a t e l y $1,200 
more f o r a 20' x 30 ' r o o m . However , 
experts po in t ou t tha t there are few 
other mater ia ls tha t are so economi
cal i n the long r u n — b o t h f r o m a 
main tenance a n d h e a l t h po in t of 
v i ew . M a n y penny-wise schools 
have f o u n d i t necessary to com
plete ly r i p o u t f o u l e d asphalt-t i le 
f loors a n d to r e f in i sh m a r k e d ba th
r o o m wal ls . 

G l e n v i e w , I l l i n o i s , a mushroom
i n g C h i c a g o suburb , is an u n f o r t u n 
ate case history i n v o l v i n g a compen
d i u m o f false economies. F i f t een 
years ago the t o w n dec ided to b u i l d 
a school "cheaply ," w i t h inexpensive 
mater ia ls , i n c l u d i n g some salvage. 
T h e p l u m b i n g and the b r i c k were re
used, the floors were asphalt t i le 
over w o o d — o f t e n green. W h e n 
comple t ed , the school seemed a m i r 
acle o f economy. I t cost on ly $11 , -
000 a classroom, about o n e - t h i r d the 
n a t i o n a l average. 

" B u t i t d i d n ' t p rove cheap i n the 
l o n g r u n , " says the school archi tect 
f r a n k l y . " M a i n t e n a n c e o n that 
b u i l d i n g has been shockingly h igh . 
Pa in t d i d n ' t stay o n the r a w wood , 
the t ransom-type w i n d o w s leaked 
water , the asphal t- t i le f l o o r cracked, 
and the cheap p l u m b i n g had to be 
r i p p e d o u t and replaced. I n c l u d i n g 
w r e c k i n g , i t cost twice w h a t good 
p l u m b i n g w o u l d have or ig ina l ly . 



Glenv iew is no t h a p p y abou t its 
ba rga in . " 

T e m p o r a r y f r a m e schools are an 
other case o f expensive "savings ." 
" I saw a l o t of t h e m i n i n d u s t r i a l 
areas i n the N o r t h w e s t , " says one 
educator. " T h e y were b u i l t a h a l f -
dozen years ago, supposedly u n t i l 
things got better. B u t they are s t i l l 
there ea t ing u p a f o r t u n e i n m a i n 
tenance—and a genera t ion of c h i l 
d r en have been robbed o f good 
schools i n the towns t h a t chose this 
answer to the i r b u i l d i n g p r o b l e m . " 

H a r d - p r e s s e d H i c k s v i l l e , N e w 
Y o r k , recent ly cons t ruc ted e igh t o f 
these t empora ry s t ructures . " W e d i d 
w h a t the c l ien t requested ," says 
H e n r y Johnson o f K n a p p e a n d 
Johnson, the archi tects . " B u t they 
are no t economica l . T h e y cost 
$15.00 a square f o o t ins tead o f 

$18.00 f o r pe rmanen t bu i l d ings . Be
cause they are not f i re-res is tant , the 
f i re- insurance rates o n some o f t h e m 
are eight times m o r e t h a n p e r m a 
nent bu i ld ings . T h e most e c o n o m i c a l 
t h i n g abou t temporar ies is t h a t they 
can be demol ished easily." 

UN D E R - B U I L D I N G i n the os t r i ch- l ike 
hope t h a t r i s ing enro l lments w i l l 

d isappear is another false economy 
t h a t is was t ing precious tax dol lars . 
A d d i t i o n s i n v a r i a b l y cost 10 to 25 
percent more . 

" I f you are g o i n g to a d d , d o i t 
w h i l e the b u i l d i n g is s t i l l u n d e r c o n 
s t r u c t i o n , " says a rch i t ec t Larr^- Per
kins. "Othe rwise y o u have n e w over 
head and var ious connect ions such 
as p l u m b i n g and h e a t i n g . " 

I n G u i l d e r l a n d , N e w Y o r k , six 
ex t ra classrooms were p u t o n a h i g h 
school w h i l e unde r c o n s t r u c t i o n f o r 
a phenomena l ly l o w $12,000 a r o o m . 
I n the same t o w n , f o u r classrooms 
added to a n e lementary school after 

comple t i on cost $30,000 each! 
H e d g i n g against t i m e is ano the r 

false hope prac t iced by some school 
communi t i es . Since 1949, school 
b u i l d i n g costs have gone u p a n aver
age o f 6 percent a year. I n 1952, 
Evans ton , I l l i n o i s , de fea ted a $ 1 , -
950,000 expansion p l a n . T h e b o n d 

was finally approved last y e a r — b u t 
costs h i t $2,600,000. " W e was ted 
f ive years a n d $650,000 m a k i n g u p 
our m i n d , " says a taxpayer . 

D e l a y i n g can also m e a n less school 
f o r more money. A 1,000-student 
$2,597,000 h i g h school f o r the u p 
state N e w Y o r k suburban school d i s 
t r i c t o f Sco t ia -Glenv i l l e was r e j e c t e d 
twice by parents i n 1953 as " t o o ex
pensive." I n desperat ion, t h e size o f 
the school was cut—classrooms w e r e 
made smaller , a science l a b e l i m i 
na t ed—and the pr ice l o w e r e d t o 
$2,266,000. H o w e v e r , w h e n the b ids 
were finally let i n 1956, they came 
i n 17 percent h igher t h a n even t h i s 
last price. 

A l t h o u g h attacks aga ins t n e w 
schools are o f t e n c l o u d e d w i t h such 
vague epithets as " e l a b o r a t e , " t h e 
t rue target is usually t h e space a l 
lo t t ed to s tudents—at a n y w h e r e 
f r o m $10 a square f o o t i n t h e S o u t h 
to $18 average i n N e w Y o r k Sta te . 
C u t t i n g this space d o w n b y e l i m i n a t 
i n g e d u c a t i o n f a c i l i t i e s — w h a t 
school-bond opponents c a l l " f r i l l s " 
—is the root o f the c u t - r a t e e d u c a 
t i o n a rgumen t . 

" T h e y w o u l d have p e o p l e b e 
l ieve ," says D r . W a l t e r C o c k i n g , e d i 
tor of The School Executive, " t h a t 
a u d i t o r i u m s , l u n c h r o o m s , l i b r a r i e s , 
heal th rooms, teachers' o f f ices a n d 
w o r k r o o m s , a n d g u i d a n c e r o o m s a r e 
not on ly unnecessary b u t a c t u a l l y 
ne fa r ious . " 

(continued on page 24) 



When Is an Architect Liable? 
by Gibson B. Witherspooii • of the Mississippi Bar (Meridian 

T h e f o l l o w i n g a r t i c l e i s r ep r in t ed f rom the A p r i l , 1962 
i s sue of the A M E R I C A N B A R ASSOCIATION J O U R N A L , 
w i t h the permiss ion o f the J O U R N A L and the author, 
Gibson B . Witherspoon. Mr. Witherspoon poin ts out that 
par t icu la r a t tent ion should be g i v e n to note 22, s ince i t 
concerns the L o u i s i a n a Supreme Cour t ' s reversal of the 
Day v . Na t iona l U.S. Radia to r Corporat ion dec i s ion i n 
the L o u i s i a n a Court o f A p p e a l s . 

E a r l y A m e r i c a n cases, f o l l o w i n g t h e E n g l i s h r u l e , h e l d t h e a r c h i t e c t 
n o t l i a b l e f o r n e g l i g e n c e i n m a k i n g d e c i s i o n s , says M r . W i t h e r s p o o n . 
I n o u r m o d e r n t i m e s , t h e p e n d u l u m i s s l o w l y s w i n g i n g a w a y f r o m 
these h o l d i n g s . A r c h i t e c t s a n d e n g i n e e r s have b e e n h e l d l i a b l e f o r 
n e g l i g e n c e i n t h r e e g e n e r a l classes o f cases, a c c o r d i n g t o t h e a u t h o r , 
w h o adds t h a t t h e r e a r c a l so m a n y m i s c e l l a n e o u s f r i n g e areas w h e r e 
n e w t h e o r i e s a r e f a s t d e v e l o p i n g . 

U N D E R T H E CODE of H a m m u r a b i , 
B a b y l o n i a n j u s t i c e was s w i f t a n d 
severe. Death was required " o f a bu i l d 
er's son for a house being so carelessly 
bu i l t as to cause death to the owner's 
s o n " . i The Romans continued the 
vogue of lex talonis.'^ F rom Baby
lon ian justice the pendulum swung to 
the farthest extreme in the English law 
of no l i ab i l i ty , du r ing a period of over 
three thousand years. 

