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The Sixty-eighth Convention 

FOURTH AND LAST NOTICE 

LL indications point to an outstanding 
Convention—at Old Point Comfort and 

Williamsburg, Virginia, on May 5, 6, 7, and 8, 
1936. 
The January, February, March and April 

numbers of THe Ocracon set forth complete 
information—for the guidance of chapters, dele- 
gates, and members. 

For convenience an index of Convention items 
is listed as follows: 

In the January Ocracon— 

Early Election of Delegates 
Procedure for Delegates and Proxies 
No Taxes or Refunds 
Chapter Meetings on Convention Business 
Nominations of Officers and Directors 

In the February Ocracon— 

Qualifications of Delegates 
Proxy Representation 
Hotel Headquarters and Reservations 
The Program in General 
The Attractions of Williamsburg 

In the March Ocracon— 

Looking Ahead—by President Voorhees 
Hotel Reservations, etc. 
Invitation to All Members 
Article on Williamsburg 
By-law Amendments 

In the April Ocracon (this number)— 

Headquarters at Williamsburg 
The Dinner at Old Point Comfort 
Tentative Program of Convention 
How Will You Travel? 
The James River Plantations 
Nominations of Officers and Directors 

Headquarters in Williamsburg: 

Through the courtesy of the College of William 
and Mary, the Phi Beta Kappa Hall, on the 
campus of the College, at Williamsburg, will be 
Convention headquarters, for May 6, 7, and 8. 

The Phi Beta Kappa Hall has a good auditorium 
with ample lobby space. On the second floor are 
lounging rooms, which will be reserved as the 
exclusive headquarters for the ladies during the 
three days in Williamsburg. 

The Dinner at Old Point Comfort: 

It is an old Institute custom to conclude its 
conventions with a dinner party. This year 
formal addresses will be omitted. Time will be 
taken to pay appropriate tribute to some of those 
who made possible the restoration of Williams- 
burg; and to award two medals of the Institute 
in acknowledgment of outstanding accomplish- 
ments in the Fine Arts and in Craftsmanship. 

With reference to dress the dinner will be 
formal, but a dinner jacket will not be mandatory. 
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Tentative Program of the Convention 

HIS tentative program, published more than a month in advance of 
the Convention, is subject to change. It is merely a forecast of the 

final program, which will be distributed in printed form at the opening 
session of the Convention. 

Hotel and Convention Headquarters: 

The New Chamberlin Hotel, at Old Point 
Comfort, Virginia, will be hotel headquarters for 
delegates, members, and guests. All the sessions 
on the first day—Tuesday, May 5—will be held 
in the hotel. The railroad station and steamer 
landings are within a block of the hotel. 

Beginning on Wednesday, May 6, the Con- 
vention will hold most of its sessions in the Phi 
Beta Kappa Hall, on the campus of the College 
of William and Mary, at Williamsburg. These 
sessions will begin promptly at 10:30 A.M., 
each day. 

There will be adequate transportation for 
every one—by automobile and bus from Old 
Point Comfort to Williamsburg each morning, 
and back to Old Point Comfort in the late 
afternoon. 

Registration: 

Delegates, members, and guests should register 
upon arrival at the hotel, with the Registration 
and Credentials Committee. 

For the convenience of those arriving on 
Monday, May 4, this Committee will be on duty 
at the New Chamberlin Hotel on the afternoon 
and evening of Monday, May 4, from 3:00 to 
10:00 P.M. It will also be on duty on Tuesday, 
May 5, until 6:00 P.M., at which time registration 
records will be closed in order to permit the 
Committee to make its report to the Convention. 

Prompt registration upon arrival at the hotel 
will greatly expedite the work of the Convention. 

Program, Tickets, Etc.: 

The final program of the Convention, with 
complete information concerning procedure; tick- 
ets of admission to Williamsburg buildings, and to 
the dinner; and all Convention documents will be 
available at the time of registration. 

Meetings Before the Convention: 

Board of Directors: 

Annual meeting of the Board of Directors at 
The Octagon, Washington, D. C., April 30 to 
May 3, inclusive. 

Chapters or members having communications 
for the Board should address them to the Secre- 
tary, at The Octagon, for delivery there not later 
than April 30. 

Associations and Councils: 

Meetings of Associations and Councils, at the 
New Chamberlin Hotel unless otherwise stated, 
are as follows: 
The State Societies of Architects—May 4. 
The National Council of Architectural Regis- 

tration Boards—May 4. 
The Producers’ Council—May 5, 6, 7. 

The Association of Collegiate Schools of 
Architecture, The Jefferson Hotel, Rich- 
mond, Va.—May 4. 

The American Section—Permanent Committee, 
International Congress of Architects will 
meet on call, during the Convention. 

Information concerning these meetings may be 
obtained from the secretaries of the various 
groups. 

TENTATIVE ORDER OF EVENTS 

TUESDAY, MAY FIFTH 
(The Chamberlin Hotel, Old Point Comfort) 

; Morning Session 

The President, Stephen F. Voorhees, Presiding 

9:00 A.M. Registration continued. 

10:00 A.M. Opening of the Convention. 

The President’s Address— 
By Stephen F. Voorhees 

The Report of the Treasurer— 
By Edwin Bergstrom 

*The Report of the Board of Directors— 
By Charles T. Ingham 

®(Norz—This report will be read and acted upon sec- 
tion by section.) 
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Luncheon 

1:00 P.M. Luncheon and Joint Meeting with 
The Producers’ Council. 

Afternoon 

The President Presiding 

2:30 P.M. Board and Committee Reports. 

Consideration of By-law Amendments. 

5:00 P.M. Reception by the President and 
Mrs. Voorhees. 

6:00 P.M. Registration closes. 

Evening 

The President Presiding 

8:00 P.M. Report of Committee on Credentials. 

8:15 P.M. Nominations of Officers and Direc- 
tors. 

Adoption of By-law Amendments. 

WEDNESDAY, MAY SIXTH 

Morning Session 

(Phi Beta Kappa Hall, in Williamsburg) 

The President Presiding 

10:30 A.M. Opening of the Session. 

Address—By Dr. William Stewart Bryan, 
President, College of William and Mary. 

Address—By Kenneth Chorley, Vice-Presi- 
dent, Colonial Williamsburg, Inc. 

Address—By William G. Perry, Architect. 

12:00 Noon—At Bruton Parish Church 

Services and Address— 
By Dr. W. A. R. Goodwin. 

Luncheon 

1:30 P.M. At the College Refectory. 

(At this luncheon all attending the Convention 
will be the guests of the College of William 
and Mary.) 

Afternoon 

2:30 P.M. Visiting in Williamsburg. 

Evening 

No meetings scheduled. 

THURSDAY, MAY SEVENTH 

Morning Session 

(Phi Beta Kappa Hall, in Williamsburg) 

The Second Vice-President, Francis P. Sullivan, 
Presiding 

10:30 A.M. Opening of the Session. 

Discussion of Housing—led by R. H. Shreve, 
Chairman of Committee on Housing. 

12:00 M. Discussion of Public Works Program— 
led by Francis P. Sullivan, Chairman, 
Committee on Public Works. 

Luncheon 

1:30 P.M. At the College Refectory 

(Each person must have a ticket) 

Afternoon 

2:30 P.M. Visiting in Williamsburg 

Joint Planning Conference— 
Under the auspices of three national planning 

groups. 
All attending the Convention of The Institute 

are cordially invited to this Conference. 

Evening 
(The Chamberlin Hotel, Old Point Comfort) 

The First Vice-President, Louis LaBeaume, 
Presiding 

8:00 P.M. Polls Open 

8:15 P.M. Unfinished Business. 

Discussion of Educational Program—led by 
William Emerson, Chairman, Committee 
on Education. 

Discussion of Construction Industry Rela- 
tions—led by William Stanley Parker, 
Chairman, Committee on Construction 
Industry Relations. 

11:00 P.M. Polls close. 

FRIDAY, MAY EIGHTH 

Morning Session 

(Phi Beta Kappa Hall, in Williamsburg) 

The President Presiding 

10:30 A.M. Opening of the Session. 

New Business. 

Report of Committee on Resolutions. 

Open Forum Discussion. 

Announcement of Elections. 
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The Program—Continued. 
Luncheon 

1:30 P.M. At the College Refectory. 

(Each person must have a ticke:) 

Afternoon 

2:30 P.M. Visiting in Williamsburg. 

Evening 

(The Chamberlin Hotel, Old Point Comfort) 

The President Presiding 

8:00 P.M. Dinner of the Institute. 

Presentation of Medals. 

Presentation of Fellowship Certificates. 

Presentation of Tributes. 

Adjournment. 

SATURDAY, MAY NINTH 

Visit to the James River Plantations 

By the courtesy of plantation owners, and 
through the good offices of Merrill C. Lee, 
President of the Virginia Chapter, there will be a 
visit to several of the historic James River 
plantations. 

The entire day of Saturday, May 9, will be 
required. 

The hotel, in Old Point Comfort, will be the 
starting point. 

