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Commentary on

"Planning" in Montgomery County has generally
meant the protection of established real estate
values from new development of a sort that
would lessen those values. This philosophy of
planning has regarded three kinds of develop-
ment as potentially harmful to existing values,
which consist mainly of single-family houses.
These three kinds of development are: commer-
cial use, industrial use, and high-density resi-
dential use. The county's pelicy has been to
hold these uses at arm's length in two senses: to
allow them only at a distance from single-family
dwellings, and to limit the amount of such use
(at least, industrial and high-density residential)
in the county, The county has been fairly suc-
cessful in implementing this philesophy of plan-
ning. Spot zoning, while not at all uncommon,
is less plentiful than in many other places, and
the amount of land zoned for apartments and
industry has not run as far ahead of demand as
it has in many places.

Another philosophy of planning would regulate
the character and intensity of land use to
achieve broader community objectives, such as
preserving open spaces, protecting watersheds,
and creating more efficient and livable com-
munities. Efforts in this direction have met with
limited success, the most notable [partial) vic-
tory being the large-lot zoning of parts of the
Potomac and Patuxent watersheds. This philoso-
Ehy of planning would alse make use of a
roader range of governmental powers to guide
the county's growth, embracing not only con-
trols over use and density, but governmental ac-
quisition of land, taxation, use of public works
policies (sewers, transportation, ete.). A first
step in this direction has been the enactment of
legislation requiring approval by the County
Council of the location of major sewer lines.

An example of the differences between these
two philosophies may be seen in th atfitude to
zoning of property at busy intersections. The
old philosophy is that, since such property is
undesirable for single-family dwellings, it should
be zoned commercial, fo permit the owner to
get a return on his investment and to keep
commerce as far as possible from houses. The
new philosophy recognizes that the commercial
zoning of all four corners of an intersection
causes traffic problems and that a properly
buffered shopping district can be an asset in a
residential area. This philosophy asks why the
person whe invests in an undesirable piece of
real estate shouldn't bear the consequences.
However, recognizing the political power of
such investors, the new philosophy looks for
methods of planning an area as a whole before
development, and acquiring with public funds
ose r;nds that do not lend themselves to a
evelopment that is both profitable and socially
esirable.

he Preliminary Plan for Residential Land Use
eems to be almost entirely a reflection of the
rst of these philosophies. There is much con-
ern over the amount of unused apartment zon-
ng, and over the possible increase in densities
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in the years to come, while there is practically
no effort to define the characteristics of a desir-
able residential community and to develop plans
and tools to create such a community.

The time has come for a new philosophy of
planning in Montgomery County. Since the
county is and will continue to be predominantly
residential, the Residential Land Use plan offers
a good opportunity to put the new philosophy
into practice. The new philosophy would recog-
nize that:

The county will continue to grow rapidly.

The growth will be so widespread, and the total
population will be so large, that planning must
do more than protect established values — it
must design an integrated structure of dwell-
ings, stores, offices, industry, highways, utilities,
schools and parks—a structure that provides an
economical, convenient, attractive and safe
place in which to live and do business.

To design such an environment, we will need
some things we do not now have, including
more complete statements of the goals of coun-
ty development; more complete design, by the
county government, of development; and more
effective tools for guiding development to real-
ize the design.

Why the emphasis on design? Because only by
detailed design of all aspects of the physical
environment is it possible for large numbers of
people to live well in a relatively small space.
The all-important fact is the county's continued
growth, wﬁich will soon be pushing its popula-
tion to the half-million mark. It is sheer num-
bers that are mainly responsible for traffic con-
gestion, loss of open space, problems of sewage
disposal, etc. It is sheer numbers that create
growing pressures for apartment zoning, and
that encourage industry to locate here. Sheer
numbers both threaten us with problems such as
these, and offer us the prospect of benefits in
the form of economies to be gained from pro-
viding public services en a large scale, and in
the form of economic and cultural opportunities
that would not be available in a smaller com-
munity.

