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Sponsored by
The Guild for Religious Architecture
Affiliate, The American Institute of
Architects
1346 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

In cooperation with
National/Local Religious and
Architectural Organizations

33RD ANNUAL CONFERENCE ON
RELIGIOUS ARCHITECTURE

REGENCY HYATT HOUSE
ATLANTA, GA.
APRIL 27-28, 1972

PROGRAM

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 26

Registration
Pre-Conference Tour of Atlanta’s
Religious Facilities

THURSDAY, APRIL 27

Spectacular in Hyatt House Lobby

NEW SPACES FOR THE GATHERING COMMUNITY
A fresh look at the polemic theology of the
un-used religious building and what to do
about it.

Involvement colloquy for all registrants

THE CHURCH AND THE ELDERLY
A dynamic presentation by Dr. John Van der Beck
who has processed $350,000,000 in housing for
the elderly

FRIDAY, APRIL 28

WHAT'S NEW IN CHURCH ARCHITECTURE?
Slide presentation by Robert L. Durham, FAIA
dialogue with panel members

Colloquy sessions

Awards Luncheon

Group dynamics

Annual Reception and Banquet

SATURDAY, APRIL 29

Departure for post-Conference tour to Portugal
and Spain, with meeting in Mallorca

Exhibits Open April 27 and 28
Architectural, religious arts, products and crafts

Architects, artists, craftsmen and products
suppliers are invited to exhibit

For information and brochures write:

Henry Jung, AIA, GRA, Conference Coordinator
1200 Architects Building
Philadelphia, Pa. 19103
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INTERLOCKING

STACKING

The NEW and Ultimate In
MULTI-PURPOSE SEATING

COMPLETELY FLEXIBLE—Designed to meet all

needs for multi-purpose planning concepts

CONTEMPORARY DESIGN
DURABLE CONSTRUCTION

COLOR COORDINATED

Available with bookracks and/or kneelers

PRICED TO FIT THE MOST LIMITED BUDGET

Portable / folding pews also available

Detailed literature sent upon request

FLEXIBLE SEATING COMPANY

2564 Euclid Heights Blvd./ Cleveland, Ohio 44106

Phone: (216) 462-1970

BOOK REVIEWS

Textile Art in the Church by Marion P. Ireland,
Abingdon Press, Nashville, Tenn,, 1971, $27.50

Reviewed by:
Una Hanbury, GRA, Sculptor
Santa Fe, N.M.

Who has not as a child held up a magnifying
glass and watched as the rays of the sun were
transformed from a benign and general warmth
to a powerful point capable of igniting paper and
charring wood? The church, as a structure, fails
unless it performs the same compressing,
focusing and igniting function upon the spiritual
ambience as the magnifying glass does upon the
physical.

A major avenue toward this spiritual magnifi-
cation is built on emotional and symbolic
communication. There are the symbols them-
selves. And there are the many means by which
these symbols are made to speak to us: church
architecture, music, liturgy, sculpture, painting,
glass work and textile art.

In Textile Art in the Church, Marion P.
Ireland leads us through the ways by which
textile art has served the Christian religion,
tracing examples back to the birth of the church
and showing the origins, symbolism, useage and
evolution of all textile appurtenances, apparel
and decoration in the Catholic, Protestant and
Eastern Orthodox churches. Her story spans both
time and space, from the Catacombs of St.
Callistus to the First Presbyterian Church of
Concord, Cal.

If Marion Ireland had confined herself to a
history of textiles, this would still have been an
extraordinary book. But historical survey alone is

[}

not her purpose. Her aim is to give us a clear
understanding and appreciation of the unique
possibilities inherent in threads and fabrics,
design and color, and how they are employed by
artists today to create works of beauty and
symbolic power. Her lavishly illustrated book lets
us see in rich color such outstanding textile
achievements as those of Janet Kuemmerlein's
canopy banners, St. Patrick’s Church, Eucharist;
two glorious tapestries by Robert Nilsson and his
wife at Markus Church, Stockholm; Beryl Dean’s
incandescent banner at Stoneleigh Church,
Warwickshire; the brilliantly hued tapestry
reredos by John Piper at Chichester’s ancient
cathedral, and a number of the author's own
beautiful creations.

Mrs. Ireland reminds us of the importance of
relevance, pointing out that “‘the value and
effectiveness of any work of church textile art
must be judged by its relationship to the
situation in terms of time, place, architectural
style, and liturgical propriety."” She supports this
view by citing such illustrations as the use of an
embroidered poncho for Mass in St. Joseph's
Church at Pisinimo, Arizona, a Papago Indian
reservation where medieval ecclesiastical dress
would have little meaning for the parishioners.

In addition to the exceptionally attractive
layout and type face, and the fine color quality
of the illustrations, the author has facilitated use
of her book by providing a useful glossary,
extensive bibliography, and notations that permit
the reader to find cited illustrations quickly and
easily.