All are cordially invited, and urged to stay 
another day and participate in this informal and 
delightful tour to these old colonial houses— 
famous for their historical associations and for 
their architecture. 

Ample transportation by automobile or boat 
will be available for everyone. 

Nominations of Officers and Directors 

"THE Offices and Directorships to become vacant 
at the time of the Sixty-eighth Convention are 

those of President, Vice-President, Secretary, 
Treasurer; and Directors of the South Atlantic, 
Gulf States, Sierra Nevada, Central States, and 
Illinois-Wisconsin Divisions. 
An official notice concerning nominations and 

the procedure for making them appeared in the 
January number of Tue Ocracon. 

All nominations received at The Octagon on or 
before March 25th—the last day for filing 
nominations by petition—are listed herein. These 
nominations were made in accordance with the 
provisions of Chapter VI, Article 6, Section 2 of 
the By-laws. 

NoMINATIONS BY PETITION ARE: 

For Regional Director, Sierra Nevada Division— 

Albert J. Evers, San Francisco, California. 
By members of the Northern California, 
San Diego, and Southern California Chapters. 

For Regional Director, Illinois-WisconsinDivision— 

Gerrit J. DeGelleke, Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
By members of the Central Illinois, Chicago, 
Madison, and Wisconsin Chapters. 

Orrices ror Wuicw No NoMINATIONS HAVE 
Been FILep: 

Those offices becoming vacant at the Conven- 
tion, for which no nominations by petition have 
been received, are as follows: 

For President and Director 
For Vice-President and Director 
For Secretary and Director 
For Treasurer and Director 
For Regional Director, South Atlantic Division 
For Regional Director, Gulf States Division 
For Regional Director, Central States Division 

Under Chapter VI, Article 6, Section 3 of the 
By-laws, opportunity will be given at the Con- 
vention to make nominations from the floor, for 
any office about to become vacant. 

Under Chapter VI, Article 6, Section 4 of the 
By-laws, in the event that a nomination is not 
made by petition, or by the delegates from the 
floor of the Convention, to fill any vacancy that 
is about to occur, a nomination to fill each such 
vacancy shall be made by a nominating com- 
mittee, from the floor, on the day prior to the 
opening of the polls. Such nominating committee 
is appointed by the President on the opening day 
of the meeting, and consists of five delegates. 
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How Will You Travel to The Convention ? 

Travel by Automobile 

[Nver of the ease and economy of modern travel 
by automobile, all members attending the 

Convention from points within convenient driving 
distances are urged to come by automobile. In 
so doing they will find opportunities to be hos- 
pitable— 
By bringing to the Convention some brother 

architect from the home town who might not 
otherwise get there; 

By giving a lift from Old Point Comfort to 
Williamsburg—and back again—to those who 
do not have automobiles. 

Automobile stickers will be distributed at the 
Convention to those who are willing to extend 
this courtesy. 

As noted elsewhere, ample chartered bus 
service will be available between Old Point 
Comfort and Williamsburg for all who prefer a 
regular schedule. 

Through the cooperation of the Continental 
Oil Company, every member will receive by mail, 
prior to April 15, a business reply card of the 
Conoco Travel Bureau. 
Members filling out and returning that card 

to the Conoco Travel Bureau will receive: 

1. Marked highway maps showing choice 
routes from point of origin to Old Point 
Comfort, Virginia. 

2. Current road conditions, construction, 
detours, etc. shown by symbols on the maps. 

3. A Conoco mileage chart and itinerary 
builder. 

4. Descriptive literature on Convention area 
and points of interest enroute. 

5. Hotel and cottage camp directories, giving 
rates and accommodations. 

6. Conoco Passport and Conoco Travel Club 
membership. 

7. Convenient mail forwarding and emer- 
gency locating service. ‘ 

Members desiring to break their journey at 
Boston, New York, Baltimore or Washington, 
may place their cars aboard ship and continue 
on to Old Point Comfort or Norfolk, but steam- 
ship reservations for automobiles should be made 
well in advance. Steamship rates will be found 
elsewhere in this notice. 

Travel by Rail 

By arrangement with the Central Passenger 
Association, a reduced railroad rate and a reduced 
steamship rate of one fare plus one-third for the 
round trip from point of origin to Old Point 
Comfort, Virginia, and return, will be in effect. 

1. Each member will receive by mail, about the 
middle of April, an Identification Convention 
Certificate. This certificate will entitle the holder 
to a reduced rate if presented within the author- 
ized selling dates. For these dates in your city, 
and other information, consult your local ticket 
agent. 

2. A member and his family may purchase 
round trip tickets at the one and one-third fare 
rate on one Certificate. 

3. The round trip ticket will be purchased from 
the ticket agent at the point of origin of the 
journey, the Certificate being surrendered to the 
ticket agent at the time the ticket is purchased 

4. The return half of the ticket must be vali- 
dated at the Convention. 

5. Any route going may be selected, and the 
return journey may be made over a different 
route. Members should indicate their preference 
of routes—going and returning—when purchasing 
tickets. 

6. Stop over privileges will be allowed under 
the Certificate plan. 

7. A rail and water journey may be combined 
on the same ticket, under the Certificate plan. 
For instance, a member whose journey originates 
in a New England State may travel by rail to 
New York or Boston and there continue the 
journey by boat to Norfolk, thence by a short 
ferry trip to Old Point Comfort; or a member may 
journey by rail to Baltimore or Washington and 
there continue by boat direct to Old Point 
Comfort. 

Travel by Boat 

Due to the heavy passenger traffic during 
April and May, members going by boat are 
cautioned to make their reservations immediately. 
Members should write or go directly to the 
steamship lines which they intend using, with 
respect to dates of sailing, types of accommodations 
desired and fares. Confirmation should be 
secured in every instance. 
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From Boston: 

Steamships of the Merchants and Miners 
Transportation Company sail from Boston, Pier 2, 
Northern Avenue, at 4:00 P. M. on Saturday of 
each week, arriving in Norfolk at 7:00 A. M. the 
following Monday; they also have a sailing at 
4:00 P. M. Tuesday of each week, arriving in 
Norfolk the following Thursday at 7:00 A. M. 
There is convenient ferry service from Norfolk to 
Old Point Comfort. 

The one-way fare is $18.00 and the round trip, 
under the Identification Convention Certificate 
Plan, is $24.00. All rates include meals and a 
berth in a regulation two-person stateroom. 
More desirable accommodations may be had at 
additional charge. Automobiles will be carried at 
low rates, depending on the size of the car. 

Members of the Boston and Maine Chapters 
might form groups and enjoy a week-end sea 
voyage, leaving Boston on May 2nd, arriving at 
Old Point Comfort on the morning of May 4th in 
ample time for preliminary reconnoitering before 
the formal opening of the Convention on Tuesday, 
May 5th. 

From New York: 

The Steamships of the Eastern Steamship 
Lines, Inc. (Old Dominion Line) sail from Pier 18, 
North River, daily except Sunday, at 1:00 P. M. 
and arrive in Norfolk at 7:00 A. M. next morning. 
The one-way fare from New York to Old Point 

Comfort is $12.00 and the round trip fare, under 
the Certificate Plan, is $16.54. This rate includes 
meals and berth in minimum price stateroom and 
passage on the Pennsylvania Railroad ferry 
between Norfolk and Old Point Comfort. Auto- 
mobiles will be carried at low rates. 

From Baltimore: 

Both the Chesapeake Steamship Company 
and the Baltimore Steam Packet Line (Old Bay 
Line) operate luxurious bay steamers between 
Baltimore and Old Point Comfort. Steamers 
leave Baltimore daily at 6:30 P. M., arriving at 
Old Point Comfort at 5:30 A. M. the following 
morning. Steamers of the Chesapeake Steam- 
ship Company sail from Piers 18 and 19 Light 
Street, Baltimore, and steamers of the Baltimore 
Steam Packet Company sail from Pier 10, Light 
Street, Baltimore. 

April, 1936 

Round trip fares are $5.00. Fifteen or more 
persons in a party may obtain special round trip 
fares of $3.50 per person. Parties of ten may ob- 
tain round trip fares at $4.00 per person. Outside 
staterooms range in price from $1.75 to $4.50. 
This price is for the room, and two or more persons 
may occupy the stateroom at no additional charge. 
Meals are reasonably priced and automobiles will 
be carried for the flat rate of $4.00 each. Draining 
of gasoline is not necessary, cars being driven 
directly aboard. 

This voyage down beautiful Chesapeake Bay 
represents a saving of 230 miles of driving and 
— a restful and enjoyable night aboard 
ship. 

From Washington: 

Steamships of the Norfolk and Washington 
Steamboat Company sail from Washington 
daily at 6:30 P. M., arriving at Old Point Comfort 
at 6:40 A. M. next morning. Round trip tickets 
are $4.70—on the Certificate Plan. Staterooms 
are from $1.00 up, according to the accommodations 
desired. Meals are reasonably priced. Automobiles 
will be carried free on straight fare tickets of 
$3.50 each or on round trip tickets of $6.00. 
A charge of $4.00 per car will be made against 

tickets at $4.70 each. Draining of gasoline is not 
necessary, cars being driven directly aboard. 