The new philosophy of planning recognizes that
people are going to demand a living environ-
ment of much higher quality in years to come.
Rising educational levels and increased sensi-
tivity to the environment will make people want
better community design; while higher income
levels and especially high "discretionary” in-
come will enable them to pay for it. That is,
when people have filled their kitchens and base-
ments with consumer goods, they will increas-
ingly ask why they should have to emerge from
an attractive and comfortable home into a
tawdry and inefficient commercial district when
they go shopping. There will probably be a
boom in second houses in the Blue Ridge Moun-
tains and on the Eastern Shore, but as those
areas are overrun and lose their atiractiveness
people will strive to create, here at home, the
very qualities that make distant woodlands and
shores so attractive.

What should the Montgomery County communi-
ties of the future look like? We already have
the answers in the writings of various city plan-
ners, and in a few suburban communities now
in existence. There will be a community center
with stores, schools and other facilities. There
will be dense housing near the center, with
gradually diminishing densities out to an open
space barrier. There will be little or no through
automotive traffic within the community, but
goDd access Ffom ﬂaﬂrby I\thways. There wi"
also usually be an express transit station at the
community center. There will be an employment
center in the community or nearby.

This, of course, is the garden city plan. It is not
a new idea, but the point is that our public
taste, our institutions of land development and
our economic abilities are all moving us rapidly
in this direction. Te build and rebuild Mont-
gomery County along these lines is a desirable
and a realistic goal, but something more than
our present very weak zoning powers and a
vague concern over ''too many apartments' will
be needed if we are to achieve this goal.

The following criticisms of the Residential Land
Use plan are offered in the light of the fore-
going statement of philosophy.

A. The report is content with a pattern of de-
velopment that falls far short of the kind of
community that we should be striving for.

I. The report pays a compliment to the pattern
of development emerging at Damascus. Any
merits of this pattern are attributable to the
superb site and the fairly high prices of the
houses being built there. As far as community
design is concerned, Damascus is a miserable
failure—a stringtown, extending along the high-
ways as far south as Woodfield, as far south-
west as Cedar Grove, and a long way up the
road to the north, all 72 1ne detriment of the
people living there and through motorists alike.
The town's shape is apparently dictated by the
simple fact that, if you build on a pre-exisﬁn%
county road you don't have to pay for a loca
street fronting your house.

2. The report accepts and even approves of the
stringing of apartment buildngs along Sligo
Avenue. There could hardly be a worse layout
of apartment buildings. Traffic along the nar-
row avenue will be a real problem, and most of
the apartments will be a long and unpleasant
walk from stores, public transportation and com-
munity facilities. Another example is the re-
port's apparent acceptance of the Pooks Hill
type of crevelopme'nf—all the disadvantages of
apartment living combined with the disadvan-
tages of a remote location necessitating a pri-
vate bus line.

3. The report apparently accepts the inefficient,
dangerous and ugly commercialization of all
four corners of rural intersections [such as Ash-
ton and Potomac (instead of calling for devel-
opment of commercial centers of modern de-
sign.

(continued on page 2)
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4. The report apparently accepts continued
sprawling development in most rural parts of
the county on half-acre lots, or naively believes
that half-acre zoning will produce the report's
proposed pattern of increased density in the
seven inner planning areas and non-sprawl in
the rural areas. Half-acre zoning will not achieve
this result. The report also innocently voices the
belief that there is an agricultural economy in
the rural areas, that will withstand the pressures
of urbanization. In fact, there is hardly any
agriculture left in the county. The upper county
is a tax-write-off, gentleman’s estate, speculative
landholding economy. Half-acre sprawl is just
about as bad as sprawling development on
smaller lots. Incidentally, the report also under-
estimates the trend to scatteration extending
into remote areas such as Poolesville and
Brandywine.