The author has stated that her purpose was to
“look beyond our immediate acquaintance with

church art to recognize its shortcomings, and to
find guidelines toward a true fulfillment of the
use of beauty in the church today.” This book,
itself a work of art, is a monument to her
successful achievement of that purpose. ]

Architectural Interior Systems: Air Conditioning,
Acoustics by John E. Flynn, AIA and Arthur W.
Segil. Published 1970, Van Nostrand Reinhold
Co., New York, N.Y. $13.95
Reviewed by:

John E. Stafford, AIA, GRA

Eugene, Ore.

This book is designed to serve as a general
reference for architects, interior designers, and
consulting specialists who work without an
integral  interdisciplinary  engineering  staff.
Rather than provide a collection of comprehen-
sive engineering details which, because of the
rapid rate of technological and scientific
development, are constantly changing, data is
limited to information that will provide an
overview, a sense of architectural perspective,
and a positive attitude for professional judgment.
In scope the book is intended to bridge the
technology of environmental control and the art
of architecture, to recognize energy as a potential
creative medium; to attempt a synthesis of
systems and processes that contributes to
mastery of the physical environment.

BOOK REVIEWS continued on page 29




FAITH & FORM, journal of the
Guild for Religious Architecture.
Published biannually at

1346 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Telephone: 202 — 296-2997

PUBLISHING COMMITTEE
John W. Lawrence, AlA, Chairman
Henry Jung, AIA
William F. Vosheck, FAIA

EDITOR
Mrs. Dorothy S, Adler

EDITORIAL BOARD

The Rev. James L. Doom

The Rev. Edward S. Frey, HAIA
Mrs. Una Hanbury

The Rev. Robert W, Hovda

The Rev. Roger Ortmayer
Myron E. Schoen, FTA

Nils M. Schweizer, AIA

Edward A. Sovik, FAIA
Beverley R. Tucker, |r.

ADVISORY & BUSINESS COMMITTEE
Milton L. Grigg, FAIA

T. Norman Mansell, FAIA

Ronald S. Senseman, FAIA

Henry Lee Willet, HAIA

Rollin Wolf, AIA

CORRESPONDENTS

Carl R. Blanchard, Jr., FAIA
New Haven, Conn.

Percival Goodman, FAIA
New York, N.Y.

Theodor M. Hoener, AIA
St. Louis, Mo.

Robert L. Jones, FAIA
Tulsa, Okla.

Donald Powers Smith, AIA
San Francisco, Cal.

John E. Stafford, AlA
Eugene, Ore.

Vol. IV — Fall 1971

Published biannually by The
Guild for Religious Architecture.

Third class postage paid at
Washington, D.C.

Opinions expressed by contributors
are not necessarily those of GRA.

Subscriptions: — $5.00
(Note: Subscriptions will be honored
for four issues.)

For architectural and seminary
students, all members of the clergy,
persons connected with religious
institutions, and all religious
institutions, $2.50.

For overseas subscriptions, $8.00.
For overseas subscriptions to
members of clergy, as above, $5.00.

Next Issue — Spring 1972

Conference Issue
Atlanta, Ga. — April 27-28
Preview of Conference Program
Art in Religious Architecture
Lutheran Theological College
at Tokyo Japan

Cover

St. Barnabas Episcopal Church
Houston, Texas

TABLE OF CONTENTS

HEOWIREVIEWS: .0 8 48t Rt RdB 4D A SR AT AT AR AR A B e B & Fems & ol 2
Notes: & Comments s vswsonasrpsnEs e s e EEs s EAEFeE T 8 83 3.0 ]
*Architectural Awards — 1971 Los Angeles Conference . . . ... ... ...... 6
Opinion: Shopping Center Chapels . . . . . . .. ... .. ... ... ....... 12
Religious Arts Awards — 1971 Los Angeles Conference . . . . ... .. ...... 16
The Religious Facility as a Community Center . . . . . .. .. .. ... .. .... 18
The Choir: Why? What? Where? . . . . . . . . . . . . i . 22

*Architectural Award Winners — Los Angeles — 1971

22 x 28 mounts of the award-winning architectural designs from the 32nd
National Conference on Religious Architecture make up the 1971 Guild Traveling
Exhibit. This is available at no charge — except for transportation costs — to
interested groups. For information and reservations write:

Guild for Religious Architecture
1346 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

JOURNAL OF THE GUILD FOR RELIGIOUS ARCHITECTURE 3



SRR ST E

'/
/'/
- - - - [} - - [ ]
P 8 ) ] !
[l ! D E !
(0 0 ap[ [ 10
Dodd Dodad O
(J O O
g | 0 0 d B ding, B
| S : alifornia, B e Dodd a associates also sa : ose
i 0] . X B g C 0 ed 0 d
olid 0 plo g 00 (0
pa 0 d 0 D go
d d do ot B ® d
ping to v 0 0 dg
Q dp 0 q
B g ¢ 0 a ge o 0 g
0 00 g 00 gandp 0g
A or D s d 0 0Q
oio D

H D BUCKINGHAM-VIRGINIA SLATE CORPORATION
B 4110 FITZHUGH AVENUE - RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23230 - TELEPHONE 703-355-4351



GLA

UILD FOR RELIGIOUS

ARCHITECTURE

OFFICERS AND BOARD OF DIRECTORS

PRESIDENT

Nils M. Schweizer, AlA
Winter Park, Fla.