Br i t i sh barristers developed a rule 
that an architect's duty is not merely 
minis ter ia l but that he is i n the posi
t i o n of an arbi t ra tor between the par
ties and therefore could not be held 
l iable for the result of his decisions, i f 
f r ee f r o m f r a u d or collusion. Even 
where there was a refusal to give either 
grounds or reasons fo r apparent er

roneous decisions, the courts held the 
super arbiter was not required even to 
explain.- ' 

Fo l lowing the English rule, early 
Amer ican decisions held the architect 
not l iable fo r negligence i n making 
decisions under the quasi-arhitrator 
t h e o r y . I n our modern times the 
pendulum is slowly swinging away 
f r o m the early decisions. True , archi 
tects' decisions are b ind ing on all par
ties, but l i ab i l i t y f o r negligence is de
termined by our common law. Archi 
tects and engineers have been heh 

1. ENCYCLOPEDIA BRITANNICA, page (1411 
ed.). 

2. "Like for Like—Punishment of an injurj 
by an act of same kind—Eye for Eye", BLACK' 
LAW DICTIONARY, page 1781 (3d ed.). 

3. Steuenson v. Watson (1879) L .R . 4 C.^ 
Div. 148. 40 L.T.R. (N.S.) 485. 

4. Immunity of Arbitrators. 3 AM . JUR.. pagj 
928. para. IDO. 



liable f o r negligence i n three general 
classes of cases and there are many 
miscellaneous f r inge areas where new 
theories are fast developing. 

Defects Attributable to 
Plans and Specifications 

I n the preparation of plans, draw
ings and specifications, an architect 
owes his employer the duty to exercise 
his sk i l l , abi l i ty , judgment and taste 
both reasonably and wi thout neglect.^ 
The measure of damages f o r defects of 
construction attributable to the lack of 
sk i l l either in preparation of plans or 
supervision of construction has devel
oped two distinct rules, depending on 
the character of the defects rather than 
the lack of u n i f o r m i t y i n dif ferent 
jur isdict ions. I f defects can be reme
died, the cost of the remedy is the true 
measure of damages. I f the defect is 
so intimately connected w i t h the body 
of the structure, or is so inherent i n 
some permanent part of the structure 
that i t cannot be remedied at a reason
able expense, or wi thou t tear ing i t 
down and rebui ld ing , then the proper 
measure of damages is the difference 
between the value of the b u i l d i n g now 
and the value i t wou ld have had i f i t 
had been erected upon correct plans 
and specifications." Complications arise 
where there are two causes contr ibut
ing to the defect. The architect is only 
l iable fo r his par t thereof, but he is 
not allowed anything f o r preparat ion 
of the plans since he fa i led to supply 
proper ones originally."^ Eff iciency of 
an architect in the preparat ion of 
plans and specifications is tested by 
the rules of o rd inary , reasonable ski l l 
usually exercised by one i n this pro
fession. However, an architect under

taking to prepare plans does not i m p l y 
or guarantee either a perfect plan or a 
satisfactory result.® 

These general principles a t t r ibuted 
to error i n plans or specifications o f 
the architect usually occur when : 

1. The fixtures are not adequate f o r 
their intended use; 

2. The roof, floors or walls become 
cracked, buckled or collapsed; 

3. The foundation is not sufficient 
to provide adequate suppor t ; or 

4. The waterproofing is not sufficient 
to prevent leaks or seepage.** 

Occasionally the owner claims that 
the architect is responsible f o r defects 
in the work which are alleged to have 
been caused by iniproper or unsuitable 
material stipulated in the specifications. 
The architect's rights against the man
ufacturer in such cases w i l l not be dis
cussed herein. Usually they are c la imed 
as offsets or counterclaims when the 
architect sues the owner f o r his fee f o r 
preparation of plans and specifications. 
Even where there is e r r o r or oversight 
in the preparation o f the plans neces
sitating repairs, these repairs cannot be 
made wi th unnecessary expense in an 
extravagant f o r m i f the owner expects 
recovery of the amount of this extra 
disbursement.'** 

5. BayshoTB Dev. Co. v. Bonfoey. 75 Fla . 455. 
78 So. 507 (1918). FoHowed in Canada— 
Cauchon v. MacCosham, 19 D.L.R. 708—a prin
cipal-agent relationsliip exists because of the 
contractual relation with the owner. 6 C.J.S. , 
Architects, para. 7. 

6. Truck and Gordon v. Clorfc, 163 Iowa 620. 
145 N.W. 277 , 3 A M . JUR., Architects, para. 20, 
page 1012. 

7. Annotation. 25 A . L . R . (2d) 1085-1103 
(1952). 

8. White V. Pallay. 119 Ore. 97. 247 Pac. 316 
(1926). 

9. Hill V. Polar Pontrtes. 219 S.C. 263. 64 
S.E. 2d 885 (1951) -. School District o/ King Co. 
V. Josenhaus, 88 Wash. 624. 153 Pac. 326. 25 
A.L.R. (2d) 1094. 

10. Bayshorc Dev. Co. v. Bonfoey. 75 Fla . 455. 
78 So. 507 (1918). 



A n architect employed to complete 
a h u i k l i i i g according to the plans and 
specifications of a preceding architect 
is not responsible to the employer f o r 
e r r o r in such plans and specifications, 
nor is the arcl i i lecl responsible i f the 
workmanship and materials prescribed 
do not meet tbe approval or expecta
t i o n of the employer. But an architect 
so employed is required to complete 
the bu i ld ing in a reasonably ca r e fu l 
and s k i l l f u l manner and in substanlial 
compliance wi th the plans and specifi
cations of the o r ig ina l architect. 

Injury or Death from 
Improper Plan 

I n the early cases it was declared 
that no cause of action in tort could 
arise f r o m a l)reach of conlrac t unless 
there was p r i v i l y of contract between 
the architect and tbe i n ju r ed p la in t i f f . 
I n more modern times tbe doctr ine has 
either been l imi ted , modif ied or com-
p l r t r l y re jected. ' - Since MacPherson 
v. Buick Motor Co.'*^ held a manufac
turer of an inherently dangerous auto
mobi le liable fo r in ju r ies to a remf)te 
user, the early doctrine has b ( < i i 
(•hanged. Dean Prosser dec la res . 
"There is no visible reason fo r any dis
t i n c t i o n between the l i ab i l i ty of one 
who supplies a chattel aiul who erects 
a structure."^"* Permsylvania was one 
of tbe fir.st courts to fol low this l ine of 
reasoning, ho ld ing : " [ T l b e r e is no 
reason to believe that tbe law govern
i n g l i a b i l i t y should be, or is, in any 
way different where real structures are 
i n v o l v e d instead o f chattels. There is 
no logical basis fo r such a dist inc
t i o n . " The principle inherent in l ia
b i l i t y "cannot be made to depend i i j i n r i 

the merely teehiiieal dist inction I T -

tween a chattel and a structure built 
upon the land".'-"' Architects, engineers 
and contractors should be held liable 
to persons with whom they have no 
p r i v i t y of contract f o r injur ies sus
tained, even after the. erection of a 
dangerous structure, under the same 
principles of negligence applicable to 
m a n u f a c t u r e r s . I t appears that the 
proper test of l iab i l i ty is whether the 
manufacturer or architec t should have 
recognized that his fa i lure to exercise 
due care would result i n substantial 
bod i ly barm to those using tbe chattel 
or structure in the manner and for the 
purpose f o r which it was created. 
Moreover , an architect i n preparing 
plans and specifications f o r the con
struction of a bu i ld ing under employ
ment by the owner is fo l lowing an 
independent cal l ing and is doubtless 
responsible for any negligence in the 
exercise of the ord inary ski l l of his 
profession, which results in tbe erec
t ion of an unsafe structure whereby 
anyone l a w f u l l y on the premises is 
i n j u r e d . ' ^ 

By under taking professional service 
to a client, an architect impliedly rep
resents that be possesses^—and it is his 
duty to possess—that degree of learn
i n g and ski l l o rd ina r i l y possessed by 
architects of good standing practicing 
in the same locali ty. I t is bis further 
duty to use the care o rd ina r i ly exer-

11. Mny V. Hoxoell. 32 Del. 221. 121 Atl. 650| 
(1922). 

12. .58 A.L.R. (2d) 865 (1958); 13 A.L.R. (2d)| 
191 (1950). 

13. 217 N.Y. .382. I l l N.E. 1050 (1916). 
14 Prosser. TORTS, page 517. para. 85 (2d| 

ed.. 1955). 
15. Foley v. Pittshurgh-Des Moines Co., 363 

Pa. I . 68 A. 2d 517 (1949). See also. 58 A.L.R^ 
(2d) 865-891 (1958). 