5. The report relies on existing towns as the
centers of new satellite communities. These are
the worst of all places in which to try to create
satisfaciory communityg~centers. Land is split
into many small and separately owned tracts,
encumbered with buildings that are too costly
to tear down, devoted to industrial and heavy
commercial uses, and subject to regulation by
local planning commissions independent of the
MNCPPC. Even if an attempt were made to
develop these towns into centers of suburban
communities, it would probably be frustrated by
developers and retailers who would build shop-
ping centers elsewhere to avoid the difficulties
mentioned above.

6. There is no reference whatsoever to the need
for detailed design of new communities in the
vicinity of dispersed employment centers. Ap-
parently the haphazard construction of small
subdivisions around the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion is to be the pattern of the future. It is
true, there is a plaintive remark about the need
for a detailed development plan for the area
around the Andrews Air Force Base—more than
ten years after the base began operation!

7. The last criticism may be unfair if the "de-
tailed zoning and land use plans" that the
MNCPPC is preparing will fill the need. But
the rate of progress in making these plans ap-

pears to be so slow that the damage will be
done before such plans are ever completed for
some areas. There are 35 planning areas. De-
tailed plans have been prepared for five, but
there will (or should) be another five areas
added to the Commission's jurisdiction before
long in southern Prince George's County. At 3
or 4 per year, it will take 10 years to finish the
job. 1t is true that some planning areas are
already substantially built up. However, many
of these are going to need detailed land use
plans to guide redevelopment or at least exten-
sive high-density rebuilding. While the report
makes a reference to possible redevelopment,
there is no evidence that the MNCPPC is doing
any work in that direction. It should,

B. There is a lack of goals to guide the plan-
ning process.

1. It is time to ask whether metropolitan Wash-
ington should grow more to the scuth and less
to the northwest. There would be definite ad-
vantdges, such as the protection of water sup-
ply. The report does not consider such a funda-
mental question. It accepts the population
growth dictated by the Henson Creek sewer,
and stops there because of the difficulties in
pumping sewage over ridges. Anyway, the re-
port is already outdated by the announced in-
tention of the WSSC to build a sewage treat-
ment plant on Piscataway Creek. Once again,
we see that the effective decisions on develop-
ment are largely made by sanitary, highway,
and other agencies, not the planners!

2. Even the allocation of population to indi-
vidual areas is mostly simply a projection of
trends, rather than a planned development. This
is especially clear in the discussion of Clinton—
low density is recommended because popula-
tion projections indicate a low population, and
because the area is now rural!

3, There is no realization that high density, far
from being something to avoid. is a desirable
goal. What we need is designed density. The
report's concept of '"alternating intensities of
development” is of no particular value unless
the high densities are properly designed neigh-
borhoods or communities. Also, the alternating
intensities concept loses much of its value when
we realize that many of the low density areas
on which the report relies are Federal reserva-
tions, useful for defining communities but of
little use for recreation and other low density
use by the general public.

C. A major effort should be made to provide
the county government with the tools for carry-
ing out a residential land use plan—this prob-
lem is hardly discussed.

I. The report puts its main faith on conven-
tional zoning—a very weak reed to lean upon.
There is no reference, for instance, to public
acquisition of open spaces.

2. There is only a slight reference to the use
of transportation facilities to guide growth,
even though these offer great promise. Fur-
thermore, when transportation facilities are rien-
tioned, the reference is to freeways which would
damage existing residential areas and encour-
age further sprawl, rather than fo rapid transit
which would preserve existing communities and
structure growth.

3. The report accepts the independence of plan-
ning in the incorporated municipalities, as pro-
vided by the Municipal Home Rule Act. This is
unfortunately a reasonable position, but it is
worth while asking whether we don't need some
kind of a sub-regional planning agency, cover-
ing both counties or at least all of Montgomery
County.

D. There is little evidence of serious research
into the question of residential land use.

I. Most important, there has apparently been
little or no analysis of the housing market. Or,
if there has, the MNCPPC underestimates the
desire of its constituents to know the facts on

which policy is based. Certainly an analysis of
the demand for apartments in the years to
come might dissipate much of the hestility to
apartments, if it showed that future apartment
dwellers would be more wealthy and older than
in the past, and an asset instead of a liability
in calculations of tax revenue versus cost of
public services.