VICE PRESIDENT

Uel C. Ramey, AIA
Sheboygan, Wis

SECRETARY

John W. Lawrence, AIA
Silver Spring, Md.
TREASURER

Rollin Wolf, AIA
Allentown, Pa.
DIRECTORS-AT-LARGE
Bertram L. Bassuk, AIA
New York, N.Y.
Robert R. Inslee, AlIA
Los Angeles, Cal
Charles A. King, AIA
Hartford, Conn.

SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVES
oseph Amisano, FAIA
%Vllanta‘ Ga.

illiam S. Clark

[Valley Forge, Pa

Dr. Edward S. Frey, HAIA
New York, N.Y.

Daniel Schwartzman, FAIA
INew York, N.Y

Beverley R. Tucker, Jr
Richmond, Va

Dr. Henry Lee Willet, HAIA
Philadelphia, Pa.

PAST PRESIDENTS

Edward A. Sovik, FAIA
Northfield, Minn.

[Walther |, Wefel, Jr., AlA
[Shaker Heights, O
REGIONAL DIRECTORS
INorth Central States
Edward Dieckmann, AlA
St. Louis, Mo

PNorthwest States

Robert L. Durham, FAIA
Seattle, Wash

Southeast States

Blake Ellis, AlA
Valdosta, Ga.

[Great Lakes States

William W. Giliillen, AlA
Columbus, O.

Western States
Culver Heaton, FAIA
Pasadena, Cal.
Middle Atlantic States
Lee V. Seibert, AIA
Wyomissing, Pa
Northeast States
A. Anthony Tappe’, AIA
Boston, Mass
outhwest States
Downing A. Thomas, AIA
Dallas, Tex

XECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Mrs.) Dorothy S. Adler

346 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C, 20036
02-296-2997

PAST PRESIDENTS
DF THE GUILD

940-44 Harry Leslie Walker
945-46 Walter H. Thomas
947-48 Hensel A, Fink
949-50 William H. Thompson
951-52 T. Norman Mansell
53-54 Arland A. Dirlam
55-56 Edward F. Jansson
[957-58 Harold E. Wagoner
59-60 H. Walter Damon
1-62 Anthony Ferrara
963-64 Milton L. Grigg
965-66 William M. Cooley
966-67 Edward A. Sovik
968-69  Walther |. Wefel, )r.

NOTES & COMMENTS

1972 Atlanta Conference

“New Spaces for the Gathering
Community” is the theme for the 33rd
Annual Conference of the Guild for
Religious Architecture, which will take
place at the Regency-Hyatt House,
Atlanta, Ga., April 27 and 28, 1972.

The Conference will address itself
to architects who are dealing with the
entire range of religious work, to
clergymen and administrators who are
responsible for building programs of
all types at national levels, and to the
local religious leaders and congrega-
tions who are affected by new building
programs.

The Conference will consider also a
wide range of programs that are oc-
curring throughout the nation. These
will include:

1. Religious buildings involved in
urban trends which require reno-
vation for their existing com-
munities or new ethnic groups.

2. Renovation of old suburban
spaces for the new requirements
of changing institutions.

3. Economical and  innovative
methods to begin new religious
communities.

4. Creating fresh design sacrality in
anonymous space.

5. The requirement of new re-
ligious spaces.

6. Church and government pro-
grams in society.

In an attempt to find answers to
these questions, members of various
religious bodies will discuss trends in
the basic requirements of their spaces
today, and from this the Conference
will attempt also to deal with the
question to the most appropriate space
in terms of theology and in terms of
function for the various communities.

NOTES & COMMENTS continued on page 30

Florence Hollis Hand Chapel,
Mount Vernon College
Washington, D.C.

Architects: Hartman-Cox

Washington, D.C.

Photo/Robert Lautman

Problem: to provide a non-denominational chapel for a two-year women’s
college with flexible seating arrangements for 300 persons for
worship, music, drama, contemplation.

The jury found the solution worthy in the simple, rectangular building which
arises from a ravine, with entrances at several levels, and which relates very
successfully in scale and materials to existing neo-Colonial buildings without being
subservient to the design pre-determinations. A particular feature of the building
is its unique accommodation of the requirements for multiple use.

It was considered that this may possibly point a direction for future buildings
where religious activities may respond to a broader concept of what religious
activities really are. From this standpoint, the jury viewed the building as a
potential influence on future religious building design in this country, to confirm

definite trends already visible.

NOTES & COMMENTS/AIA HONOR AWARDS continued on page 26
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ARCHITECTURAL
AWARD WINNERS
LOS ANGELES
CONFERENCE-197

HONOR AWARD:
Our Savior’s Lutheran Church
Everett, Wa.

Architects:
Grant-Copeland-Chervenak
Seattle, Wa.

Perhaps the most powerful
interior in the exhibit.

An exceptional happy union

of art and architecture.
Designed for group religious
experience, the plan works well.