This delightful trip down the historic Potomac 
river and Chesapeake Bay saves approximately 
200 miles of driving. 

Travel by Bus 

The advantages of group or individual travel by 
bus should not be overlooked. Chapters or dele- 
gates interested in this form of transportation 
should communicate with the Greyhound or other 
bus lines for rates. 

Travel by Airplane 

Rates for airplane travel originating most 
anywhere and terminating in Washington, are 
greatly reduced; in some cases being slightly 
lower than the combined railroad and Pullman 
fares. 

Those interested in airplane travel should 
communicate with their airport for full details. 
The Certificate Plan is not in effect for airplane 
travel. 
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An Exhibition of Craftsmanship 

AT THE CONVENTION 

HE Committee on Allied Arts is in process of 
arranging an exhibition to be held in the New 

Chamberlin Hotel at the time of the Convention. 
The purpose of this show is to indicate in some- 

what restricted fashion to be sure, materials now on 
the market. These materials will include furniture, 
textiles, metal, glass, floor coverings, accessories, 
kitchen, bathroom and other details that will be of 
interest to the profession. Nothing has been ac- 
cepted that is not specifically available in normal 
buying centers and an effort will be made to have 

as much data as may be possible prepared for dis- 
tribution during or after the show. 

The committee in charge consists of Ralph 
Walker of New York, John Root of Chicago, Eliel 
Saarinen of Cranbrook and Ely Kahn, New York, 
as Chairman. The exhibit will be arranged by the 
committee and includes beyond the collection al- 
ready noted, an interesting display of native crafts 
covering American Indian work, as well as prod- 
ucts of other communities that have maintained 
original designs and processes of craftsmanship. 

Call for Meeting of State Associations 

AST year an interesting and well attended 
meeting of representatives of the State Asso- 

ciations of Architects was held in Milwaukee on 
the day preceding the Convention of the Institute. 

This year many members of State Societies will 
attend the Institute Convention, at Old Point 
Comfort and Williamsburg, Virginia. 

It has been suggested by several of the State 
Associations, and by the Institute’s Board of 
Directors, that a meeting of representatives of all 
of the State Associations would be of value to the 
profession and mutually advantageous to both the 
Institute and the State Societies. 

Therefore, the Committee on State Societies 
has addressed a communication to all of the State 

Associations, irrespective of affiliation with the 
Institute, inviting them to send representatives to 
a meeting to be held in conjunction with the 
Convention. 

The date selected is Monday, May 4th, the day 
preceding the opening of the Institute Convention. 

The place is the New Chamberlin Hotel, at 
Old Point Comfort, Va., and the time is 10:00 
A.M. 

The call for this meeting, which was also a 
cordial invitation, was sent to all of the State 
Societies of record at The Octagon, in care of the 
President and Secretary of each society. 

Joun R. Fucarp, Chairman, 
Committee on State Societies. 

British Architects’ Conference 

HE Royal Institute of British Architects 
extends, through THe Octacon, a cordial 

invitation to members of The American Institute 
of Architects to attend the British Architects’ 
Conference which is to be held in Southampton, 
June 24 to June 27. 
On June 24 a reception will be given by members 

of the Hampshire and Isle of Wight Architectural 
Association at the Chantry Hall where an archi- 
tectural exhibition will be on view. 

The Conference will be formally opened on 
June 25th and the inaugural address will be 
presented by the President of the R.I.B.A., 
Mr. Percy E. Thomas, O.B.E. 

The afternoon will be given over to visits to 
places of local interest including: Southampton 

Docks, King George V Graving Dock, Civic 
Centre, Ordnance Survey Office, Southampton 
Airport, Winchester College and Cathedral, 
St. Cross and the West Gate Winchester. The 
Conference banquet will be held in the evening. 
Many interesting trips have been arranged for 

the morning and afternoon of June 26th. The 
Conference will be brought to a close in the 
evening of the 26th by a reception and dance 
given by the Mayor and Corporation of South- 
ampton. 

American architects who plan to be in England 
during the time of the conference are invited to 
communicate with Sir Ian Mac Alister, Secretary of 
the Royal Institute of British Architects, London, 
for further details. 
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Architectural Competitions for Public Buildings 
The following paper is published in this number of THe Ocracon at the 
request of the signers, all of whom are members of the Institute. 

It should be borne in mind that it has not been acted upon, or endorsed by 
The Board of Directors of the Institute, or by the standing Committee on 
Competitions, or by the standing Committee on Public Works. 

This paper will come before The Board at its pre-convention meeting. 

Comments and opinions on the proposals contained therein are invited— 
from the Chapters, and from individual members. 
Any communications in this matter should reach The Octagon not later 

than April 30, if they are intended for submission to The Board. 

HE undersigned members of the Institute 
believe that the Architectural Competition 

is the best method of obtaining designs for and 
architects to supervise the erection of all buildings 
and monuments where the expenditure of public 
funds is involved. We propose to have this 
subject brought up at the 1936 Convention for 
action at that time. We are presenting the 
following analysis and conclusion in order that 
each chapter may become conversant with the 
subject and will thus be able to discuss it in 
chapter meetings and be prepared to instruct their 
delegates. We hope to show that a system of 
Architectural Competitions is of advantage to the 
owner, is fair to the profession and is of benefit 
to the advancement of architecture. It is our 
hope that The American Institute of Architects 
will record itself as approving such a policy. 

The purpose of the Institute for the seventy- 
eight years of its existence has been dedicated to 
the advancement of American Architecture. It 
has rendered inspiring and unselfish service to 
society and has furnished leadership of a high 
order. This honorable position of the Institute 
in the life of the Nation carries with it responsi- 
bilities of a high order. 

Public Building—whether of the small town, 
the city, the county, the state or the Federal 
Government—is one of the most important 
activities of our profession. The most persistent 
controversy between our Public Works Com- 
mittees, and various Government agencies has 
been in regard to a proper method of selecting 
architects for public works. This question is 
ever before us. Various means of selection have 
been suggested. None of these has seemed satis- 
factory. For lack of a proper answer to this 
question we have seen Federal, State and Munici- 

Cuartes T. INGHAM, 
Secretary. 

pal authorities set up architectural organizations 
of their own. The profession has deplored this 
condition and has objected continuously to the 
growth of bureaucratic architecture. We occupy 
a weak position. We have been asked by various 
officials to recommend a fair scheme for selecting 
architects. We have only retorted “Your system 
is wrong.” Both the public authorities and the 
profession look to the Institute for guidance and 
leadership in solving this problem. We must 
agree among ourselves upon a method which we 
can whole heartedly advocate and then we must 
energetically and continuously work for its 
adoption wherever possible. 
To date The American Institute of Architects 

has never taken a positive position in regard to 
competitions. In effect we say to the public, 
“If you wish to hold a competition, we have set up 
here the procedure for conducting a proper archi- 
tectural competition.” In fact the general 
tendency of the Institute has been to discourage 
competitions. The Royal Institute of British 
Architects which has been in existence for one 
hundred and one years has for the last twenty-five 
years taken a definite position that the archi- 
tectural competition is the best means of ob- 
taining a design and an architect for a public 
building. They have put the prestige of their 
organization directly behind such a policy and 
endeavor wherever possible to persuade the 
public to use the competition method. 

Mr. Percy E. Thomas, President of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects, has put the case 
for competitions in a most telling fashion. We 
take the liberty of quoting him as follows: 

“One often hears arguments against the 
holding of architectural competitions. Let us 
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examine these arguments and see what they 
are worth. 

“1. There is the usual one about the waste and 
cost to the profession. A typical example of 
this was published in one of the technical 
journals last month where the contributor 
proved that for a job to cost $360,000.00 the 
total cost to the profession was approximately 
the same amount. Simply put, that for every 
competition held, many times the amount of 
the fees is spent by the profession as a whole. 

“2. That the architect is not in close touch 
with his client in the early stages of the job. 

“3. That promoters in general, and public 
bodies in particular, are unwilling to leave the 
final decision regarding the design of their 
public buildings in the hands of a jury. 

“4, That competitions are costly to promoters 
and involve delay in proceeding with the work. 

“5. That there is a danger in open competitions 
of an unknown and inexperienced architect 
being successful. 

“6. That for a number of buildings, par- 
ticularly buildings of a special character, experts 
or specialists in that particular class of building 
should be engaged.” 

In answer to these objections he continues: 

“1. With regard to the cost to the profession, 
the architect can, after all, please himself 
whether he enters for a competition or not, and 
apart from the fact that the estimated cost of 
preparing an architectural design is often 
exaggerated, it should be borne in mind that 
in the average architect’s office ordinary work 
is not sacrificed for competition work, and that 
time is made for it; even the payment of over- 
time is in many cases entered into on a sporting 
basis by the whole staff. 

“Against the actual expense in wages and 
material must be counted the gain in experience 
and technical knowledge which is to be obtained 
from every competition. Everyone who ser- 
iously enters for a competition knows that the 
preliminary research work and the production 
of the design add to professional knowledge 
and experience, whatever the result. 