2. The lack of a research basis is especially
serious when one considers the specific recom-
mendations. For instance, why should there be
1177 apartments in the Four Corners planning
area, and 357 in Burtonsville?

To conclude, we need a new philosophy of civic }
design in Montgomery County, and new tools
to carry it out. The new philosophy is founded‘
on the idea of planned high densities. The ob-
jective would be a highly integrated commu-
nity, in which we could live much more effi-
ciently than in today's communities, just as a
modern kitchen, designed to minimize steps and
motions, is a much more efficient instrument
than an old fashioned kitchen. In this com-
munity, it will not be necessary for a person
living in a large apartment house to go two
miles for a pack of cigarettes, for small children
to dodge heavy traffic on the way to school, or
for a family to maintain a second car so father
can get to the bus stop in the morning.

This philesophy calls for the use of governmen-
tal powers of land acquisition in creating the
new high-density centers, for two reasons. First,
only by the use of governmental powers can
land be assembled in adequate quantities at
the right places, and the totality of land uses
be specified in all their necessary interrelated
details. Second, high densities create high land
values, and only by governmental assembly of
the land for high density development can these
values be acquired for the public rather than
falling into the hands of private landowners.

This may sound like a radical propesal, but we
should recognize that there is ample precedent
for it, both in the urban redevelopment powers
of local governments (which are a losing, rather
than a profit-making operation, but which are
not different in principle from what is pro-
posed), and in the increasing tendency to re-
quire developers to dedicate land for parks
and school sites (which is an imperfect way of
capturing a very small part of the density value
of land).

In defense of the Residential Land Use docu-
ment, it may be said that many of the above
criticisms deal with matters beyond the projec-
tion of population distributions and densities, to
broader questions of planning goals and meth-
ods. This is true, but where should the planning
process start? Perhaps the MNCPPC should be
devoting more of its attention to questions of
community design, and tools for realizing its
designs. Perhaps this is necessary before many
intelligent decisions can be made as to the dis-
tribution and density of population.

Submitted by Henry M. Bain, Jr., to the
Board of Governors of the Montgomery
County Citizens Planning Association. Mr.
Bain is a consultant in public administration,
specializing in  problems of metropolitan
areas.

GAUDREAU AT NEXT MEETING

Paul Gaudreau AIA, past president of
the Baltimore Chapter, will be the fea.
ture speaker at the next meeting of the
Potomac Valley Chapter at Brook Farm
Restaurant on Wednesday, December 7
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TRINITY EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH, North Bethesda, Maryland. Mil-

ton J. Prassas and Associates, Architects-Engineers.

Renewal Authority

All Maryland cities and counties may
now consider and plan for urban renewal
programs as a result of voter approval
of a referendum in the recent election.
Until then only Baltimore City had con-
stitutional authority to participate in
such Federally-assisted programs.

The effect of the ballot action was to
amend the Constitution to permit con-
demnation authority of the cities and
counties for other than purely public
purposes since under urban renewal pro-
cedures public bodies "assemble” land
and then resell it to private individuals
or redevelopment.

|
Voters Support Urban

he next hurdle will be enabling legis-
ation at the next session of the General
ssembly granting authority to munici-
alities and counties to undertake speci-
ic programs.

he electoral mandate should give vari-
us communities sufficient encourage-
ent to proceed with basic planning in
his area. Rockville, Maryland, is one
uch community which is organizing a
itizens urban renewal committee to
tudy blighted areas.

OMISSION

e would like to apologize to Mr. David
. Condon for the omission of his name
rom the 1960-61 Roster of our Chapter
embers. Mr. Condon has his office at
300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. in
ashington. His office phone is HO-
art 2-6461 and at home, WHitehall
-8912. Mr. Condon's name was inad-
ertently omitted from the list of Un-
ssigned Members.