Photo/Hugh N. Stratford

Pha /Lawrence S. Williams




rd Fleischman & Associates HONOR AWARD:
Chaminade Chapel
Malawi, Central Africa

Architects:
Richard Fleischman & Associates
Cleveland Heights, Oh.

NOR AWARD:
d Baptist Church
adelphia, Pa.
itects:
old E. Wagoner & Associates
adelphia, Pa.

k project deserves close
ntion and study.

perb example of the
Iligent use of

ly restricted space in a
bhborhood that requires the

to turn within itself
brovide the element of
uty by use of a small but
ortant garden,
ening directly to the
Hen is the social hall, and
looking the garden

e classroom wing.

“ e l B lu lu.%

ex

urea

GARDEN

A tribal meeting hall, made into a modern Christian church. Built of materials easily
available in the African bush (concrete block and wood). It was noted that

in place of windows, wide ventilating slits, always open, keep the room comfortable.
The simple, square room should function well. The architecture is appropriate

for a developing country.

gy, I"_ \\ :

Photo/Alexandre Georges
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HONOR AWARD:
University Interfaith Center,
University of Tennessee
Memphis, Tenn.

Architects:
Gassner/Nathan/Browne
Memphis, Tenn.

Here group experience is
the watchword. This
three-faith college religious
center has a strong
contemporary form. In the
well-utilized site, the

chapel is properly the focal
paint both by plan

location and by its special
shape.

~
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HONOR AWARD:
Herrick Chapel,

Occidental College A smooth classic design. The cruciform plan might cause the audience to feel

Los Angeles, Cal. segmented. The exterior is handled with a subtlety permitted by modern
Architects: Ladd & Kelsey  concrete construction methods. The seating is good and the garden and pool
Pasadena, Cal.  add real values. A direct, beautifully proportioned exterior.

A demonstration of how successful a remodeling can be. The original church,
basically good but unimpressive in design, reworked with taste and judgment to fit the
revised Catholic liturgy. The ordinary interior was made quietly distinguished.

Photo/Stanley Ring

HONOR AWARD:

St. Therese Catholic Church
San Diego, Cal.

Architects:

Delawie, Macy & Henderson
San Diego, Cal.



ONOR AWARD:
phardic Temple Tifereth Israel Los Angeles, Cal.
bs Angeles, Cal. Design Consultant: Nubar Shahbazian

Architects: Brent, Goldman, Robbins & Bown

Modern in plan concept but designed with the
feeling of the architecture of ancient lands. The two
great arched entrances by their size and placing

are enhanced in importance. The plain wall surfaces
convey a sense of serenity. Space in the worship
center permits liturgical expressions such as
processionals with scrolls.

Photo/Amir Farr

A fine, dignified design. The exterior foreshadows the elegant
interior. Dramatic in shape and in lighting.

The cross, pulpit, rails and accessories are exceptionately effective,
silhouetted against the broad plain white back wall.

The excellently underplayed organ screen keeps it from
dominating the design.

HONOR AWARD:
Orangethorpe Methodist Church
Fullerton, Cal.

Architects:

e e

PhotofAmir Farr
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Strange, Inslee & Senefeld
Los Angeles, Cal,
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HONOR AWARD:
Congregation Or VeShalom
DeKalb County, Ga.
Architects: Epstein & Hirsch
Atlanta, Ga.

A thoroughly well-studied synagogue plan, well sited, with an
exterior quality that identifies the building as a synagogue
rather than a Christian church. The building masses are well
related. The flow of space between fellowship and

worship is noted. The design is consistent throughout.

bty
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HONOR AWARD: St. Barnabas Episcopal Church
Houston, Tex.
Architect: William Tillman Cannady
Houston, Tex.

An example of the use of
simple materials well used to
produce an honest,
unpretentious building

with structure exposed with-
out veneer covering.

The solution has significance
for projects with

modest budgets.




NOR AWARD:

y Spirit Byzantine Catholic Church

ma, Oh.

hitects: Lesko Associates
Cleveland, Oh.

excellent example of a building group well related in its parts
h central courtyard. The design is carefully tied together

the repeated fascia member. The bell tower is treated to recall
floating exterior surface of the skylight over the main

rch. Absence of flamboyant decoration makes the one
Iptured piece in the courtyard very important. The

Iptured altar is also very effective.

Photo/Lawrence S. Williams

Photo/Lawrence S. Williams

HONOR AWARD:

Frances Hundley Houston Chapel,

Randolph-Macon College

Lynchburg, Va.

Architects: Vincent G. Kling & Associates
Philadelphia, Pa.

This could properly be called a
tour de force. The exterior would
never be overlooked. Ceometry

is used in a most dramatic way.
Also not to be overlooked

is the good detailing: the handsome
organ and the harmonious

curves casting their shadows

on the walls.



OPINION: SHOPPING CENTER CHAPELS*

The Rev, James L. Doom, GRA
Consultant, Church Architecture
Board of National Ministries
Presbyterian Church in the U.S.
Atlanta, Ga.