16. Inman v. Btnghnmfon Housing Author
ity. 1 App. Div. 2d .559. 152 N.Y.S. 2d 79 (1956), 

17. Potter V. Gilbert, 196 N.Y. 576. 115 N.Y.S| 
425 (1909). 
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cised in hke cases by reputable mem
bers of his profession prac t ic ing in the 
same local i ty . In add i t ion , he must use 
reasonable diligence and his best judg
ment in the exercise of his sk i l l and 
application of his learning in an e f fo r t 
to accomplish the purpose f o r wh ich 
he is employed. However, there are 
l imitat ions on the duties of an ar
chitect. 

The responsibili ty of an architect 
does not d i f f e r f r o m that of a lawyer 
or a physician. Where he possesses the 
required ski l l and knowledge and in 
the exercise thereof has used his best 
judgment, he has done a l l that the law 
requires. The architect is not a war
rantor of his plans and specifications. 
The result may show a mistake or de
fect, although he may have exercised 
the reasonable ski l l requi red . 

An architect, employed by a school 
trustee to draw plan? afid specifieations 
fo r a school bu i ld ing v.hich met wi th 
the approval of the trustees, was held 
not liable when a ch i ld fe l l over a 
wall onto a coficrete floor. Alleged neg
ligence was based on the absence of a 
guard r a i l . Stress was l a id on the the
ory that i n this case a publ ic officer 
vested w i t h discretion, when exercising 
his judgment i n matters brought be
fore h im, is immune f r o m l i ab i l i t y to 
persons who may he i n j u r e d as a re
sult of an erroneous or mistaken de
cision, provided he acts w i t h i n the 
scope of his author i ty and wi thout 
either willfulness, malice or co r rup t ion . 
The court held that the architect was 
employed to draw plans and specifica
tions fo r a school b u i l d i n g ; that these 
were submitted to the trustees, who i n 
turn discussed, changed, mod i f i ed , cor
rected and finally approved. There

after the school was constructed ac
cording to the new plans and specifica
tions. " I t wou ld he a strange rule o f 
law which would excuse the act of the 
O F I K iai in passing upon the plans and 
ad judg ing them sufficient and yet wou ld 
hold the person who drew them l iable 
in damages because o f alleged i n 
competence." 

Another category o f architects ' l ia 
b i l i t y arises before the b u i l d i n g is 
completed and in cases wherein in 
juries or death result f r o m a collapse 
of the structure due to defective plans 
or designs. In the i l lus t ra t ive case, 
Clemens V. Benzinger,-*^ p l a in t i f f ' s i n 
testate was employed by a contractor 
engaged in the erection of s t ructura l 
steel for a grandstand. Fatal i n j u r i e s 
were sustained when he was struck by 
a steel column which fe l l because of a 
wrong type of bolt used to anchor i t 
i n concrete which had not hardened 
sufficiently to bear the s train and 
weight of the column. Judgment was 
rendered against the contractor w h o 
d i d the work , the contractor who d i d 
the structural steel work and the a rch i 
tect who supervised. The appellate 
court affirmed the judgment against 
the architect. L i a b i l i t y was predicated 
upon his supervisory activit ies, namely 
his fa i lure to no t i fy the contractor en
gaged in the erection of the s t ruc tura l 
steel of the true condi t ion after author
izing and direct ing the p lac ing of the 
anchor bolts i n the d r i l l e d holes, w i t h 
their strength and supports w h o l l y de

ls. Hnyne v. Euerham. 191 Mich. 181. 163 N.W. 

1002 (1917). 

19. Sherman v. Miller Const. Co., 90 Ind. App. 
462. 158 N.E. 255. But governmental Immunity 
of .«:chooI districts Is being aboll.shed as a 
matter of public policy. See Molifor v. Kane-
land Community Unit District No. 302, 181 111. 
2d 11. 163 N.E. 2d 89 (1959). 

20. 211 App. DIv. 586. 207 N.Y.S. 539 (1925). 
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pendent on the resistance of the un-
hardened cement. Further, it was based 
on defects of the o r ig ina l plans i n 
wh ich the type of anchor bolts to be 
used was not specified. The architect 
approved the detailed plans prepared 
by the contractor i n which the impro
per type of bolt was specified. " F o r 
defects in o r ig ina l plans and the ap
p r o v a l of detailed plans ar is ing f r o m 
negligence on the part of the architect 
l i a b i l i t y resulted." Also where there is 
a latent or concealed defect result ing i n 
i n j u r y , l i ab i l i ty results.^i 

I n Day V . National U. S. Radiator 
Corp.22 a boiler exploded, b u r n i n g the 
deceased while he was ins ta l l ing the 
hot water system. A n $83,000 j u d g 
ment was affirmed by the Louis iana 
Cour t of Appeals. The court held the 
architect owed a duty to the contractor 
and his employees as well as to sub
contractors and their employees whom 
he had every reason to anticipate 
w o u l d be involved i n this construction. 
The architect contended that a person 
named Vince was negligent i n f a i l i n g 
to instal l a pressure relief valve. But 
the court held Vince's gross, inexcusa
ble negligence could be of l i t t le com
f o r t to the architect. "The negligence 
of the architect combined w i t h that of 
V ince i n cont r ibu t ing to the i n j u r y and 
rendered h im liable m solido. One 
whose negligence combines w i t h that 
of another to cause i n j u r y cannot plead 
the negligence of such other as a 
defense to an action by the i n j u r e d 
party ."23 

issuance of an 
Improper Certificate 

The American Institute of A r c h i 
tects has zealously fought to preserve 

the h igh standing of al l architects in 
the courts of our nation and especially 
to preserve the i m m u n i t y which its 
members have enjoyed f o r centuries. 
Members of this outstanding associa
t ion are vocal, loyal and very fraternal 
i n defense of a l l o f their members. I f 
you t r y to prove lack of good faith, 
f r a u d , fa i lure to exercise ski l l and care, 
or even simple and apparent negli
gence, you w i l l be confronted by a 
most d i f f icul t s i tuation. Y o u r status is 
analogous to a p la in t i f f i n a malprac
tice case who wishes to produce a dis
interested doctor who is not prejudiced. 

Both i n the early cases and today an 
architect 's certificate is agreed to be 
conclusive as between the parties. Be
cause he is acting i n a dual capacity 
and as a quasi-arbitrator there is no 
resul t ing l iabil i ty.^4 The reasoning is 
sound and based on the contract 
wherein the p la in t i f f owner and the 
contractor have both agreed that the 
architect is to be the sole arbitrator. 

D u r i n g W o r l d W a r I the pendulum 
began to swing towards greater l iabi l 
i t y . Then the courts held that an ar
chitect who was negligent i n approving 
a contractor's c laim f o r a greater 
amount than was actually due was 
liable to the owner f o r the excess pay
ment made in reliance on the cert i f i -

21. Campo v. Scofield. 301 N.Y. 468. 95 NJT. 
2d 802 (1950). 

22. 117 So. 2d 104 (1959). The Supreme Court 
of Louisiana recently reversed the Louisiana 
Court of Appeals in this matter. See 128 So. 2d 
660. It did so on the ground that there was no 
negligence in approving shop drawings as to 
the pressure release valve because this was not 
followed by the subcontractor and therefore 
was not the proximate cause of Day's death. 
See also. Marine Insurance Co. v. 5trecfcer, 100 
So. 2d 493. 

23. See the chapter by Bell on architects and! 
engineers at page 179 in PROFESSIONAL N E C L I - I 
GENCE (Vanderbilt University Press. 1960). 

24. 3 A M . JUR., Arbitration and Award, para. 
100 (1939); 42L.R.A. (N.S.) 282 (1913). 
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cate, but not fo r the cost o f comple t ing 
the bu i ld ing in accordance w i t h the 
contract t e r m s . W l i e r e defects i n con
struction are discovered af ter a super
vising architect has given his final 
certificate, evidence o f such defects 
might give rise to a c la im f o r damages 
in recoupment i n the architect's action 
f o r his services. However , a showing 
of negligence alone does not constitute 
a complete defense to the c l a im f o r 
compensation.2<J The reasoning i n these 
cases is based on the premises that 
architects are ski l led persons and are 
therefore held to a higher degree of 
care than unskil led persons, and i f 
they f a i l i n the du ty owed either i n the 
preparation of plans or i n the super
vision of the work , or the issuance o f 
a certificate, l i ab i l i t y w i l l result f o r the 
damages proved by the owner. 