“2. There is something in the objection that 
the architect is not in touch with his client in 
the early stages of the job, but if, when the com- 
petition is decided, the successful architect feels 
that any decision previously arrived at between 
the assessor and the promoters could be im- 
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proved upon, there is no reason whatever why 
this should not be done. In practice I do not 
think the necessity would occur very often. 

“3. The third is the objection to delegating 
the sole authority to the assessor. I am firmly 
convinced that in the interest of the promoters 
as well as competitors the arguments are over- 
whelmingly in favour of our present system. 

“Speaking generally, the average layman is 
quite incapable of judging the best solution of 
a planning problem, and his taste in the matter 
of elevational treatment is more likely to be 
influenced by the manner of presentation than 
would be that of a trained architect. A recent 
notorious competition has given us an example 
of this kind, but past history shows many more. 

“The objection that because of the Jury’s 
final decision, the promoters may have a design 
imposed upon them which they do not like and 
do not want to build, is answered by the fact 
that once the award is made they are at liberty 
to instruct their architect to make whatever 
alterations they require. 

“This has been stated to mean that compe- 
titions are merely to be considered as a means 
of selecting an architect, but this is obviously 
against the whole principle of our competition 
regulations which is stated to be “To obtain 
the best design for the purpose in view,’ and 
an examination of results will show that in 
practice it is the best solution of the problem 
which is placed first, and almost invariably 
carried out in the building. 

“4, A competition should make little differ- 
ence in the matter of time. If an architect is 
engaged without competition he would, or 
should, spend the same time in digesting 
thoroughly the requirements of his clients, and 
in producing his preliminary scheme. In fact 
he would probably not work at such high pres- 
sure as the average competition requires. 

“T think it could be claimed that the directness 
and simplicity of buildings erected as the result 
of competitions are due to the thought and 
care spent in the preliminary stages. 

“As to cost, a competition means approxi- 
mately in a building costing, say, $500,000, an 
additional one per cent to the promoters. These 
figures would be slightly increased for smaller 
sums and decreased for larger undertakings. 
For this additional one per cent, the promoters 
are able to obtain suggestions for the solving 
of their problem from some of the best archi- 
tects in the country. 
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“5. The fear of promoters in having an in- 
experienced young architect thrust upon them 
is, in practice, unfounded. Experience has 
shown that it is almost unknown for aman to win 
an important competition and be incapable of 
carrying out the work. Young he may be, but 
the very fact that to win in an open field calls 
for such qualities of planning, knowledge of the 
subject and powers of grasping the essentials, 
ensures that the winner, whoever he is will be 
quite capable of carrying out his design. It may 
also be said that many of the leading members 
of our profession commenced a_ successful 
career by winning an open competition whilst 
young and unknown men. 

“6. The architectural specialist, unlike the 
specialist in other professions, obtains his 
position largely as the result of opportunity or 
accident, rather than deliberate intention. The 
main principles of planning and design are 
common to all classes of building, and while 
greater experience may bring perfection in 
detailed planning and equipment, it is more 
than counterbalanced by the freshness of mind 
and variety of solutions which are obtained by 
means of competition. 

“The function of any building, whether a town 
hall, school, or hospital, is to fulfill its purpose 
in the most efficient and economical way, and, 
whatever the building, this fundamental prin- 
ciple remains the same and is largely a matter 
of skillful planning and sound common sense. 

“Tt should be remembered that success in 
competitions is not all luck. The architect who 
seriously enters for competitions knows that it 
is a waste of time unless he prepares himself 
by a thorough study of his subject, often 
involving many hours of research and visits to 
the latest buildings of a similar character. 

“So much for the objections of the competi- 
tion system. Its advantages to the public are 
immense. It enables the building owner at a 
small extra cost to obtain solutions to his 
problem from some of the best men in the 
profession, and to retain the services of the 
successful one at the same fee that he would 
pay to any other member of the profession. It 
obtains for him the result of concentrated study 
of his particular problem; the experience gained 
in the latest buildings for his particular require- 
ments both at home and abroad. It also means, 
in the case of public work, that the architect is 
appointed on merit alone and not by wire- 
pulling or political influence, and for the 
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profession, apart from the opportunity it gives 
to the young and brilliant men, it has done more 
than anything else to advance the art of 
planning. 

“A study of competitive plans will show that 
nearly all accepted arrangements for buildings 
such as baths, hospitals, courts, etc., are largely 
the result of the competition system, just as any 
new and original treatment of a problem 
generally comes from the same source. 

“It is the concentrated effort to produce 
something better than what has been done 
before, in order to win, that makes the standard 
of architectural achievement in competitions 
so high.” 

In addition to the above arguments by Mr. 
Thomas we occasionally hear it contended in this 
country that an Institute policy advocating 
competition might make it more difficult for us to 
combat illegal competitions. In other words the 
proponent of the illegal competition might use 
our general sanction of this method as a means to 
defend his procedure. 
We are not impressed with the weight of this 

argument. The competition in regard to public 
works is either right or wrong in principle. We 
must take a definite position and having taken 
such a position we must bend all our energies 
toward the elimination of all competitions except 
those which conform to our competition code. It 
should be the duty of all members of the Institute 
to report at once any proposed competition which 
comes to their attention. The Institute should 
then through its proper representatives approach 
the promoters of the competition and offer them 
the facilities of the Institute in seeing that the 
competition is properly regulated. If after 
negotiation it should be found impossible to 
properly safeguard the program the competition 
should be banned and all members of the Institute 
prohibited from entering it. In this way can we 
be of real service to the cause of better public 
architecture in this country. 

For years the Institute has evaded this issue, 
and the subject of competitions has been heard 
less and less if at all on the Convention floor. 
We are thereby neglecting our younger members 
and are remiss in our duty to aid in producing 
competent architects for tomorrow. We are in 
danger of becoming elderly, broad-waisted, slow- 
moving and conservative in the midst of a vital 
and progressive age. We are not offering a proper 
service to the young man. We need young, 
vigorous and ambitious creative architects. We 
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must perform in a manner that will invite their 
allegiance, and their enthusiasm. This can only 
be accomplished by a definite and determined 
effort to serve them. Much of the Fine Archi- 
tecture of America has been produced by men in 
their thirties and forties. The roll of honor of 
American Architects is replete with names of 
men who received their chance in a competition. 
The following list of architects and their ages 
when they won their right to be numbered among 
the worthy in our profession is also a compilation 
of buildings which causes us to be proud of our art. 

Results of American Architectural Competitions 

Showing comparative ages of winners 

Building Age 

New York Customs House.. 40 

St. Thomas Church, N. Y. 

ona at State Capitol... 37 

38 

H. VanBuren Magonigle. .. McKinley National Memorial 

Monumental Church, Rich- 
30 

James Gamble Rogers 

Egerton Swartwout 

White and Wilder 

York and Sawyer Commerce Department, 
Washington, D. C 

Comparative Ages of Architects of Important 
Architectural Projects 

(Not Competitive) 

Building 

Virginia State Capitol 

Bank of Pennsylvania 
Architect of the Capitol.... 39 

State House, Hartford,Conn. 29 
*****) Boston State House 
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Recently a limited competition was held for a 
new Federal Reserve Bank Building to be located 
in Washington. The average age of the nine 
competitors was 62 years. 
We believe that the architects of this country 

have cause to ask the Institute why they allowed 
this competition to proceed without calling the 
attention of the owners to this fact. We feel that 
such an attitude is neither encouraging to the 
younger architects nor in harmony with a due 
concern for our future. We are at present in a 
condition where there are few younger and 
middle-aged architects who have been developed 
with a proper training to care for the more 
important and monumental buildings of to- 
morrow. We must remedy this situation. 

The following is the text of an official docu- 
ment of the R. I. B. A. which sets forth clearly 
and briefly their position in regard to compe- 
titions. We hope that it may be possible for The 
American Institute of Architects to issue such a 
document. 

AN EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM ON THE 

SYSTEM OF ARCHITECTURAL COMPETITIONS 

(From The Royal Institute of British Architects) 

The system of architectural competitions has 
been recognized for many years as the best 
method of obtaining designs for, and architects 
to supervise the erection of, all buildings, particu- 
larly where the expenditure of public funds is 
involved. For a modest expenditure which 
represents a very small proportion of the cost of 
the building the promoters can obtain designs 
from competent architects in all parts of the 
country. If the competition is properly organized 
in accordance with established practice there can 
be no question but that the building promoters 
will benefit from the concentrated study of a 
large number of architects all of whom will 
submit differing solutions of the problem. 

During the past century most of our important 
buildings were erected as the result of architectural 
competitions, and since the Great War over 320 
competitions have been held under the auspices 
of the Royal Institute of British Architects, 
including 70 town halls, law courts, fire stations 
or art galleries, 50 schools and other buildings of 
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an educational character, 30 housing and town 
planning schemes, 30 hospitals and between 
30 and 40 war memorials, 10 churches or Sunday 
schools, and over 100 for buildings of a miscel- 
laneous character. 