Shopping centers are vital but
open-ended components in our civic
life. They may be merely self-serving
tools designed for the profit of the
developer and the merchants. But,
they can become real civic centers
where the life of the community
comes into focus.

Because of that possibility, the
market place is a natural location for
ministry. But because the public there
will be composed of persons of all
faiths, and persons of no conscious
faith, the approach to ministry should
be ecumenical.

Ecumenical ministries are relatively
easy to set up. The public is ready to
accept them today. But ecumenical
ministries are extraordinarily hard to
design with accountability, and to
supervise effectively.

The kind of men drawn toward
ecumenical ministries love freedom
for action, but tend to be naive
about responsibility.

The representatives of denomina-
tions who join together in ecumenical
ventures tend to be enthusiastic for
innovation, but slipshod on supervi-
sion and evaluation.

Freedom and responsibility must
always be linked together. If either is
ignored, the enterprise dies. The design
of any ecumenical venture must define
freedom and responsibility so clearly,
and supervise their use so closely that
all involved may know how these two
forces flow together. [

*Editor's Note: Interest has been shown recently
in the shopping center chapel, or market place
ministry. Conferences have been held, articles
published including one in the Wall Street
Journal (12/2/70). Inquiry was made of three
architects and three clergymen as to their
opinion of this development. FAITH & FORM
readers are invited to comment on the develop-
ment and/or the opinions expressed.

The Rev. Edward S. Frey, GRA

Director, Commission on Church
Architecture

Lutheran Church in America

New York, N.Y.

Mine is an altogether personal and
prejudiced reaction to the report in
the Wall Street Journal (12/2/70) on
shopping center chapels. My prejudices
spring from the source of all prejudice,
which is ignorance. | have no first-
hand knowledge of the subject and |
do not like shopping centers. | avoid
them except in cases of the direst
necessity, doing my chores as quickly
as possible and then fleeing as from a
plague. The promotional aspects of the
enterprise as reported confirm my
deeper prejudice: the real estate man
is quoted as saying: ‘“You promote
God like everything else. We'll sell
yet. And if this thing goes off, |
doubt if we will build another
center without a chapel.”

Apparently there are two major
categories of shopping center religious
activities: those which are congrega-
tional and building centered, requiring
a cultic building (chapel or church),
and those which depend primarily
upon individual contact and dialogue
rather than upon corporate action,
activities which rarely require architec-
tural services or planning.

Congregational, chapel-centered
ministries are hardly unique. They are
essentially just like the same ministries
anywhere else. | don't think |
understand what the excitement is all
about. From the point of view of
architecture and the allied arts, what
is the difference between a cultic
building in a shopping center mall
and one in any other busy place
where there are people with time to
“go 1o church’?

The newsworthy thing for me is
what is reported about the person-to-
person counselling and comforting
ministries, and that in at least one
situation a congregation believes its
life and mission to be in such
ministries as well as in the normal
Sunday gathering for worship and
teaching. It is not really new, of
course, but neither is it exactly typical

of a congregation in a tumultuous city
situation to remember that it is called
to minister to the surrounding secular
community as well as to its own
committed people.

| find it difficult to hear what such
an article is saying to us. As a
nonfunctional cleric (I have been out
of the pulpit for 19 years) my instinct
is to declare that in the shopping
center as everywhere else today the
person-to-person ministry of witness
and service is the thing that counts.
For the fellow who can do it | pray a
special blessing. And the clerical
bureaucrat desperately needs the same
blessing. His job must be to arouse the
fellowship  of  believers, person-
to-person, to witness wherever people
live. | would be happier if | could see
some sort of a revival of personal
witness where people live mostly. One
place would be at home where more of
their time is theirs and they are in
more sensitive relationships with their
fellows than in the market place.

Just what the architect can do in
planning and designing for unusual
ministries needing buildings that he is
not already prepared to do, | have no
idea. If shopping center ministries with
or without a chapel demand his
engagement in a peculiar way, church-
men will have to tell him what it is,
and they will have to do a better job
than they usually do describing the
traditional ministries which need
building spaces for their conduct.

Meanwhile architects and church
leaders should not forget what Patrick
J. Quinn, AIA (new Dean of Depart-
ment of Architecture, Rensselaer Poly-
technic Institute) once said so well in
Churchbuilding: *‘ls there a place for
the church (building) in the future
city? Perhaps. Is there a role for the
Christian community in the future
city? Of course!”

More than ever it seems to me
church buildings, wherever they are,
will have to be above everything
instruments of the living mission of
the congregation and not monuments
of static traditions nor attempts to say
or do architecturally something that
normally and more efficiently is said
and done in other ways. “

@




The Rev. Robert W. Hovda, GRA

Priest of the Roman Catholic Diocese
of Fargo, N.D.

Editor, The Liturgical Conference
Washington, D.C.

Without claiming the wisdom of
experience in this area, | would like to
raise a few questions that seem
important to me. | have no problem at
all with the idea of religious commu-
nities — communities of faith,
churches, synagogues — establishing a
convenient locus for ministry (a
counselling room, a prayer room, a
reading room, a lecture hall) in the
malls and shopping centers of our
metropolitan areas.