Where a roof collapsed af ter an ar
chitect who prepared plans and super
vised work gave his final certif icate, 
the court rejected the theory that pro
gress payments were merely authoriza
t i o n f o r the contractor to d raw propor
tionate parts of his pay. The fact that 
the condi t ion which caused the col
lapse was known to the owner was held 
not to preclude recovery, since the 
owner was entitled to rely on the suffi
ciency of the construct ion as cer t i f ied 
by the architect. The certificates given 
d u r i n g the progress of the w o r k were 
each evidence that the w o r k had been 
satisfactori ly completed by the con-
lractor .27 

A supervising architect ac t ing f r au 
dulent ly or i n col lusion w i t h one of 
the parties issuing payment certificates 
can be held l iable f o r a l l result ing 
damages. A question o f fac t is present
ed f o r an architect's negligence i n issu

ing a certificate, but a false cer t i f icate 
based on either f r aud or co l lus ion 
renders the architect l iable f o r a l l dam
ages, since he owes the owner a fiduci
ary duty of both loya l ty and good 
f a i t h . 2 8 

I n an exceptionally wel l reasoned 
case, State for the use of National 
Surety Co. V. Malvaney,^^ i t was held 
that where the contract requ i red the 
contractor to submit evidence to the 
architect that payrolls and materials 
bi l ls had been paid before issuing a 
certificate of substantial comple t ion , i t 
was negligence, which resulted i n l ia 
b i l i t y , i f the architect f a i l ed tp requi re 
such evidence and, b y issuing his cer
tificate, released the retainage. T h e 
surety had the r ight of subrogat ion , 
since it was entitled to pro tec t ion . The 
court rejected the content ion that the 
architect could not be held l i ab le be
cause there was no p r i v i t y o f contract 
between the architect and the surety. 
The duty to ascertain that the contrac
tor had paid the bills was owed to bo th 
the bu i ld ing owner and the surety, f o r 
whose mutual protect ion the retainage 
was provided. The f a i l u r e o f the a rch i -

25. Bump V. McGrannahan, 61 Ind. App. 136, 
111 N.E. 640 (1916). 

26. Lindberg v. Hodgens. 89 Misc. 454. 152 
N.Y.S. 229 (1915). 

27. School District v. Josenhaus, 88 Wash. 624. 
153 Pac. 326 (1915). 

28. Palmer v. Broujn, 127 Cal. App. 2d 44, 273 
P. (2d) 306 (1954). 

29. 221 Miss. 190. 72 So. 2d 424 (1954). The 
architect unsuccessfully raised these defenses: 

1. No privity of contract between the archi
tect and the sm-ety. 

2. Retainage not a trust fund and therefore no 
lien, neither legal nor equitable. 

3. Even if the surety had a cause of action, it 
failed to keep Informed and the architect 
is entitled to offset its contributory negli
gence. 

4. By agreement the architect was the sole 
Judge of what evidence should be required 
that materials bills were paid. 

5. If the surety had any rights under equita
ble subrogation, they did not accrue unUI 
either the date of the contractor's default 
or when the surety actually paid the bills. 
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lect to exercise due care and diligence 
i n car ry ing out his duties might result 
i n a loss to the surety where he under
took the performance of an act which , 
i f negligently done, would result i n 
loss, so the law imposed upon h i m the 
du ty to exercise care to avoid such loss 
even in tbe absence of a contractual 
relationship. Tbe fact the surety had 
taken no steps to ascertain that out
standing bil ls fo r labor and materials 
were being paid by the contractor was 
held not to charge it w i th con t r ibu tory 
negligence, since i t had the r i g h t to 
assume that the retainage would not 
be released unt i l tbe contract had been 
f u l l y performed. 

A certificate carelessly issued by an 
architect may i n j u r e not only the own
er but the surety. I n Hall v. Union 
Indemnity Co.^^ the certificate of the 
architect cert if ied progress payments 
w h i c h overpaid the contractor, who 
thereafter defaulted. The owner b rought 
suit on his bond guaranteeing f a i t h f u l 
performance. The surety company de
fended on the ground that the archi 
tect had not fol lowed the contract i n 
i s su ing the certificate. The contract 
p rov ided , as al l standard forms pro
v ide , that the payment would be made 
upon invoices presented to the contrac
to r . The court ruled that tbe architect 

i n c e r t i f y i n g amounts due on the basis 
of these estimates was acting as agent 
o f the owner and tbe architect's v io la
t i o n o f the terms of the contract was 
chargeable to tbe owner. A n apparently 
improper certificate would be an in 
creased risk to the surety. Consequent
l y , the surety would have been re
leased under tbe bond except fo r an 
estoppel, which applied because of un
usual facts found in this case.*'^ 

Where the architect is rendering a 
partisan service to the owner, there 
seems to be li t t le question that the cer
t if icate must be made wi th reasonable 
care after the exercise of professional 
judgment.•^•^ 

I n an early case, Corey V. Eastman,^* 
a contractor secured a certificate f r o m 
the architect stating that more than 
the amount of work necessary for the 
first payment had been completed. The 
d o u b t f u l owner was reassured by the 
architect that the certificate was correct 
and paid . The builder thereafter went 
in to bankruptcy. Upon a finding that 
the certificate was improper ly issued, 
the owner sought and recovered dam
ages f r o m the negligent architect. 

Miscellaneous Liability 
Thus, we find the pendulum has 

passed three general classes o f cases 
where the architect is liable. However, 
ttiere are otlier areas where the courts 
impose l i ab i l i t y . Misrepresentations as 
to the cost of the bu i ld ing should result 
i n l i a b i l i t y of the architect.-^^ Where 
the final estimate of the bui ld ing 
was $400,000 and the complete cost 
$700,000, the court held the architect 
l iable f o r an intentional misrepresenta
t ion i n a suit f o r the $300,000 differ
ential.'*^ Where the costs exceeded the 
estimate of $125,000, the court held 

30. See generally, AnnotaUon, 43 A.L.R. (2d) 
1227 (1955). 

31. 61 F . 2d 85 (8th Cir. 1932). 
32. See generally. Note. Architects' and En

gineers' Third Party Negligence Liability—tht 
Fall oS the House of Privity. 10 W. Res. L . Rev. 
563. at 568 (September, 1959). 

33. Coombs v. Beede, 89 Me. 187, 36 Atl. 104[ 
(1896). 

34. 166 Mass. 279, 44 N.E. 217 (1896). 
35. Prosser, TORTS, paras. 87-88 (2d ed. 

1955). 
36. Edu»ard Barron Estate Co. v. Woodruffl 

Co.. 163 Cal. 561, 126 Pac. 351 (1912). 
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the architect liable, but pointed out it 
would be inequitable to allow the own
er to retain the more valuable building 
and still recover the difference between 
the estimate and the actual cost."'̂  The 
architect cannot hold up construction 
by late completion plans without sub
jecting himself to a claim for damages 
for delay. In short, an exactness of 
performance in this regard is required 
from the architect."*^ 

In a recent volume, the author 
lamented that the South, so rich in 
traditions, is also "guilty of imitating 
itself to death in architecture".-*'' It 
is alleged that "the South has been 
scourged by pseudo neo-Georgian, neo-
Charleston, neo-Orleansean electric 
buildings. Mass produced, catalog-
numbered wrought ironwork, wood 
columns and Georgian doors are super
imposed and applied upon houses and 
buildings as a kind of costume that one 
might wear to a fancy dress ball." 

Based on this allegation alone of one 
section of America, an interesting ques
tion is posed. Suppose an architect 
conceived a new and original idea and 
proudly put on his plans and specifica
tions " © All Rights Reserved", and 
had his idea copyrighted. It is an 
opinion that he would have a cause of 
action against another architect who 
stealthily stole his ideas and plans. 

In England the present Copyright 
Act^" provides: 

(1) In this Act "artistic work" means 
a work of any of the following descrip
tions, that is to say, 

(a) the following, irrespective of ar
tistic quality, namely paintings, sculp
tures, drawings, engravings and photo
graphs; 

(b) works of architecture, being 
either buildings or models for build-

mgs; 
(c) works of artistic craftsmanship, 

not falling within either of the preced
ing paragraphs. 

Although this question has not been 
adjudicated on our ?ide of the Atlantic, 
an American authority^* wrote: 

While it may be doubled if a work 
of architecture may be copyrighted, 
after completion, under the I'liilrd 
Slates Act. no good reason seems to 
exist, under this section, why adequate 
protection may not be obtained by 
architects, if they copyright their 
models or designs. This right—com
pleting, executing, and finishing—is 
supplementary, or correlated as an 
antecedent rigiit, to the general rights 
given by Section (a) of Section 1. 

Not posing as a prophet to the ar
chitects, as Jonah was to Nineva, it is 
my considered conclusion that an ar
chitect will someday sue a brother 
architect for infringement of his copy
righted plans and specifications. 