During many years’ experience in the conduct 
of architectural competitions the Royal Institute 
of British Architects, representing the great 
majority of the practising architects in the 
country, has built up a series of Regulations 
governing the Promotion and Conduct of Archi- 
tectural Competitions which are recognized as 
most satisfactory and equitable to all concerned, 
and have been used as a model in other countries. 
Whilst modifications in these regulations may be 
made in certain instances, particular clauses, such 
as that providing for the appointment of fully 
qualified professional assessors, and that stipu- 
lating that no promoter nor assessor nor employee 
of either shall compete or assist a competitor or 
act as architect for the work, are regarded as 
essential. 

Promoters should have no hesitation in agreeing 
to accept the award of an assessor as being that of 
one who has heard and assimilated their views and 
requirements, and who, through his technical 
qualifications, is able to act judicially in selecting 
the best of the designs anonymously submitted. 
Moreover, promoters have the right to ask that 
reasonable modifications shall be made in the 
winning design before the building is carried out 
should they desire to do so. 

The Royal Institute of British Architects is 
always ready to nominate assessors and to offer 
suggestions or guidance in the conduct of compe- 
titions. In the interests of architecture and of 
the public those concerned in prospective building 
schemes are strongly recommended to avail 
themselves of the competition system. 

Ian MacALtisTER, 

Secretary, R.I.B.A. 
9 Conpurr Street, 

Lonpon, W. 1. 
Issued by the R.I.B.A. Council, 5-3-34. 

Let us for a moment picture an average building 
committee charged with the duty of building a 
new building with public funds—a Town Hall— 
a County Court House or a Federal building. 
They are a conscientious group of men impressed 
with the duty of properly carrying out this task. 
At once they are deluged with offers of architec- 
tural services. They are solicited by both the 
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competent and the incompetent. They, as laymen, 
are not able to separate and classify them. Their 
confusion is natural. The dignity of our profession 
suffers under the solicitation of numbers of 
architects. If at this time they are presented with 
such a document, dignified and brief, and backed 
by the prestige of the Institute, explaining the 
merits of the competition method and offering 
the advice and service of the Institute in initiating 
a competition, they may perhaps find the proper 
way out of this dilemma. 

We need publicity. Continually in Chapter 
meetings the question arises as to how to make 
the public more familiar with architecture and 
architects. Architectural competitions are ex- 
cellent material for publicity. We Americans are 
competition-minded, and we believe that a more 
general use of the competition method will do 
much to educate the public in the value of 
architectural service and will stimulate an interest 
in better architecture. 

Many opponents of competitions base their 
Opposition not so much on the principle of the 
competition system as on the manner in which 
competitions are now conducted. This constitutes 
a confusion of two distinct problems. It is our hope 
that The American Institute of Architects first 
will go on record as advocating the competition 
system because it is the best method of selecting 
architects for public works. It is also our hope 
that they will follow this at once with an ex- 
haustive study of the best methods of conducting 
competitions for the purpose of eliminating those 
elements which many of us feel are unfair to the 
profession in general. 

The majority of architects would feel more 
kindly disposed toward competitions if they felt 
that every possible step had been taken to insure 
a simple and uniform presentation of drawings by 
all competitors thereby placing the maximum 
emphasis on architecture and very little on elabo- 
rate rendering. It is a recognized fact that some 
architects possess greater ability than others in the 
production of fine renderings. It is likewise a 
fact that beautifully rendered trees, entourage 
and skies greatly help a drawing but have little 
to do with the ability of the architect to produce a 
fine building of brick, stone, marble or granite. 
It is equally true that juries cannot avoid being 
influenced by a skillful presentation. And finally 
it must be admitted that our metropolitan centers 
contain more architects who are either skillful 
delineators themselves or have at their disposal 
professional renderers of outstanding ability with 
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the result that many excellent men in the smaller 
centers who may be equally good architects find 
themselves under a handicap when competing 
under present methods. 

The number of drawings required for a compe- 
tition should be as small as possible and their 
scale should be the minimum consistent with 
legibility. Frequently it would be quite possible 
to have the drawings presented in pencil on 
mounted tracing paper. By adopting these and 
any other methods of simplification not only 
would the cost to the competitors be greatly 
reduced but the resulting similarity of presentation 
would enable the jury to concentrate its attention 
on the merit of the architecture. Obviously in an 
architectural competition as in any race the 
competitors should strive under equal conditions 
in order that the winner may be the best man 
available. 

Criticism is frequently heard concerning the 
fairness or rightness of judgments of compe- 
titions. We feel that almost always where such 
criticism can be upheld, it is a result of the 
present Institute Code on Competitions not hav- 
ing been strictly followed. A rigid adherence to 
such points as complete and absolute anonymity 
of drawings and that a majority of the jury must 
be architects in good standing, would do much to 
obviate the justice of such criticism. Here again 
as in the broader question of competitions the 
fault lies not in the principle but in the procedure. 
We believe that with few exceptions juries have 
selected the best design submitted and certainly 
the average of good selection is higher by the 
competition method than by any other. 

In asking the members of the Institute to 
consider a definite and more comprehensive 
policy in regard to competitions we wish to call 
attention to a suggestion that has been made of 
subdividing the country into regional compe- 
tition districts. Such a method is already being 
used by the Division of Painting and Sculpture 
of the Procurement Division of the Treasury 
Department for selecting by competition painters 
and sculptors for Federal Works of Art projects. 

In order to explain the possibilities of this idea 
let us assume the same regional boundaries now 
in use by the Institute. For instance we have the 
New England District, the Central Atlantic 
District, etc. The Institute would advocate and 
advise the local authorities concerned with a 
proposed public building to invite competitors 
only from the district in which the building is to be 
located provided the building is to cost under a 
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certain sum, say $250,000.00. Should the building 
cost more, say up to $500,000.00 architects from 
the adjoining districts would also be invited to 
compete. Should the project amount to say $750,- 
000.00 or more the competition would be open to 
all the architects of the country. Some such system 
as this would provide competent local architects 
with an opportunity of obtaining commissions 
for public work in the smaller communities and 
at the same time would insure proper archi- 
tectural talent commensurate with the size of the 
job. 

There are of course excellent architects who do 
not perform their best under the stress of compe- 
tition procedure. On the other hand it must be 
remembered that there are many who are unable 
to master the technique of obtaining political 
preference. The heads of various Government 
architectural agencies state that the least capable 
architects who seek public work come with the 
longest and most complete files of political 
recommendation. The persistence of this state 
of affairs is one of the prime reasons why some 
public authorities have given up employing pri- 
vate architects and have increased the size of their 
architectural bureaus. 

No one can determine the basis of the political 
or friendly relationship method of awarding work. 
It is constantly shifting. It can produce good 
buildings or it can give us the worst. The most 
capable artists produce but one or two master- 
pieces in a life time. The segregation of talent by 
whatever means if carried to its ultimate end 
would result in the appointment of perhaps one 
or two men to do all the public work. Obviously 
this would be absurd as a basis for getting the 
best work since it would ignore the talent hidden 
in the hearts and minds of the untried which 
should be made available to the public and its 
officials. 

To sum up, we feel that it is the definite 
responsibility of The American Institute of 
Architects to determine and then to advocate 
strongly the best method of selecting architects 
for public buildings. The growth of many Gov- 
ernment bureaus and the increasing tendency to 
regiment our profession out of an independent 
existence is, we believe, to a large extent due to 
the inability of the Institute to formulate and 
advance a proper answer to this question. No 
solution will be entirely satisfactory. We can only 
attempt to find an answer based on the greatest 
good to the greatest number and to the cause of 
the advancement of architecture itself. We must 
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choose between two methods. One is the anony- 
mous selection of an architect by a jury based 
entirely upon his submitted evidence of ability 
to solve a given problem. The other is the selection 
of an architect by some means such as his past 
performance, his friendly relationships, or his 
political preferment. Both methods are sus- 
ceptible of misuse and errors of judgment. 

In conclusion we propose that the Institute at 
its 1936 convention resolve that “The Archi- 
tectural Competition is the best method of 
obtaining designs for and architects to supervise 
the erection of all buildings and monuments 
where the expenditure of public funds is involved.” 

It is our conviction that the time has come to 
act and therefore we wish to urge our fellow 
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members to give this subject their thoughtful 
consideration and bring about an action which we 
are convinced will be of greatest benefit to the 
entire profession. 
(s) Harry H. Bentiey 
(s) Prerre Biouxe 
(s) Beny. C. Flournoy 
(s) Wau. Dewey Foster 
(s) Ricnarp Koc 
(s) Recrnatp D. Jonnson 
(s) Lonmer Rica 
(s) ALexanper C. Rosinson III 
(s) Joun H. Scarrr 
(s) Henry R. Suepiey 
(s) Rupotes Stan.ey-Brown 
(s) Epcar I. Wittiams 
(s) Wappy B. Woop 

Coordination Through Competition 
A Muruvat Pian ror Arcuirect, REALTOR AND OWNER 

M EMBERS of the Washington, D. C., Chapter 
have established and put into effect a new 

type of small house competition. 
The idea was first sponsored by Irwin S. Porter, 

a former President of the Chapter, who has long 
contended that there should be greater recognition 
of the architect in the speculative building field; 
and that closer cooperation between the architect 
and the realtor would be to their advantage, and 
to the very great advantage of the building public. 