I have no problem with this, if it is
part of an over-all urban plan of the
synagogues anid churches — or even if
it is a task undertaken by a single
community of faith. One of our
serious problems is the lack of urban
planning, with each community or
parish still living as if it were an
isolated kingdom. But any such effort
must be the ministry of a real
community of common faith and
common prayer, not the bureaucratic
decision of some ecclesiastical office
somewhere. The corporation image is
one of the church’s problems.

What | am trying to say is that such
a ministry — like any similar effort in
the inner city — must come out of and
be related to an authentic community.
It is not a substitute for the
community on which liturgy depends.
So it would be helpful to make a
distinction between shopping center
ministries and  shopping  center
“chapels.” And to be very, very
suspicious, cautious, careful and de-
manding of the latter,

Because | do have severe problems
with public worship or liturgy on such
terms. Liturgy (and | assume a
“chapel” means liturgy, public wor-
ship, common prayer) is the action of
a faith-celebrating assembly. At its
best it involves common planning and
preparation, a degree of participation
most unlikely among people who are
strangers to one another, and a
common mission in a common sphere.
Minimally, it could occur in a
shopping center chapel, as it occurs in
many parishes, without common plan-
ning or preparation, with a great
variety of degrees of participation, and
without a common mission except of
the most general sort.

It isn't that the idea is such a novel
one — the idea that one ““drops in’’ on
a “liturgy” much as one drops inon a
movie, when the time and the place
and the price are right., A great many
urban parishes have been operating on
this kind of basis and with this kind of
mentality for a long time. This is part of
the sickness which contemporary
reform and renewal efforts are
endeavoring to cure. | fear the shopping
center chapel would institutionalize the
sickness and impede the cure. The
problem is not that shopping center
chapels are new. The problem is that
countless parish churches (1 don’t know
if this is a synagogue problem too) have
been, in fact if not in name, shopping
center chapels for generations.

The enterprise (the Wall Street
Journal will not be offended by that
word) we call liturgy or public worship
or common prayer is not well served
by unprepared and unaffiliated people.
Initiation is required, and the reality of
a covenant community. A congregation
is not constituted by the sharing of a
common roof. Nor is the action of
people who drop in to see something
performed for them anything that can
be called “liturgy,” in any proper sense.

I am not pleading for closed or
gnostic celebrations of the liturgy. |
believe strongly in the catholic tradi-

tion that the church be an open
community — in contrast to the
“believers” sects in history — wel-

coming the man or woman from (or
of) the street. But there must be
someone there to welcome the street
people. A community must welcome
them. The church must welcome
them. And the community, the
church, must be intense enough to
draw them in so they can share its
liturgical action, its common prayer.

Since the shopping center chapel
syndrome seems to me so large a part
of our current ecclesial troubles, and
so formidable a barrier to the renewal
of faith, life and commitment we are
seeking, it is not easy for me to be
enthusiastic about its prospects.

Having expressed those reservations
— about shopping center “liturgy" —
let me hasten to add that | have no
such reservations about shopping cen-
ter ministry. The vitality and faithful-
ness of a Jewish or Christian commu-
nity in any city, it seems to me, is to
be measured by its presence in the
traffic and centers of that city’s life.
Especially, of course, its presence
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among those ‘“liminal’’ persons — the
very poor, those in jail or prison, the
sick, the outcasts — who embody the
sacred in a very special way. But also,
if secondarily, its presence in places
like the malls.

Such ministries cannot be expected
to be self-supporting. Their support is
one of the purposes of the faith
communities which churches and syna-
gogues are supposed to be. Instruction
in the biblical way, counselling,
training in methods of private prayer,
community organization resources,
community services referrals, drug and
alcohol programs, library and reading
room, lectures, drama, music, films —
there is no end to the possibilities of a
faith  community’s broadly human
ministry in such places. ™

Robert L. Durham, FAIA, GRA
Durham, Anderson & Freed
Seattle, Wash.

The watchword of today’s society
is  ‘“‘change!” Architects of no
previous decade have had to face the
extent of change which has come to
the last two generations.

During this period we have seen the
traditional grocery store disappear.
Even the convenience of the “Mom
and Pop’’ store is going the way of the
horse and buggy. As the idea of the
supermarket has emerged and blos-
somed, the flight to the suburbs has
produced the shopping center. Along
with two cars in every garage, we now
seem to take this for granted. Perhaps
it seems to follow that the church of
the future should be oriented to the
shopping center,

How permanent are the mer-
chandising procedures which we now
accept as standard? Careful obser-
vation  suggests that change s
continual and inevitable. Perhaps the
time when we will be pushing
buttons for instant delivery of
grocery items is not too far away.

In our concern for creating a more
meaningful environment, for estab-
lishing a more appropriate relation-
ship between the urban core and the
suburb, our American shopping center
may prove unexpectedly transitory.
New modes of public transportation, a
more logical relationship between
communities and employment centers
and a shift of emphasis back to city
living are all influences that will
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produce new patterns of living. How-
ever, even at its best, the American-
style shopping center leaves much to
be desired.