37. Capitol Hotel Co. v. Rittenberry, 41 S .W. 
(2d) 697 (1931). 

38. Edwards v. H a l l „ 2 9 3 P a . 97. 141 At ! . 638 
(1928). 

39. Waugh, T H E S O U T H B U I L D S : N E W A R C H I 
T E C T U R E I N T H E O L D S O U T H . 

40. Copyright A c t of 1956. p a r a . 35 ( 1 ) . A l s o 
the standard Bri t i sh text. Copinger . C O P Y R I G H T S 
209-215 (8th ed.) cites m a n y cases of i n f r i n g e 
ment. 

41. Weil , A M E R I C A N C O P Y R I G H T L A W . page 83-
42. Cer ta in ly archi tectural drawings f a l l 

wi th in Class I of the Copyr ight L a w . this i n 
c luding drawings or plastic w o r k s of a s c i e n 
tific or technical character . However , w h e r e 
they are other than work ing plans, they m a y b e 
essentially artistic in character , as pointed out 
Dy authorities, and would fa l l into C l a s s G — 
works of art . Horace G . B a l l i n his pub l i ca t ion . 
L A W O F C O P Y R I G H T AND L I T E R A R Y P R O P E R T Y . 
observed: 

I t seems l ikely that the Copyr ight A c t 
(when a case arises on this point) w i l l 
be interpreted as l imi t ing protection to 
archi tectural plans as dist inct f r o m a r 
chitectural works . 

Therefore , whereas the plans m a y be protected 
under Class I . the completed w o r k is m o r e 
difficult to protect under our present copyr ight 
laws. Apparent ly , architects should c o n s i d e r 
pursuing design patent protect ion for the d e 
sign of a unique building construct ion . 

(conc luded on page 18) 
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PICTURE PAGE 

One of the many unusual attractions 
the Seatt le World 's F a i r i s the " B i 
bleotor" - an e levator fabricated frc 
0 gigantic P l e x i g l a s s bubble. T l 
elevator, shown on the left (top phol 
in loading pos i t ion and (bottom phot 
on the way up, w a s made by the Moi 
gomery E leva tor Company, Moline, 
i n o i s . T h e car can lift more then 
Seatt le F a i r v i s i t o r s at a time to 
L a n d of Tomorrow exh ib i t . 

Robert M. E n g e l b r e c h t , A I A , desigr 
the four-module home on the right fol 
family of four for exhibit at the S e a ( 
World's F a i r . T h e larger photo on the 
mediate right s h o w s one of the moduj 
being p laced on the s i t e . At the top, 
right, i s a model of the Engelbre 
house showing on interior court arran| 
ment. B e l o w the model i s a v iew of 
central courtyard of the Seatt le F 
home. T h e modules , factory-mc 
foctured by a U . S . P l y w o o d divis^ 
e a c h contain bui l t - in heat ing , air 
di t ioning, plumbing and iightingj 
ready to be plugged in at the s i t e . 



r 

T h e crowded c lut ter of the 
typ ica l dormitory room i s con
trolled and l i v ing s p a c e en
larged by a new wal l -hung 
l iv ing unit c r e a t e d by de
signer C h a r l e s E o m e s and 
manufactured by Herman 
Mil ler , I n c . On the left , the 
var ious e lements in the 12-
foot storage wal l are open to 
v iew . T h e f ive un i ts compr ise 
a long c l o s e t for coots and 
d r e s s e s ; a short hanging unit 
for s u i t s , s h i r t s and s w e a t e r s ; 
buil t - in towel b a r s , shoe bars 
and other a c c e s s o r y a ids ; 
wire s h e l v e s , d rawers ; a study 
unit with d e s k , reading l ight 
and b o o k s h e l v e s ; a d r e s s i n g 
unit with makeup l ight and 
mirror and the folding bed 
unit . On the r ight , the wal l 
system c l o s e s for dayt ime 
u s e to g ive maximum l iv ing 
space in dormitory quar ters . 



When Is an Architect Liable? 

In three general classes of cases and 
many miscellaneous cases, where com
mon law negligence can be proved, a 
cause of action against an architect 
may be successful. History moves on 
and the |)endulum swings past other 
cases, which are destined to become 
beacon lights for architects' liability 

in the future. Although we are not near 
the strict Babylonian justice of cen
turies ago, we have progressed very 

far from the early English rule of no 
liability of an architect. 

Gibson B. Withcrspoon, senior 
member of a Meridian, Mississippi, 
law firm, received his A.B. and L L . B . 
degrees from Washington and Lee 
University. He was admitted to the 
Virginia Bar in 1925 and to the 
Mississippi Bar in 1927. Mr. Withcr
spoon was President of the Missis
sippi State Bar, 1950-1951, and Presi
dent of the Scribes, 1959. Since 1945 
he has been Associate Editor of the 
Commercial Law Journal. 

NEWS OF ARCHITECTURE 

To Zikkurat Builders 

The spiral ascent of Babel's tower 
reverses its twists 
and spills its people to earth's Fifth Avenue. 

The sculptured gods of Karnak 
fix to baptise their granite toes 
in Nile waters. 

The grace of Greek, the eternities of Rome, 
still chip in reflectives, 
dusts of arch, of column and guttaed entablatures. 

The buttressed 'spiring of Gothic forms 
puncture, capture sun-set displays 
and hold entraceried the brilliants of faith and hope. 

And man conceives, achieves, embarassing night, 
orbits in flight, strings up tenuous strands, 
seeking entrants and anchorage amidst the stars. 

by Ernest Brostrom 
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' CONVERSION FICTORS 
• A reference tab le for a rch i 
tects and eng ineers has been 
publ ished by P r e c i s i o n Equ ip
ment C o . If you hove t rouble 
keeping enough reference books 
handy, t h i s chart may save you 
some t i m e . 

S K Y L I N E S readers may get one 
free by w r i t i n g P r e c i s i o n Equip
ment Co . , 4409 Ravenswood Ave . , 
Chicago 40 , I l l i n o i s . The pretty 
g i r l in the p i c tu re is not port of 
the deal w e ' r e in fo rmed. 

• Professor DeVon M. Car lson ( K . U . 1941) of the U n i v e r s i t y o f 
Colorado has been named dean of the newly es tab l i shed schoo l of 
arch i tecture at C . U . Dean Car lson, besides being a g radua te in 
arch i tec ture f rom the Un ivers i ty of Kansas, graduated in a r c h i 
tectura l eng ineer ing from the Un ivers i ty of Colorado and ho lds a 
masters degree in a rch i tec tu re from Columbia U n i v e r s i t y . He is 
a member of the Co lo rado State Board of Examiners of A r c h i t e c t s . 
He has been assoc ia ted w i th the Un ivers i t y of C o l o r a d o s i n c e 
1943, becoming A c t i n g Head of the Department o f A r c h i t e c t u r e 
and A rch i t ec tu ra l Eng ineer ing in 1959. 

• B i l l Voughon , in h i s Kansas C i ty STAR " S t a r b e a m s " c o l u m n , 
has come up w i t h the most l i ke ly so lu t ion yet to S t . L o u i s ' con 
s t ruc t ion problems in bu i l d ing Saorinen's gateway a r c h : b u i l d 
the t h i ng s t ra igh t up and then bend it over. 

• The U n i v e r s i t y o f Kansas Department of A r c h i t e c t u r e and 
A rch i tec tu ra l Eng ineer ing has been awarded a $750 s c h o l a r s h i p 
grant for each of three years by the T i l e Counc i l of A m e r i c a , 
Chairman George M. Bea l announced. 

Beg inn ing w i t h the 1962-63 academic year, the grant w i l l p rov i de 
scho larsh ip funds or s tudent loan funds amount ing t o $500 , p l u s 
a grant of $250 t o be used by the department i n f u r t h e r i n g i ts 
program of i ns t ruc t i on in courses on bu i ld ing ma te r i a l s . 
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The scho larsh ip or loan funds w i l l be awarded t o th i rd , fourth 
or f i f t h year s tudents . E l i g i b i l i t y w i l l be based on the student 's 
in tent ion t o enter p ro fess iona l pract ice of a rch i tec ture , h is 
academic record and f i n a n c i a l need and character. 

• Robert E. Earnheart , K .C . Chapter member, announces that as 
of August 1, he is j o i n i n g t he f i rm of Powers and Assoc ia tes , 
Engineer ing Consu l tan ts , of Iowa C i t y , Iowa, as an associate 
in charge of an A r c h i t e c t u r a l Department to be es tab l i shed by 
the f i rm . 