This commendable and successful effort to 
bring about coordination between the architect, 
the realtor, and the small house builder is 
publicized for the information of other chapters of 
the Institute, and in the thought that they will 
find in it suggestions of value for local application. 

The following paragraphs summarize a report 
made by Mr. Porter at the March meeting of the 
Washington, D. C., Chapter—and are self 
explanatory: 

The “My Home” competition, sponsored by 
W. C. and A. N. Miller, prominent realtors, and 
endorsed by the Washington, D. C., Chapter of 
The American Institute of Architects, has aroused 
in the mind of the public so much general interest, 
and the results have proved to be so satisfactory, 
that the basic idea should be passed on to all who 
are interested in the building industry. 

While this type of competition originated with 
the sponsors, it was discussed at length with 
many members of the architectural profession. 

Out of those discussions the program developed. 
The major points were (1) to give to the public 

an opportunity to express its own ideas about that 
“dream home” which exists in every layman’s 
mind; (2) to get the public home-building 
conscious; (3) to foster locally the program for 
moderate price homes endorsed by the Federal 
Housing Administration; and (4) to bring about 
a closer relationship between the architect, the 
realtor, and the public. 

As a first step, a program inviting the public to 
enter “My Home” competition was published 
in the Washington newspapers, giving the general 
requirements, and the location, size, and restric- 
tions of a lot in a good nearby suburban area. 
The public responded with over 400 ideas, a 

most gratifying return in view of the short time 
allotted for this part of the program. The ideas 
submitted were in word descriptions, and many 
crudely drawn and some well drawn sketches. 
Each submission was the layman’s approach to 
his own building problem—his conception of the 
house he hoped to build some day. 
The committee in charge of selection included 

the Hon. Stewart McDonald of the Federal 
Housing Administration, honorary chairman; the 
Hon. Melvin C. Hazen, president of the District 
of Columbia Board of Commissioners; Mr. Arthur 
B. Heaton, president of the Washington, D. C., 
Chapter of The American Institute of Architects; 
Mr. F. Eliot Middleton, president of the Wash- 
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ington Real Estate Board, and the architectural 
adviser, Irwin S. Porter. 
This representative committee made its choice 

of the five most attractive original ideas from the 
400 submissions. This was the beginning of the 
second stage of the competition. 

Thereafter, the five winning original ideas were 
turned over to a selected group of registered 
architects for interpretation, and the preparation 
of preliminary drawings. The program for this 
competition among the architects was written in 
accordance with The American Institute of 
Architects’ recommendations, and was drawn to 
guide them in a fair competition, including all 
mandatory requirements, a definite cubage, and 
a specific site. Each selected idea was given to 
two architects, who were asked to consider and 
develop it as if the proposal was that of a client, 
bringing his project into the architect’s office for 
the first time. 
The drawings submitted by the competing 

architects were unusually well presented, and a 
great deal of credit is due to them for the note- 
worthy results obtained. 
The judges selected the five best solutions from 

the architectural entries, and from these were 
made one-half scale detail models which, with the 
architects’ drawings, were placed on display at 
Woodward and Lothrop, one of Washington’s 
leading department stores. 
Up to this time, thousands of persons have 

viewed this exhibition, which continues to hold 
the center of interest in the shopping district. 
When the exhibition is closed the winning archi- 
tectural design will be selected by popular vote. 
To the author of the original idea on which the 
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design is based will be awarded a cash prize of 
one hundred dollars. Thereafter the house will 
be built upon the designated lot, and in accord- 
ance with the winning plans and specifications. 

The architect of the winning design will be paid 
by the sponsors a fee of 6% for his drawings and 
services. The other four architects, whose plans 
and models were on display during the period of 
voting, will be paid the usual fee for preliminary 
services (one-fifth of a 6% commission). Should 
the sponsors of the competition desire to build 
more than one of these houses, the architects of 
those selected will receive full architectural 
commissions, the same as the winner. 

While the house is under construction, the 
rooms will be reproduced and furnished in Wood- 
ward and Lothrop’s department store. The 
public will then have the pleasure of watching 
this home become a reality—of seeing the original 
crude sketch developed into working drawings, 
specifications, and finally, the completion of 
actual construction. 
The firm of W. C. and A. N. Miller have not 

spared expense in sponsoring this competition. 
They have recognized the importance of good 
architecture, and the part which the architect 
takes in the construction of a good house, not to 
mention the advantage to the community. It will 
not be surprising if this competition becomes an 
annual affair. Since small house construction 
constitutes the largest part of the building 
industry today, this competition has fully 
justified the expenditure of time and money 
involved. The sponsors are to be congratulated 
and deserve the appreciation of the architectural 
profession. 

“Architects Small Home Service” 

The Washington Plan 

WEEN, at the January meeting of the Wash- 
ington, D.C. Chapter, Mr. James W. Follin 

of the Home Owners Loan Corporation suggested 
that the members of the Chapter interest them- 
selves in the matter of providing architectural 
service for small homes along the lines recom- 
mended by the Board of Directors of the Institute 
the seed, so to speak, fell upon fertile ground. 

For some months a number of the men had 
been considering the formation of just such a 
group and, having digested briefs of various 
similar plans, had concluded that the real prob- 

lems of organization and successful operation 
would be: Developing a dignified and ethical 
means of acquainting the public with the service; 
financing the set up which would be essential to 
the successful operation of the plan and, finally, 
establishing direct contact with persons who 
might be thinking seriously of building. 
The proposal that the Home Owners Loan 

Corporation through its representatives, Messrs. 
Pierre Blouke and James W. Follin, be permitted 
to co-operate in the development of a complete 
pattern for the co-ordination of all major factors 
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which enter into small house work, not only 
offered a solution to our problems but promised to 
serve as the means of furthering the policy of that 
body by helping to create better security for 
mortgages and establish a more sound mortgage 
market. 
The plan as outlined involved the preparation 

of designs for houses costing not more than seven 
thousand, five hundred dollars ($7,500.00). Pre- 
liminary sketches of these designs, all of uniform 
size and containing pertinent information as to 
construction, equipment, finish and cost, would 
be displayed at a local lending institution and the 
service advertised by that institution in all local 
papers. All inquirers would be interviewed and 
each would be asked to fill out a form giving name, 
address, size of house required, location of prop- 
erty and a brief financial statement. If, after 
examination of the information thus received, the 
person was considered to be a serious prospect 
and had selected a design from those on display, 
he would then be directed to the author of that 
design and the procedure from then on would be 
the same as for any client. The architect would 
make his own contract with the client and the 
service involved would be almost identical with 
that already given by similar groups elsewhere 
and described in previous issues of THe Octacon. 

The novelty of the proposal lay in the fact that, 
for the first time, the Architect, the Builder and 
the Lending Institution would already be in 
accord and prepared to give service when called 
upon and thus obviate the necessity of a pros- 
pective home builder shopping around for plans 
and a builder before having determined his ability 
to finance the home he might have in mind. 

This suggested plan of operation was received 
with considerable interest by the Chapter and 
was directed to a committée appointed to investi- 
gate its feasibility. At the February meeting the 
committee reported favorably and a resolution 
authorizing members to participate in the service 
plan was adopted. 

Acting under authority of this resolution, six 
of the younger members of the Chapter formed an 
independent group for the operation of the plan of 
service described above and—where some six 
months had previousiy been spent in “just talking 
about it”—less than two weeks of a real “charette”’ 
was required to organize and prepare display 
material. 
} On a pre-determined date an announcement 
that the service was being offered to the public 
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was made by the Perpetual Building Association, 
a member of the Federal Home Loan Bank 
System, through which the service will be avail- 
able exclusively for a trial period of three months. 

If, at the end of that time, results justify it, 
this plan of advisory and supervisory service will 
be offered through other agencies and it is hoped 
that eventually an independent business head- 
quarters may be set up. 

The plan has now been in operation for two 
weeks and, while it is too early to draw any 
definite conclusions, still we have been able to 
make some interesting observations. 

During that two-week period there has been 
an average of twelve inquiries per day. Some of 
these now are actual prospects and have been 
put in touch with the Architects in whose work 
they are interested. It is interesting to note that 
while the designs included in the display are for 
houses costing not more than seven thousand, 
five hundred dollars, ($7,500.00) three of the 
prospective clients want larger homes and are 
arranging for architectural service on the regular 
fee basis—having selected their Architect on the 
strength of the designs displayed. It is thus 
evident that this plan may be the means of 
providing contact with prospective clients on the 
regular fee basis who might otherwise have 
procured their plans from someone other than an 
architect. Such results would make the venture 
well worth while. 

The primary advantage in the plan as operated 
here is that the prospective home-builders are not 
directed to the Architect until they are known 
to be serious prospects and their ability to 
“handle” the project has been established. 