Landscaped, air-conditioned malls
with sculpture and music have really
not produced a reincarnation of the
traditional village green. The sug-
gestion that the church should be
related to the shopping center may be
founded on the shifting sands of
future change. It is, of course, very
true that the church is being subjected
to examination in its relationship and
meaning to American family life.
Many precepts taken for granted in
our youth have been proven invalid. It
is hard to argue with the implication
of empty pews. In too many instances
the American church, like its Euro-
pean counterpart, is the center for
token religious education, weddings
and funerals. The unnatural segrega-
tion of people brought on by preju-
dice, cultural differences and separa-
tion of the advantaged from the
disadvantaged has insulated the church
into narrow bands of service.

European travel is a popular Ameri-
can sport. Most of us are prone to
arrive at quick assumptions on
‘“seventeen-day packaged tours.” The
shopping centers of the satellite cities
of Scandinavia are impressive, espe-
cially for architects. The doorway to
the church is many times within sight
of a dramatic fountain in the pedes-
trian mall. The well-designed church
interiors make dramatic architectural
shots on kodachrome. However, few
people seem to be there to interfere
with our photography.

Some churches are now urging that
more services should be scheduled
during the week because of the
competition with weekend family
activities brought on by a mobile
society, The changes which will
occur if the four-day week catches
on are obvious. Some people believe
that worship should take place in
the home. Others go so far as
suggesting that the factory or office
is more appropriate.

It seems to this writer that in
our interest in church architecture,
we seek architectural solutions for
problems that are in reality more
related to life style. The meaning of
the church in today's society is
being challenged by the force of
change. Until the relationship of the
church to today’s society, to youth,
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to the family, to the aged, s

settled, we are unprepared to come
to design conclusions.

There is in society a yearning for a
“sense of place.” The need for
people-to-people relationships, a more
meaningful home-work-relaxation
cycle, a sense of where we are going —
all these affect decisions required in
the creation of meaningful church
architecture. Hopefully, the American
church and synagogue have a part to
play in accomplishing a more meaning-
ful  life for wus, collectively and
individually.

Following a conference sponsored
by The American Institute of Archi-
tects and the major faiths, an Inter-
faith Research Foundation was pro-
posed. In its initial discussions it was
suggested that the church of the future
may be more like a psychiatric clinic
than the traditional sanctuary of the
past. Certainly, service to the commu-
nity of both believers and nonbelievers
is cardinal in the concept of to-
morrow’s church.

To conclude that tomorrow’s
church will be more effective as a part
of today's shopping center seems to be
premised on the shaky assumption
that change has stopped, that a new
mold is permanently cast. In reality,
church architecture is only important
as it becomes a tool for service. There
is much to suggest that we should first
determine how best the church can
serve a changing society before we
conclude that the shopping center
church will produce the values and
service that society so desperately
needs. [ ]

E. A.Sovik, FAIA, GRA
Sovik, Mathre & Madson
Northfield, Minn.

There are presumably two good
reasons why churchmen have ventured
to move their operational bases into
shopping centers. One is simply the
matter of accessibility, a functional
reason. It scarcely needs to be
elaborated since it is perfectly normal
that institutions which seek to serve
people should make themselves avail-
able. And the history of church
building supplies the general rule that
the church goes where the people are.
The downtown churches as well as the
suburban churches all over the country
have been sited according to the rule
of accessibility. And it follows that

where the community nodes are
established by commercial and other
enterprises in shopping centers, and
where car parking is convenient, there
the places for worship should be. One
can only wonder that shopping center
churches have been so long in coming;
and recognize that the complications
of property ownership and the prob-
lems deriving from the fragmentation
of religion have delayed the actual
accomplishment. And doubtless these
difficulties are the reason also why
some of the ventures have included
only space for the weekday services of
the church.

The other reason why churches
ought to find a place in the shopping
centers is a more complex and possibly
(in view of general attitudes about the
church), a more controversial one. Its
validity depends on how one under-
stands the relationship between reli-
gion and other elements of life, on
how one conceives the holy, and on
where one expects to find God.

The ancient Greeks and their
predecessors, according to Vincent
Scully, tended to locate their temples
where certain topographical forma-
tions suggested a sort of special
accessibility to Mother Earth. The
naturistic and animistic religions of
Asia and other parts of the world have
located shrines and temples where
particularly impressive or unusual
natural configurations have been
found. Caves, waterfalls, especially
fine trees, spectacular rocks or islands
are typical wonders which seem
numinous, and are therefore seen as
the portals of transcendence. Medieval
churches were often built at springs of
water (and for obvious reasons the
villages and towns gathered themselves
around). Others, like Mt. St. Michael,
were sited where events of particular
significance had occurred, and their
remoteness in the religious milieu of
the time was not troublesome.