Mrs. Clifron B. White

The Potomac Valley Chapter was deeply
saddened by the sudden and untimely
death of Virginia White, wife of our fel-
low member, Cliff White.

While Virginia's activities were greatly
limited, she was always anxious and will-
ing to do her part in Chapter duties as
was evidenced by her untiring efforts
during the A.LLA. Convention in 1957.
The same loyalty was expressed in her
work as an officer in The Inner Wheel of
Silver Spring. She always said, "I'll be
happy to help with anything | can do
home."

Her sunny disposition and gay laughter
will long be remembered.

CSI MEETING

The next meeting of the Construction
Specifications Institute will take place at
the National Housing Center on Decem-
ber 20 at 7:30 P.M. A special program
is planned around the theme: "Associ-
ates Night."

APARTMENT DEVELOPMENT, Prince Georges County, Maryland. Clifton B.
White, Architect.

On the Boards

RHEES BURKET
Working Drawings:
Randolph Junior High School
Parkland Junior High School
for the Board of Education of Mont-
gomery County
N. DAYID DAUMIT
New Addition and Remodeling Work:
Neams, Market, Washington
MacArthur Boulevard Drug Store
Kojac Liquor Store, Washington
Remaodeling:
Red Cross Shoe Store, Washington
(Store Front)
New Construction:
Restuarant - Carry Out Shop, Wash-
ington
CLIFTON B. WHITE
I. Preliminary Phase:
250 unit apartment project, Prince
George's County Shopping Cen-
ter near Laurel, Md.
2. Working Drawings:
Waters Memorial Church Parish Hall,
Prince Frederick, Md.
Residence, Kenwood, Md.
3. Supervision Phase:
Residence, Irvington, Va.
Remodeling, Flagship Restaurant,
Washington
Community Paint & Hardware
Warehouse, Bethesda, Md.

Potomac Valley Architect

in South America

Mr. George A. Speer, A.LLA., one of our
Chapter's new members, is at present on
a special assignment for the A.LA. as a
housing consultant in Bogota, Colombia.

Mr. Speer expects to be in Colombia on
this work for approximately one month,
after which he will Be in Lima, Peru, as
an advisor and consultant to the Peru-
vian government for about two months.
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ALL-ELECTRIC HEAT PUMP

THE CUSHWA BRICK AND
BUILDING SUPPLY CO.
TU 2-1000 HU 3-6575

James H. Carr, Inc.

Curtain Wall Panels of Fiberglass.
Aluminum and Steel

Glulam Arches and Bowstring Trusses
Prefabricated Trussed Rafters
2138 P Street, N.W. Washington 7, D. C.
ADams 4-7979

United Clay Products Co.

Headquarters for
Georgetown Colonial Brick
Carrier Air Conditiening
Alwintite Windows and Doors
Bryant Heating Equipment

931 Investment Building DI. 7-0787

Mt. Vernon Clay Products Co.

800 Hamlin Street, N.E.
Washington 17, D. C.
DEcatur 2-6267

ROOFING

Over 100,000 Roofs in the
Metropolitan Area Since 1892

Rose Brothers Company

1441 No. 19th Street
JAzksan 2.1222

Arlington, Va.

National Brick & Supply Company
High Pressure Cured Block and Brick
Dox Plank Floor and Roof System
Terra Cotta Washington 11, D. C.

LAwrence 9-4000

James A. Cassidy Co., Inc.

Building Products - Modernfold Doors
Arcadia Sliding Glass Doors, Windows
and Curtain Walls
8th and Lawrence Streets,
Washington 17, D. C.
LA. 9-5400

NL.E.

ARCHITECTURAL CONCRETE
Tecfab, Inc.

Precast Structural Insulating Panels and
Window Wall Systems
Plastic Mosale and Tile Facings
Beltsville, Md. GR 4-8211
Atlantic Perlite Co.
Lightweight Concrete Roof Decks
1919 Kenllwnrth Ave., N.E., Wash. 27,

D. 8P 3-0200

BUILDING EQUIP. & MATERIALS
The Hampshire Corp.