I do not foresee that the most extensive use of 
this service will make it an extremely lucrative 
venture but there is real value in it for the lending 
institutions in the better built homes which will 
form the security for their mortgages and equal 
value to the Architect in the fact that his field of 
potential clients will be greatly broadened. As 
Mr. Wesley S. Bessell, whose work in and about 
New York in the small house field is well known, 
said in commenting upon the plan—‘If the 
Architect does not take advantage of this op- 
portunity to educate the small home owner 
of to-day, who may be the bank executive or 
business official of to-morrow, to the service 
which the Architect gives, then he is making a 
sad mistake.” 

E. P. Scureter, A. I. A. 



A JOURNAL OF THE A. I. A. 

Conference on Low Cost Housing 
UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE, 

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE CoLiece, Aprit 16-17, 1936 

“THE lively and increasing interest manifested 
during recent months in cheap and effective 

housing for urban and rural communities has 
encouraged The Pennsylvania State College to 
arrange a conference on Low Cost Housing to be 
held April 16th and 17th, 1936, as a complement 
to the usual Industrial Conference in May. The 
preliminary report of the Pennsylvania State 
Planning Board, issued last year, pointed out 
that in the last fifteen years relatively few 
dwellings have been constructed in the Common- 
wealth within the price range of the majority of 
the people. The possibility of expansion in this 
hitherto neglected field is one which is being 
vigorously explored by architects, engineers, 
planning boards, relators, bankers, industrialists 
and State and Federal Agencies. The time seems 
ripe for the College to provide in Pennsylvania 
an opportunity for the consideration of various 
elements from which a practical program of Low 
Cost Housing would evolve. Attractive costs are 
essential, taking into consideration materials, 
labor and financing. 

“The program has been so arranged that it will 
review the various factors which may bring 
about a reduction of price, to the consumer, of 
the house which is furnished. Among papers on 

the program will be those presented by Mr. 
H. S. Buttenheim, Editor, American City, on the 
subject of “Taxation as a Factor in Housing for 
Low Income Groups,’ and by Mr. N. H. Engle, 
Assistant Director, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, on the ‘Interrelation of Industrial 
Decentralization and Housing.’ Mr. Arthur C. 
Holden, A.I.A. Consulting Architect and Housing 
Expert, New York City, will present ‘An Analysis 
of the Housing Problem for Low Income Groups,’ 
and Dr. Edith E. Wood, author of ‘Recent Trends 
in American Housing,’ will give a paper on the 
subject of ‘Cooperative Housing for Workers.’ 

“Other papers will be presented by Ernest W. 
Fisher, Director, Division of Economics and 
Statistics, Federal Housing Administration, on 
‘The Réle of Government in Housing’; by Mr. 
H.W. Peaslee, F.A.I.A., Chief Economic Analyst 

in the Housing Division, P.W.A., on ‘The 
Economics of Low Cost Housing’; and by Dr. 
Leifur Magnusson on the subject of ‘Housing by 
Employers in the United States.’ Mr. William 
Pope Barney, A.I.A., Philadelphia Architect, will 
be Chairman of one of the sessions. The College is 
arranging a Housing Exhibition to coincide with 
the Conference.” ; 

22nd Annual Convention of the Michigan Society of Architects 
EXcERPTS FROM THE ReEporT oF PresIpDENT Ciair W. Drrcny, A.I.A. 

* * * “T believe I am making a conservative 
statement when I say that the services of the 
architect are better understood and appreciated 
today than ever before. Bitter experience has 
taught its lesson; and the caution which is always 
present when normal activities are resumed is 
having its effect as is the tendency toward simpler 
and more substantial building. Quality is being 
emphasized more than ever before, and archi- 
tectural services and quality in building are 
synonymous. 

“During the depression, the architect often 
found himself pushed far afield in his efforts to 
make‘an honest and an adequate living. He took 
his talents with him to unusual places. Today 
we find gadgets, packages, articles of furniture 
and objects of all sorts which confront the eye 
daily, greatly enriched by the design imparted 
by some architect ‘on holiday.’ This undoubtedly 

has contributed to the education of public taste 
and has prepared the public to look for something 
better in the design of buildings. 

“In this return to our drafting boards then, we 
must bear in mind that the public generally is 
more discriminating than ever before, our co- 
workers in the contracting ranks, in the manu- 
facturing fields and elsewhere are more conscious 
of the réle we play and we ourselves therefore must 
be fully aware of our responsibility. When a 
national producer advises the public, as many of 
them have, to engage an architect, we must see to 
it that his advice does not miscarry. I am not 
speaking of ourselves as individuals, but as a 
profession. Our problem of strengthening the 
profession through the maintenance of high stand- 
ards of practice is as insistent as it ever was. 
Our opportunity for promoting better architecture 
is greater than it has ever been before. * * *” 
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United States Building and Loan League 
EXxcERPT FROM STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT PELLETT 

THREE things, it seems to me, are essential for 
the building and loan institution to keep in 

mind when considering a loan: 1—-The applicant’s 
personal credit in respect to the loan sought (he 
must not be allowed to attempt too much) ; 2—His 
house must possess the advantages accruing from 
capable design lest it be obsclescent before it is built ; 
3—The construction must be so supervised as to 
insure the owner’s getting what he pays for and 

the loan’s being fully safeguarded during its life. 
The first of these essentials can be secured by our 
own careful administration; the second and third, 
being in the province of the professional technician, 
should be put squarely up to him. The architec- 
tural groups formed under the guidance of The 
American Institute of Architects will provide a 
logical and economical means of controlling these 
two essentials.” 

Applications for Membership 
Notice to Members of the Institute: April 1, 1936. 

The names of the following applicants may come before the Board of Directors, 
or its Executive Committee, for action on their admission to the Institute, and if 
elected, the applicants will be assigned to the Chapters indicated: 

Boston Chapter 

Buffalo Chapter 

Central Illinois Chapter 
Cincinnati Chapter 

Lewis Morse LAWRENCE 

R. Maxwe.t JaMEs 
Artuur F. Deam 

Georce Freperic Rorn, Jr., Cart SCHMUEL- 
LING 

Cleveland Chapter Rosert Wattace Dickerson, Georce Hunt 
INGRAHAM 

Connecticut Chapter PasguaLe Mario Torraca, Epwarp Grec- 

ORIE WALLACE 
Minnesota Chapter- - - - - - - - Epwin W. Krarrt 

Northern California Chapter - - - Anprew T. Hass 
Oregon Chapter Herspert A. ANGELL, JosepH W. HEILER, 

Roscozk DeLver Hemenway, THayne J. 
LoGan 

Philadelphia Chapter- - - - - - - Crype S. Apams, Louis E. McALutsTer 
South Texas Chapter 

Virginia Chapter 
James Epwarp Mownrog, Jr. 
Forrest WinFietp Core, Basi A. Prprno, 

A. Byron WILLiaMs 

Washington, D. C. S. Clements Hors._ey 

Washington State Chapter- - - - - Tuomas Louis HaNsEN 

You are invited, as directed by the By-laws, to send privileged communications 
before April 30, 1936, on the eligibility of the candidates for the information and 
guidance of the members of the Board of Directors on their final ballot. No appli- 
cant will be finally passed upon should any Chapter request, within the thirty-day 
period, an extension of time for purpose of investigation. 

Cuar.es T. IncHaAM, 
Secretary. 
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With the Chapters 
Excerpts From Minutes, BuLLetins AND REPORTS 

Buffalo. 

The Chapter was fortunate in having as its 
guest at the February meeting, Richmond H. 
Shreve, regional director of the New York Dis- 
trict, and chairman of the Institute’s Committee 
on Housing. 

Of great interest to the meeting was the 
address by Mr. Shreve in which he very clearly 
stated the Institute’s position toward the many 
complexities confronting the profession at this 
time. 

Mr. Shreve stated that the Government 
bureaus were striving for the adoption of a 
sounder and more permanent policy, and ex- 
pressed confidence that the design of Government 
buildings would soon be put back into the hands 
of private architects. 

Touching on the temporary Government ac- 
tivities, especially the Government’s participation 
in the small house field, Mr. Shreve reported that 
considerable progress had been made by the 
Institute in cooperation with the Government 
agencies in following through the Housing Com- 
mittee’s resolution adopted at the 1935 Con- 
vention, and the resolution adopted at the 
December, 1935, Board Meeting. 
The purpose of the Institute in this action, 

Mr. Shreve said, is two-fold—frst, to put the 
architect in control of supervision; and second, to 
assure better mortgage value through sounder 
construction and more economical planning. He 
reported that the F.H.A. and certain lending 
institutions such as the Brooklyn Savings Bank 
have already stated they will not issue loans on 
any building not built from pay wna plans and 
specifications. The Institute hoped, he said, to 
encourage all such lending institutions in ‘the 
adoption of a similar attitude. 
The Chapter was complimented by Mr. Shreve 

on the progress being made by the Buffalo Small 
House Bureau, and he indicated that the Bureau 
had made great strides toward the proper solution 
of the problem of small house plan service. 