Powers and Assoc ia tes was es tab l i shed in 1957 and has been 
act ive in a d i v e r s i f i e d f i e l d i nc lud ing highway const ruc t ion, 
br idge d e s i g n i n g , land p lann ing and county zoning s tud ies . At 
present the f i rm numbers s i x l i censed professional engineers and 
land planners among i ts employees beside the p r i nc ipa l s , James 
W. Powers , Noel W i l l i s and James L . Maynard. 

Bob Earnheart p rac t iced arch i tec tu re in Kansas C i t y , Kansas, 
from 1950 in the par tnersh ip of Wi lson and Earnheart , Arch i tec ts 
un t i l 1961. Since Ju ly 1961/ he has cont inued h is pract ice at 
the some address as Robert E. Earnheart , A . I . A . , A r ch i t ec t . 

Bob p lans t o cont inue h i s present o f f i ce in Kansas C i ty for at 
least t he remainder of the year to handle pro jects current ly 
in progress. 

• The Ins t i tu te announces d iscon t inuance of cont rac t documents 
B - l O l , B . 1 2 1 , B-321 and B-322. Documents B-131 and B - S l l are 
recommended for owner -a rch i tec t agreements on a percentage 
bas is , and on a fee p lus cos t sys tem, respec t i ve ly . 

A new ser ies , for a rch i tec t -eng ineer agreements, has been pub
l i shed , and copies are a v a i l a b l e . They ore as f o l l o w s : C-101, 
percentage bas i s ; C - 1 1 1 , mu l t i p l e of d i rect personnel expense; 
C-121 , fee p lus expense. 

• The P o l i t i c a l Scene — K C / 8 0 D i v i s i o n : " C o n f i d e n c e in his 
proven a b i l i t y was a l so shown by c i v i c and bus iness associates 
when he was o r i g i na l l y chosen to head the K C / 8 0 pro jec t , a com
mittee concerned w i t h the c rea t ion of on over-a l l master plan for 
the future growth of the Kansas C i t y a r e a . " (From the campaign 
mai l ing p iece put out by the Kemper for Senator commit tee. ) Now 
where d id we get the idea that the K. C . Chapter and i ts members 
created K C / 8 0 almost f i ve years ago? 
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K. U. ARCHITECTURAL STUDENTS 

W/N A.I.A. SCHOLARSHIP AVIARDS 
A to ta l of $3,200 in scho la r sh ip 
awards has been rece ived f rom The 
Amer ican Ins t i tu te of A r c h i t e c t s and 
A . I . A . Foundat ion 's annual na t iona l 
scho la rsh ip program for p resenta t ion 
to s ix K .U . a rch i tec tu ra l s tuden ts , 
accord ing to Professor George M. 
B e a l , Chairman o f ' t h e Department of 
A rch i tec tu re and A r c h i t e c t u r a l Eng i 
neer ing . The awards were presented 
in spec ia l ceremonies of the Kansas 
Chapter of the A . I . A . on June 23 in 
Manhat tan, and on Ju ly 3 in a spec ia l 
ceremony by the Kansas C i t y Chapter , 
A . I . A . in Kansas C i t y , Mo. 

The A . I . A . and A . I . A . F . scho la rsh ips 
are der ived from spec ia l funds es tab
l i shed by bequest or grant t o ass i s t 
worthy students of a rch i tec tu re in 
fur therance of the i r educa t ion or 
research. 

Awards presented in Manhat tan went 
to Dav id D e L o n g , Empor ia , $1 ,000 to 
do graduate s tudy and Fred Stephen
son, Lawrence , $300 to do summer 
graduate work , both awards f rom the 
A . I . A . Waid Educat ion F u n d ; Gary 
U l t i c a n , B lue Spr ings, Mo. , $500, 
A . I . A . F . Ruberoid Company Fund ; 
Donald Hunter, Oak Park , I I I . , $300, 
A . I . A . Edward Lang ley Fund ; and John 
Ro l l i n A l l e n , P ra i r i e V i l l a g e , $600, 
A . I . A . F . Nat iona l Board of F i r e Under
wr i ters Fund .Mak ing the presenta t ions 
were Walter Gage, Manhat tan, repre
senta t ive of the Na t iona l Board of 
F i re Underwr i te rs , Haro ld Smi th , 
Kansas C i t y , Mo. , rep resen ta t i ve of 
The Ruberoid Company, and M. Da le 
Dronberger, Pres iden t of the Kansas 

Chapter of the A . I . A . 

Frank Gr ima ld i , Pres ident of the K a n 
sas C i ty Chapter, A . I . A . , presented an 
A . I . A . F . B lumcra f to f P i t t sbu rgh award 
of $500 to Suzy H o w e l l , C l i n t o n , Mo. , 
at a spec ia l meeting on Ju l y 3 rd . 

SUZY HOWELL 

Blumcraf t of P i t t sbu rgh has e s t a b 
l ished a$3000annua l s c h o l a r s h i p fund 
which is admin is tered by the A m e r i c a n 
Ins t i tu te of A r ch i t ec t s F o u n d a t i o n . 
Miss H o w e l l , a former p res iden t o f the 
K.U. Student Chapter , A I A , w a s 
se lected as rec ip ien t by t h e A l A ' s 
commit tee on e d u c a t i o n , headed by 
Donald Q. Faragher, F A I A . The c o m 
mi t tee th i s year awarded a t o t a l o f 
$41,000 in scho larsh ips for advance 
ment of a rch i tec tu ra l e d u c a t i o n . 
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COMMENTS ON 

A/A B-131 STANDARD FORM 

by Clem W. F a i r c h i l d , attorney 
L i n d e , Thomson, V a n D y k e , F a i r c h i l d & Langworthy 

In commenting on the Standard Form of Agreement between Owner 
and Arch i tec t , i t is f i r s t necessary to point out that in the 
prac t ice of low, just as in the prac t ice of a rch i tec tu re , no form 
should be used for more than a gu ide . T h i s par t icu lar standard 
form const i tu tes a very good gu ide in the preparat ion of a con
t rac t c lear ly de l inea t ing the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the par t ies and 
the i r re la t ionsh ip . It w i l l prevent d ispu te from ar i s ing between 
the part ies as to the ob l i ga t ions of the a rch i tec t and d iscourage 
impos i t ion of work beyond that for w h i c h he is able to co l l ec t 
a fee . 

T o start w i t h an ana lys is of the important points to be checked 
i n us ing th i s cont rac t , we can start w i t h the word " o w n e r " . Is 
the owner on ind iv idua l doing bus iness under a f i c t i t i o u s name, 
is it a par tnership, or is i t a corpora t ion? If a corporat ion, is it 
a p ro f i t or non-prof i t co rpo ra t ion . In other words , you must f i r s t 
determine what legal ent i ty you ore doing bus iness w i t h so that in 
the event of d ispu te , you con proper ly enforce the contract 
i f necessary. 

One point that I f ind engineers make a better deal for themselves 
on than a rch i tec ts do is in the matter of extra se rv i ces . A r t i c l e II 
sets out the spec i f i c ext ra serv ices but omi ts one of the biggest 
t ime consumers an arch i tec t can encounter. Engineers are now 
w r i t i n g into the i r cont racts a number of t r ips that come w i t h i n the 
proposed prearrangement. A rch i t ec t s should do the same or lend 
themselves to be imposed upon cons tan t l y by the i r c l i e n t s . 

A r t i c l e I should ca re fu l l y be gone over w i t h the c l i e n t . Th i s 
A r t i c l e is as much a sales too l as it is a de l i nea t ion of se rv ices . 
Core should be taken to point out to the owner the fac t there are 
ce r t a i n l im i ta t ions on the a r c h i t e c t ' s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and 
o b l i g a t i o n s . In th i s regard, the a rch i tec t takes on cer ta in strong 
burdens that open him up to personal l i a b i l i t y . In par t icu lar , 
he assumes the duty to guard the owner aga inst defects and 
d e f i c i e n c i e s . Assuming th i s t ask car r ies w i t h i t the burden of 
performing it w i t h due core . 
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Probably the b igges t burden is one ord inar i l y not r e c o g n i z e d . The 
ce r t i f i ca tes of payment issued by the arch i tec t and r e l i e d upon by 
the owner can resu l t in l i a b i l i t y t o the arch i tec t i f the c e r t i f i c a t e s 
are f a l se , and he has any reason to be l ieve the c e r t i f i c a t e s are 
ei ther f a l s e or incor rec t . Once th is burden is assumed, there is 
no way to evade t he po ten t ia l l i ab i l i t y go ing wi th i t . 