Acoustleal Tile, Plastering, Flooring,
Partitlons, Roof Deck
1626 Annapolis Rd., Bladenshurg., Md.

.. UN 4-0300

Woest Bros. Brick Co.

Tunnel Kiln Face Brick, Various Colors

8600 Sheriff Rd., N.E., Wash. 27 .. ..
..:. WA 5-8220

Washington Brick Co.

Masonry Manufacturers & Distributors

6th and Denlur Sts., N.E., Wash. |1,
D. LA 8-7000

Macomber Incorporated
Standardized Steel Building Products

8113 Fenton St., Siiver Spring, Md.
JU 9-7554

Jack T. lrwin, Inc.
“*Dealers in Natural Stone”’, Flagstone,
Building Stone, Georgia Marble,
Slate Products
1508 Rockville Plke, Rockville, Md.
OL 4-6252

Barber & Ross Company, Inc.
Hardware - Lumber - Millwork
Roofing - Siding - Structural Steel
Packaged Homes

2323 4th St., N.E., Wash. 2, D. C.

DE 2-0501

A & K Wooedworking Co.
Fine Cabinet Work for Churches,
Homes, Offices and Institutions
214 L St., N.E., Wash. 2, D. C.
L1 6-2010

FURNISHINGS & EQUIPMENT
ane's Windows, Inc.

The Finest In Aluminum and
Steel Windows
1820 N. Nash St., Arlington, Va.
JA 5-8919

Milo Products Corp.

Milo Cabinets, Wall Closets and Fronts

Milo Bi-Fold Doors, Metaloc Warp-Proof

Siiding Doors, Accordion-Fold and

Wovynwood Doors

1010 Vermont Ave.,, N.W., Wash. 5, D. C.
ST 3-9647

Klon O. Row, Inc.
Sanymetal and Weis Toilet Partitions
Flour City Ornamental Iron Co.
4380 h!m:Arthur Bivd., N.W., Wash. 7,
FE 3-4410

Schatz Kitchen Equipment, Inc.
Washington's Oldest Manufacturers of
Kitchen Equipment for Restaurants
and Schools
5011 Minnesota Ave., N.E., Wash. 27,

D. C. SP 3-3500

GENERAL
Standard Supplies, Inc.

Everything for the Building Trades
Wholesale Plumbing, Heating,
Mill Bupplies
110 E. Middle La., Rockville, Md.
GA 4-5350

Floyd E. Koontz

Pella Wood Folding Doors and Windows
Miami Medicine Cabinets and Mirrors
Sargent Incinerators

3250 K St, NJW., Wash,, D. C. FE 3-2900

Builders Hardware Corp.
Architectural Hardware Consultants
Builders’, Finishing Hardware
4908 St. Elmo Ave., Bethesda, Md.

OL 6-6800

D. A. Hubbard Co.

Panelfab Aluminum Doors, Frames
Benson Windows, Frie Porcelain
Grade-Ald, U.S. Incinerator
Box 5939, 8000 Norfolk Ave.,
OL 2-8425

Bethesda 14,
EM 5-2747

T. M. Woodall, Inc.

Plastering and Acoustical Trealment

6480 Slige Mill Rd., Takoma Park 12, Md.
Jju 9-3811

Fries, Beall & Sharp Co.
Architeetural Hardware Consultants

Representative of Sargent & Co.
and Schlage

Shirley Hwy. and Edsall Rd., Springfield,
Va. FL 4-3600

The Shade Shop

YVenetian Blinds, Window Shades. Folding
Doors—Wpeod and Fabrie, Daryl “"Patio-
Magle” Bliding Glass Doors and Windows

2214-16 M St., N.W., 'Wash. 9, D. C.
FE 7-1200

GENERAL CONTRACTORS
AND BUILDERS

Altimont Bros., Inc.