The A.I.A. Short Form Contract for Small 
Construction, recently issued by the Institute, 
was cited as one of the many accomplishments 
of the Institute in its efforts to solidify the 
profession’s position in the small house field. 
The Short Form Contract is the result of months 
of study and preparation by the Institute in 
cooperation with the Federal Housing Adminis- 

tration, and is now incorporated in that Adminis- 
tration’s releases and instructions to field offices. 

In concluding his address, Mr. Shreve ex- 
pressed confidence that the profession, through 
the constant efforts of the Institute, is surely 
making its way back into its proper sphere, and 
that the entire profession, whether Institute 
members or not, whether independent architects 
or salaried draftsmen, derived great satisfaction 
from the feeling that they were all under the 
protective wing of the A.I.A. 

Chicago. 

The regular March meeting of the Chapter, 
held at the Architects’ Club in Chicago, was 
preceded by a dinner attended by more than 
40 members and guests. 

Immediately following dinner President Hall 
introduced Mr. Haynes, a representative of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad, who gave an 
interesting talk regarding the tour of inspection 
to historical points in Virginia prior to the 
convention in May. 

The Chairman of the Membership Committee 
reported that a vigorous effort was being made 
to secure the early reinstatement of those members 
recently dropped. 

Mr. Merrill discussed the Building Show pro- 
gram sponsored by the Real Estate Board of 
a and endorsed by F.H.A. 
The Secretary then proceeded with the balloting 

for the delegates and alternates to represent 
Chapter at the Williamsburg convention. 

After the balloting the meeting adjourned to 
enable the members and guests to attend “Archi- 
tectural Tragedy” a dramatic production present- 
ed by members of the Architects’ Club of Chicago. 

Connecticut. 

The Annual Meeting of the Chapter was held 
in Hartford, and the following officers were 
elected by acclamation: 

The combined Secretary-Treasurer’s Report 
was submitted by Lorenzo Hamilton, while 
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W. W. Sunderland and A. R. Ellis were appointed 
to audit the Treasurer’s portion of the report. 
Mr. Palmer reported that the Connecticut 
Construction League has requested the Chapter 
to adopt the articles of fair competition in bidding, 
as set forth in their Committee’s Report. Con- 
siderable discussion ensued, action on the matter 
being deferred until a later meeting. 

After the business meeting the members 
repaired to the University Club to attend the 
annual dinner of the Chapter. 

Delaware. 

The annual meeting of the Delaware Chapter, 
held in Wilmington, was the occasion for an 
inspiring address by the retiring President, 
Roscoe Cook Tindall, who expressed his great 
appreciation for the cooperation of the members 
during the past year. 

President Tindall spoke enthusiastically of all 
members of the Chapter who, in their efforts for 
the welfare of the profession and their activities 
in public life, were keeping before the public the 
benefits to be derived from the utilization of 
competent architectural service. 

Mr. Tindall recommended that an open 
meeting be held occasionally to discuss the ethics 
of practice and that an architectural exhibition 
be held during the year 1936. 

Mr. Tindall, terminating eight years as Presi- 
dent of the Chapter, was given enthusiastic 
praise for his splendid administration during 
his tenure of office. 
The following officers were unanimously elected 

to serve during 1936: 

Through Frank A. Winn. Jr., past Secretary- 
Treasurer of the Chapter, we learn with regret 
that the recent flu epidemic has affected many 
members, seriously curtailing attendance at 
Chapter meetings. 

In spite of this handicap the annual meeting of 
the Chapter held on March 9 was very well 
attended, and the following were elected officers 
for the year 1936. 

Geo. Foorr Dunnam 
Frank A. Winn, Jr. 
Frank A. ParziaALe 
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ins. etgonckb aes Sekaenwe 6 F. O. Apams 
SS i see eee F. J. Kennarp 
vice dud scene edoeksacacsest H. T. Taytor 

St. Louis. 

The Melbourne Hotel was the scene of a recent 
dinner meeting of the Chapter, attended by more 
than 40 members and guests. 

The business meeting following the dinner was 
given over to the discussion of various committee 
activities, and it was decided that future com- 
mittee reports be furnished to the entire member- 
ship. 

Formation of the Small House Service Plan 
was discussed, President Hoener explaining in 
detail the “Baltimore Plan.” 

The By-law Revision Committee report, at the 
suggestion of Messrs. Hirsch and Hill, was 
referred to the Executive Board for study and 
recommendation. 

Mr. Leimkuehler, in reporting for the Pub- 
licity Committee, urged that the membership 

. make every effort to furnish the necessary material 
for publication in the Sunday Post Dispatch. 

The following were unanimously elected officers 
for the year 1936: 

EINE Tey P. Jonn Hoener 
Iavinc R. Train 
Davip SterHen, Jr. 
Pror. Lawrence Hitt 
Benepict FARRAR 

The meeting was concluded with an address by 
Dr. George M. Park on “Architecture in Siam 
and Cambodia.” Dr. Park’s address was most 
enjoyable and instructive, and the members were 
of the unanimous opinion that the evening will 
be long remembered. 

Toledo. 

The March Meeting of the Chapter, held in the 
Tower Room of the Hill Crest Apartments, at 
which dinner was served to more than 40 members 
and guests, was of more than usual interest, due 
to the advance showing of the drawings for the 
small house exhibition. 

This exhibition was the outcome of the presence 
at the February meeting of John J. Wade, 
President of the Buffalo Chapter and Architec- 
tural Supervisor of F.H.A., who submitted the 
proposal for the Architect’s Small House Exhibi- 
tion, the details of which were left to Horace W. 
Wachter, Chairman of the Chapter’s Publicity 
Committee. 
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In all, about twenty-five drawings were sub- 
mitted, and were divided into two classes: houses 
costing from $5000 to $7000, and from $7000 to 
$9000. The drawings were later placed on display 
in the show rooms of the Toledo Edison Company 
for the entire week of March 8, the public being 
invited to vote for their preference in each class. 

After the exhibition a most entertaining 
program was enjoyed, due largely to the presence 
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of Professors Wells Bennett and Jean C. Hebrard, 
of the College of Architecture of the University of 
Michigan, who discussed the problem of group 
housing with special reference to European 
housing developments. Their discussions were 
received with great attention and the Chapter 
members expressed their warm appreciation to 
them for having made the interesting program 
possible. 

Members Elected—October 16, 1935, to April 4, 1936 

Earre Guturiz Lutz, Jr. 
Frank H. Cotony, Wittiam W. Freeman, Rosert Rei, Carr 
Antony Rrrrer, Epwin Tueopore STEFFIAN 

Frank Mitts Lescuer 
Ermer A. Gytieck, M. Lours Kroman 
Paut Prince WIANT 
Ricuarp Hawtey Cuttrinc, ANTHONY THORMIN 
Crarence A. Surrn, II 
Epcar Roxiins Kimsay 
Georce H. Spoun 
Joun P. Baker 
J. Wootson Brooxs 

Stratton O. Hammon 
Paut W. Jones, Date Ropert McEnary, Roy Norman Tuorsnov, 

Rev. Grsert L. Winxetmann, O.S.B. 
Joun T. Coins 
Rosert Paut Bascuuin, Haroip Foster Ciarx, Paut WoopHuLL 

Drake, Leonarp G. Femnen, ALBert Luepers, Etmer S. TuTsiii 
Reusen Henri Bowpen, Antuony J. DePace, Harrison Git1, 

Exrrery Hustep, Ricnarp A. Kimpart, Aucuste L. Nokz1, 
Rosert H. ScanngLL 

Harry M. MIcHELsEN 
Pretro Bettuscut, Marcaret Goopin Frirscu, Georce H. Jongs, 
Rowe Davis Kennepy 

Cuartes Dunrinc Fry, Joun Dunrinc Frivy, H. Martyn 
Kneepier, Marcaret F. Spencer, Crarence Ciark ZaNnt~- 

ZINGER, JR. 
Raymonp Cuerusini Cetut, Rosert Joun Brocker 
Russet Orrin DeetTer 
Sam W. Hamiit 
Rotanp F. Sauter 
STerpHEen THOMAS 
Harsin F. Hunter, Ben Hitiiarp O'Connor, Hersert J. Power, 
Epcar Bissantz, Donatp Beacu Kirsy 

Ror G. LoppENGAARD 
Avsert I. Brapy, Louis G. Carusie, G. Atpert CHANDLER, 
Wiison Jeter Eason, Hower Bateman Hutsey, Granpery 
Jacxson, Jr., Duptey Emerson Jones 

Mario Vincent Caputo, Taomas Hart Locrarr, Cuaries E. 
Peterson, Howarp Leann SmitH, Howarp Park VERMILYA 

Dan J. Driscott, Arraur Feur, Currorp Henry James 

Central Illinois Cha 
Chicago Chapter 
Cincinnati Chapter 

Mississippi Chapter 
New Jersey Chapter 

New York Chapter 

Northern California Chapter 

Southern California Chapter - 

Southern Pennsyloania Chapter 
Tennessee Chapter 

Washington, D. C. Chapter - - 

West Texas Chapter 
Wisconsin Chapter 