In a recent Federa l c a s e , a bonding company sued the eng ineer on 
a project for i ssu ing Ce r t i f i ca tes of Payment for mate r ia l w h i c h 
was not on the ground. The court held that the engineer was l i ab le 
s ince he had not used ord inary core in ascer ta in ing the mate r ia l 
OS descr ibed in t he ce r t i f i ca te had ac tua l l y been s u p p l i e d . 

A r t i c l e I I I se t t i ng out t he owner 's respons ib i l i t i es shou ld care 
fu l l y be gone in to s ince understanding by the owner w i l l p revent 
d i f f i c u l t i e s once the pro jec t is under way. Of pa r t i cu la r impor t 
ance is the designothon of the owner 's representa t ives . T o o o f t e n , 
the a rch i tec t is faced w i t h con f l i c t i ng requests and d e c i s i o n s and 
th is con e a s i l y be avoided through i n i t i a l des igna t i on . 

Sometimes, ob jec t i ons w i l l be found to cer ta in of the i tems set 
out in A r t i c l e V . It has been the wr i te r ' s exper ience t h a t the form 
should be ta i l o red so as to s t r ike out abso lu te ly i n a p p l i c a b l e 
items in t h i s A r t i c l e pure ly as a matter of publ ic r e l a t i o n s . T h e 
fact that some i tems ore ment ioned herein tend t o c rea te an u n 
eas iness on the port of the owner that re imburseable expense in 
par t icu lar w i l l crop up at the end as a large f igure. 

The matter of payments to the arch i tect must be w a t c h e d c l o s e l y 
i f there ore consu l tan ts who w i l l be paid out of the a r c h i t e c t ' s 
fee . Most consu l tan ts expect 90 per cent of the i r fee at the 
t ime t he d raw ings ore comple ted. A t tha t t ime , t he a r c h i t e c t 
has not rece ived enough of h is fee under the sca le as se t out 
in th i s par t i cu la r cont rac t to moke such payment. T h i s is a 
matter of nego t ia t i on and understanding w i t h the c o n s u l t a n t , or 
a matter of chang ing A r t i c l e V I to meet the problems encoun te red 
w i t h consu l t an t s . 

A r t i c l e IX causes some concern and it must be exp la ined w h y t he 
a rch i tec t is e n t i t l e d to ownersh ip for something he has been pa id 
for by the owner and the under ly ing p r inc ip les . 

In the State of M i s s o u r i , A r t i c l e XI i s , in the w r i t e r ' s o p i n i o n , 
ob l iga ted by s t a tu te . It is s t i l l used because the s t a t u t e pe rm i t s 
the use of a rb i t r a t i on and sets up a mechanism for mak ing 
arb i t ra t ion as b ind ing as any other lego! process. H o w e v e r , t he 

(concluded on p a g e 26 ) 
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Because of its size, the staid old 
auditorium has suddenly become 
controversial—and has evolved as 
t^verything from a combined "gym-
natorium" to a luncheon-theater 
"cafetorium." 

"Ever> elementary school needs a 

multi-purpose room as a minimum,** 
says Dr. Henry Linn, prominent Co
lumbia University school building 
consultant. "But in high schools 
these combinations create too many 
conflicts that hurt the program. 
When figuring the cost of a separate 
high school auditorium, parents 
should keep in mind that it is usually 
used as an adult community center.*^ 

One of the weakest—but most 
emotional—arguments of the cut-
rate education group is their attack 
on "comprehensive" high schools. 
These schools are spacious, well-
equipped structures that combine 
the traditional vocational and aca
demic high schools, and prepare stu
dents for careers ranging from 
beauty parlor technicians to nuclear 
physicists. 

O f the nation's 23,000 high 
schools, only 2,000 are considered 
truly "comprehensive.** They have 
been singled out in Dr. James Con-
ant*s recent survey for the Carnegie 
Corporation as one of our best hopes 
in the educational sweepstakes with 
the Soviets. 

Ann Arbor High School in Michi
gan, a2,600-student-capacity school, 
is one of tlie nation's best equipped, 
yet it was built at the reasonable cost 
of $17.71 per square foot. It boasts 
everything from a student plane
tarium, a swimming pool, a com
munity-sized 1,700-seat auditorium 
to a complete shop wing with a 
union apprentice program. 

"We're sometimes called a *pal-

ace,* ** says School Superintendent 
Jack Elzay. "But all we have to do is 
show how well our students are do
ing. We're the only school in Michi
gan that teaches Russian and has an 

Advanced Placement Program for 
gifted seniors. One hundred and 
thirty of our boys and girls are get
ting college credit for advanced 
work." 

Instead of stampeding into "econ
omy" programs, better schools are 
devising new, inexpensive facilities 
such as better audio-visual aids. 
Four Detroit high schools, for exam
ple, are teaching beginning French 
entirely with slides and tape record
ings. "The entire kit costs only $850 
and can be used by many classes," 
says Dr. J . J . McPherson of Wayne 
State University, where the tech
nique was developed. "We found 
that students using the new course 
spoke French 50 percent better after 
one year than those who learned by 
traditional methods." 

The battle against good schools 
has had a strange side effect. It has 
made beauty a suspect item, con
fused with plushiness. "Good design 
doesn't cost a penny," points out Dr. 
Cocking. "You can hire the nation's 
best creative architects for the same 
price it costs for a man who normally 
builds garages." 

The situation has become so acute 
that a New England architect re
cently commented: " I not only have 
to build cheap schools—they have to 
look cheap.** In Syosset, Long Is
land, a number of citizens com
plained that the beautiful, laminat
ed wooden trusses in the high school 
were "plush.** "They actually cost us 
less than steel," says a school official. 
"Because they aren't ugly, some peo
ple are convinced they are frill." 
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A similar incident took place in 
Minnesota where the supposed 
"marble" facing on a new school was 
roundly criticized. It actually proved 
to be local, and relatively inexpen
sive, granite. 

Can dollars-and-cents economies 
be made, then, that will not jeopard
ize a school? Definitely, yes. 

One of the most important is the 
consolidation of school districts to 
eliminate overhead waste and un
economical small schools. In 1953, 
there were 77,000 school districts, 
which have been consolidated to 
50,000. However, 25,000 would be 
even more economical. 

Borrowing schoolhouse construc
tion money at good rates can save 
more than cut-back in facilities. In 
1957, the average school-bond inter
est rate was 4 percent, double that of 
1950. In many cases this increased 
building costs by 30 percent. 

A possible solution is State Bond
ing Authorities such as one proposed 
by New York. However, one admin
istrator, Howard McEachen of 
Merriam, Kansas, took matters into 
Ins own hands recently. He traveled 
to Wall Street and successfully con
vinced financiers that his district's 
financial record had earned it a low
er interest rate. "He saved the tax
payers more money with that one 
trip than I have in years,'* says the 
district's architect. 

The economy of entirely prefabri
cated schools is debated, but experts 
agree on the value of "modular" or 
stock parts. In Liberty, Texas, archi
tect Bill Caudill designed a ten-room 
elementary school with beams of two 
sizes instead of the usual dozens, and 
one stock column instead of a half 
dozen. The school's steel costs were 
almost 40 percent less, and the 
school won nationwide recognition, 

architecturally and educationally. 
The intelligent early purchase of 

land for schools is a vital economy. 
Two towns, one that planned and 
one that waited, had exactly oppo
site experiences. Charlotte, North 
Carolina, started buying land before 
World War I I and recently sold a 
parcel they could not use at a 300 
percent profit. Woodbridge, New 
Jersey, a rapidly expanding suburb, 
sold town-owned land to developers 
ten years ago and is now buying it 
back for school sites at ten times the 
price. "And we're taking what's left 
over," says a disgruntled citizen. 

Intelligent economies will un
doubtedly help pay our education 
bill. Meanwhile, it is vital to under
stand the difference between a sup
posed "plush palace" and an effi
cient, attractive school properly 
equipped to teach our children. It 
may help defeat the dangerous falla
cy of bargain-basement education— 
as it did in Schenectady, New York. 

Four years ago, Schenectady 
erupted in a bitter fight over a new 
"dream" school, the $5,500,000 L i n 
ton High School planned to replace 
an overcrowded turn-of-the-century 
school in the noisy heart of town. 
The fourth floor of the building had 
been condemned and boarded up, 
and students had to fight two blocks 
of city traffic to reach their athletic 
field. 

"We thought they deserved 
more," says F . Morley Roberts, a 
business executive who helped lead 
the Citizens Committee for Public 
Schools fight. "The opposition at
tacked it as a palace, but we brought 
our story to the people through 
newspapers, radio and a door-to-
door campaign." 