4929 Bethesda Ave., Bethesda 14, Md.
oL 2-1700

Martin Brothers, Inc.
General Contractors

1609 Conn. Ave., N.W., Wash. 9, D. C.
HO 2-0128

Warthen & Ward

General Contractors

10410 Montgemery Ave., Kensington, Md.
LO 5-1186

Hill and Kimmel, Inc.

General Contractors

1103 Wayne Ave., Silver Spring, Md.
Ju 5-3811

C. M. Hale Co., Inc.
Specializing in Churches, Commercial
and Publle Work

3708 Perry Ave., Kensington, Md.

LD 4-8363

Duncan Construction Co., Inc.

10315 Kensington Pkwy., Kensington, Md.
LO 4-7075

HEATING AND FUELS
Griffith-Consumers Co.

Distributors of All Types of Commercial
and Residential Fuels and Heating Equip.

1413 New York Ave.,, N.W., Wash. 5, D. C.
ME 8-4840

MASONRY
A. Myron Cowell, Inc.

Quality Masonry Coniractors

Brick - Glazed Tile, Cinder Block

Rubble Stone — Glass Block

Cut Stone Selting

538 Forest Glen Rd sjlver Spring, Md,
9-3340 JU 9-4580

Anthony lzzo Co., Inc.
Brirklaying Contractors

Suite 711, 1000 Conn. Ave., N.W.,
ash 6, D. C. ST 3-0587

McLeod & Romborg Stone Co.,
Inc.
Cut Stone Centraclors

Bladensburg, Md. WA 7-2452

PAINT
Cunningham Paint Company

Distributors: PVA Muraltone; l.\luralq
Masonry Finishes for All Interior and
Exterior Walls

1236 20th St., N.W., 'Wash. 6, D.Flé.

W. R. Winslow Co.

Distributors for Benjamin Moore, Sas
Cabot and Natlonal Gypsum

Winslow Products

ew York Ave., N.W., Wash. |,
922 N I

McCormick & Son, Ine.

Distributors Deyoe and ltaymld_s Co.,
Color Consulting and Coordination Se
ROY J. MORRIS, Color Consultant

5018 Georgia Ave., N.W., w:;h.TIAI.

PLUMBING & HEATING

American Radiator and
Standard Sanitary Corp.
Specifications for Plumbing and Heat
8641 Colesville Rd., Siiver snrlnli:

Crane Co.

For Specifieations Conlact
Washingten Sales Office

6310 Chillum PI., N.W., Wash. I‘I"-A‘

PORCELAIN

Calcore Porcelain Co., Inc.

Subsidiary of Caloric Appliance Corp.
Architectural Porcelain - Curtain Wa
Panels - Store Fronts - Service Stati
812 Thayer Ave., Silver Spring, "J‘:J

REPRODUCTIONS & SUPP
Leet-Melbrook, Ine.

Blueprints, Architectural Photos,
Drafting Supplies
950 Sliige Ave., Sliver Spring, Mrfj.u

Cooper-Trent

Your Authorized K & E Distributor
Complete Reproduction Services
4923 Cordell Ave., Bethesda, Md.oL

Geo. F. Muth Co., Inc.
Architects', Engineers’, Dralting and
Arti Supplies

Office Equipment and House Paints

1332 New York Ave, NW., w:shm?‘

SPECIAL SERVICES

Foundation Test Service, Inc.
Jame: J. Schnabel, President

Test Borings — Auger Borings
Rock Core Drilling — Seil Testing
1908 Sunderland PL, N.W., Waséla.

Joseph P. Sullivan

Estimating and Cost Analysis
Government and Private Projects

10005 Edward Ave., Bethesda Héll“

Mickelson's |

Prints and Paintings |
Fine Picture Framing

709 G St., N.W., Wash., D. C. NA

TILE
The Mosaic Tile Co. of Virgin

Tile Manufacturer
Warehouse and Showroom

607 S.Ball St., Arlington, Va.
0T 4-5553 oT

Standard Art, Marble & Tile
Marble, Mosale,
Slate

N.W., Wash., D. C. NA

Beagliola, Terrazzo,
Ceramle,

117 D st.,