The new school won by a bare 684 
votes in this city of almost 100,000. 
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"The fight was well worth it," says 
Roberts. "Linton High opened this 
spring and is already the center of 
our community. We have 1,700 
youngsters in a summer recreation 
program, the Schenectady Sympho
ny uses the auditorium, and the 
Boys Club has an after-school pro
gram here. 

"Ten thousand people came to 
our open house this May, and almost 
everyone was happy with it—includ
ing many former skeptics. We just 
made our first annual payment on it 
—$192,000, or about $8 extra taxes 
for a family with a $15,000 house. 

We think it's well worth the price." 
But the fight against bargain-

basement education has yet to be 
won in many other American towns. 
"There is a climate of opinion in 
thousands of American communities 
that is impeding the construction of 
superior school buildings able to 
provide a superior education," 
warns Dr. Cocking. "If we don't 
stop it, today's children and tomor
row's are the ones who will sufTer." 

Repr in ted by permiss ion of E s q u i r e , 
© 1958 by E s q u i r e , I n c . 
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AIA B.131 S T A N D A R D FORM 

statute s p e c i f i c a l l y n u l l i f i e s a rb i t ra t ion as a condi t ion precedent 
to the r ight to legal ac t i on . 

Cons iderat ion of t h i s cont rac t cou ld probably have been summed 
up very s imply and conc i se l y by s ta t ing that no agreement is any 
better than the intent of the people execut ing the agreement. 
However, a fu l l understanding of t h i s contract by both par t ies 
w i l l mater ia l ly decrease t he d i f f i c u l t i e s of the a rch i tec t ' s work 
and permit him to carry out h is chosen career rather than engag
ing in arguing and haggl ing w i t h his own c l i en t . 



^ADJUSTABLE ANCHORIHG SYSTEMi 
S O L V E S P R O B L E M S O F S E C U R I N G R A I L I N G S T O C O N C R E T E B l 
B E C O M I N G A N I N T E G R A L P A R T O F THE S T A I R S T R U C T U R | 

— I N S U R E S E X T R E M E R I G I D I T Y 

— R E D U C E S C O S T L Y F I E L D L A B O R 

— E L I M I N A T E S B R E A K A G E I N M A S O N R Y 

— A D J U S T A B L E F O R P O S T A L I G N M E N T 
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D E X - O - T E X 
GOES EVERYWHERE 

Pictured below is the service tower for the Saturn Project — 
(manned space flight to the moon). It is the world's tallest 
movable structure. 

Dex O-Tex Neotex and 
D e x - O - T e x Weather 
w e a r were used for 
their s k i d - r e s i s t a n c e , 
flexibility, waterproof-
n e s s and proven per
f o r m a n c e under such 
difficult conditions. 

Over 200,000 s q . f 
a s s o r t e d D e x - 0 
products have alr^ 
been installed on 
i o u s s p a c e proje) 
a l l b e c a u s e of 
formance provideJ 
th isoutstandingfa 
of products. 

This structure is actually taller than 
the B.M. A. Building presently under 
construction in Kansas City. 

Conductive Dex-O-Tex Neotex was the last thing on earth touched by Col. Glenn. 
Conductive Dex-O-Tex Neotex was used as the floor covering in the Clean Room 
the Service Tower, as both a conductive material and an impervious, clean surj 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND SPECIF ICATIONS, P L E A S E C A L L 

Kg^h6<U Qiiif. AfcUu^uU Slate Q o m p x i A U f . 

T O M H A N D L E Y PLaza 3-5040 
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Jake Richards 

Architectural Representative 

BA 1.1322 

Creat Western 

PAINTS 
1,322 COLORS 

FLINTKOTE FLOOR TILE 
FLEXACHROME TILE-TEX 

SUPER TUFF-TEX 
FREDERIC BLANK VINYL WALL COVERING 

FABRON-PERMON 
SUPER DUTY PERMOIM 

K A N S A S C I T Y 

C H I C A G O FT . S M I T H 
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NEW Products 
NEW Processes 
NEW Services 
are invarial9ly introduced 

In K a n s a s City l>y . . . 

B L U E P R I N T C O 
9 0 9 GRAND • KANSAS CITY, MO. 
SOUTH SIDE PLANT 17 E. GREGORY 

T E C H N I C A L 
P H O T O G R A P H Y 

V I C T O R 2 - 7 8 a i 
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Planners and designers 

i i ^ ^ f f i f a i o l r by Herman Mjl lvr 

modern center 
1 Block W e s t - 4 2 n d & Broadway 

Gill Miller, John B. Miller, Margaret Brown. 



This is Carthage Marble in Kansas City, our branch plant located south 
of Southwest Boulevard at 3030 Wyoming, Kansas City, Mo. For those 
in the Kansas City area, an easy phone call to VAIentine 1-4928 will 
command the same complete and integrated marble service offered 
from our main plants and quarries at Carthage, Missouri. 

At the right is Bob Stoats, capable 
new manager of Carthage Marble 
in Kansas City. Except for a tour 
of duty with the Field Artillery, Bob 
has been with Carthage Marble 
Corporation for the post 15 years. 
Beginning as a hand polisher in our 
Carthage plant, he developed his 
understanding of the business with 
experience in marble setting and 
drafting. He went on to become an 
expert estimator and finally, a 
salesman with a rare knowledge of 
his product. For the post several 
years, Bob has been Carthage 
Marble's soles representative in the 
state of Kansas. Now that Bob is 
manager of the K.C. branch, we 
believe that architects and design
ers in the area will soon learn to 
depend on his expert counsel in all 
matters concerning marble. 

C A R T H A G E M A R B L E 
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DO YOUR SPECIFICATIONS GET THE MOST 
FOR YOUR PAINTING DOLLARS? 

How To Pick The Best Point For Your Specifications 

Characteristics ZOLATONE STANDARD 
PAINT 

1. Total average bid cost on new construction. 8c sq. ft. 8c sq. ft. 
2. Ultimate in durability over any other painting system. YES N O 

Complete decorative flexibility; tones and textures as 

r well OS colors. YES N O 
4. Proof of material performance before iob acceptance. YES N O 
5. Cost-free maintenance service guaranteeing results. YES N O 
6. Minimum interruption maintenance type finish. YES N O 
7. Superiority of abrasive resistance. YES N O 
8. Dust repellent. YES ? 
9. Fire resistant. YES ? 

10. Stain resistant. YES ? 

Zolatone Color Engineering adds a new "Dimension in Depth" to 
decorative coatings. 

*lf you want new Dimension in Depth, giving rich color tones to either 
smooth or textured surfaces, choose your colors from 
Zolatone Damask Tones. 

If you wont the smoothest, softest tones in delicate pastel colors, g iv ing 
the decorative effect of conventional point without sacrificing Zolotone's 
superior characteristics, over perfectly smooth surfaces only, choose 
your colors from 
Zolatone Classics Tones. 

If you want new Dimension in Depth pleasing complimentary tones, 
that minimize surface imperfections and irregularities, recommended over 
textured surfaces particularly, choose your colors from 
Zolatone Tapestry Tones. 

R 0 N A I 

200 S . W . 

If you wont contrasting harmonies and l ively 
accents on roughest surfaces, giving maximum 
camouflaging to surface imperfections and ir
regularities, choose your colors from 
Zolatone Original Stock Color Combinations. 

P4 or f nance 

Formerly Devoe of Kansas City, Inc. 
Phone VI 2-5672 



s 
S O U N D R E A S O N S 
F O R S E P A R A T E 
M E C H A N I C A L B I D D I N G 

By employing Separate Mechanical Bids, the architect and engi
neer can consistently provide high quality installations to the owner at 
a price which is invariably lower, to the owner, than that obtainaiile 
when working through a middleman. 

1# When bidding is confined to pre-qualificd Mechanical Contrac
tors, you can be sure that less supervision w i l l be required . . . that the 
firm selected w i l l require less guidance and have a better understanding 
of the installation. By pre-qualifying mechanical bidders, the possibility 
of having an entire project delayed by some cut-rate sub-contractor, who 
has been selected solely on the basis of a cheap price to the middleman, 
is eliminated. 

The pre-qualified "Mechanical" Contractor, working with the 
architect and engineer, can frequently advise on minor changes which 
might well preclude future major problems. He is in an excellent posi
tion to co-oixrrate in providing a good workable installation for the 
owner. 

3. Satisfied clients are long term clients. The architect and engi
neer who establish a reputation for designing buildings and preparing 
specifications so that the owner receives greatest value in relation to ex
penditures, build an enviable client list and reputation. 

P I P E F ITT ING AND 

AIR CONDITIONING 

Council 

call 

PFAdcontmdor for 

AIR CONDITIONING 

When cons ider ing construct ion consul t a regis] 
tered arch i tec t and consul t ing engineer. 