But these are the work of what has
been termed ‘religious” religion. We
see Christianity as something else — a
“secular’ religion; in which transcend-
ence is not associated with the exotic,
strange, unusual; it is or can be ubiqui-
tous. Every church in a ‘‘secular”
religion ought to be an earthy place,
a place of people, in one sense an
ordinary or common place — a sort
of Bethlehem into which divinity
enters, not because the place has a
particular “‘religious” character, but
because God chooses it. In this view
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any place is potentially a holy place.
The encounter with God is not
programmed by the site, but invited
by the people who become involved
with Him. The whole earth, then, is
seen as God’s and holy or potentially
so. One does not say that the
everyday, cash-and-carry, drive-in,
neon-lighted market place is no place
for the church. You can say it is ugly,

that it is inhumane, dull, trivial and in
all ways inappropriate for the en-
counter between God and men. All
these things may be true, and it is
depressing to reflect that they are so
often true. But the place is still
potentially holy, and it is a sort of
heresy to think or behave as if it may
not be a Bethlehem — a place where
God enters the world.

If it is a part of the Christian vision
that the encounter between God and
man can take place in the ‘“‘secular”
situation, there are some clear implica-
tions. One is that we ought to give to
our secular environment the kind of
form and order which would make it
the appropriate environment for the
encounter. If the world is all poten-
tially holy, we ought to make it
actually numinous. Even our super-
markets should be numinous. But that
is not the issue here.

The issue is that if one chooses a
site because it is ‘‘secular,” then one
must also build a shelter which is
“secular.”” To come into a shopping
center with the ecclesiastical trappings
of the traditional churches is schizo-
phrenic. If the spaces the churches
inhabit are to be distinguished from
the secular structures contiguous to
them, it should not be because they
are less secular, less earthy, less real,
less of this age. Their distinctions
should be of a different sort: This
architecture ought to be such that
secularity is seen as valuable, not
trivial; that the things of the earth
are seen as poetic not prosaic; that
the enclosures are hospitable, not mere-
ly attractive. ]

Eldon F. Wood, AIA, GRA
Grigg, Wood, Browne & Williams
Alexandria, Va.

For the architect, evolving program
trends in religious buildings are fre-
quently frustrating. When the building
is other than that normally associated

with the “historic” church scene, the
frustration is even more severe. The
shopping center of the seventies as
background for a non-traditional reli-
gious ministry offers an unique op-
portunity to study the relationship
of needs, programs and facilities as
they affect the architect and pro-
gram personnel. Market Place Ministries
in the Landmark Shopping Center
of Alexandria, Va. is now engaged
in such a study through a kind of
“mid-term’ analysis of an apparently
unusual but viable facility and opera-
tional experience.

The Landmark Center is sur-
rounded by a large residential area of
Alexandria and Fairfax County com-
posed of high-rise apartment buildings,
townhouses and single family dwell-
ings. The shopping center has three
large department stores and a variety
of other merchandising facilities. It is
readily accessible only by motor
transportation, and for this reason,
does not necessarily relate to the
surrounding areas as a community
center. It is rather a shopping faci-
lity and draws people primarily for
that purpose.

An unique experiment, Market
Place Ministries was begun by the
Presbytery of Washington City in 1967
with the assistance of several other
denominations. General direction was
given by an ecumenical Board of
Managers.

The original program offered such
services as hourly child care, a day
school, theater, art and counselling
along with a variety of religious and
community activities. On a lease
agreement with the shopping center
owners, a large, unfinished, below-
grade area was skillfully transformed
into a four-level complex providing
20,000 square feet of space for
classrooms, offices, a small library,
conference rooms, a theater seating
365 and an outdoor play area. The
architects were Mayne, Oseroff, Van
Besien & Associates of Arlington, Va.

It was first assumed that income
from the over-all program would pay
for both the facilities and the opera-
tion. However, by early 1970, it became
apparent that the ministry would not
be self-supporting and in July of that
year the facilities were closed. The
Board of Managers was asked to re-
evaluate the program and to make
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recommendations for future operation.

This Board concluded that there
was need for a ministry in the market
place, but as in other religious
ministries, it would require subsidy.
Actual program needs should be first
identified and the amount of money
for implementation determined.
Sources for subsidy would then be
found and a revised program initiated.

The center was reopened in Febru-
ary 1971 under new direction, On site
experience and a study of the needs of
the community have resulted in the
establishment of four basic programs.

Hourly care for children of shop-
pers has been resumed. This program is
supported by rates paid by shoppers
using the service and a set annual
amount paid by the Merchants Asso-
ciation. The success of this activity has
met expectations.

Counselling is offered and has
found a greater than anticipated
demand. The mobile transient popula-
tion of the area is attracted to a
counsellor who has a religious back-
ground but who is not connected to
any organized church.

Through various contacts by the
new director, seminars have been
organized to involve single persons
living in adjacent apartment areas who
find that this.activity meets their need
for community or personal identity.

Plans are being developed for
opening a combination reading room
and coffee house under the leadership
of certain volunteer personnel and the
local YMCA.

No desire has been expressed for a
formal traditional religious “‘service.”
Subsidy is obtained from several
sources. The Presbytery provides the
facilities and some staff support.
Additional staff and program support
come from various other denomina-
tional organizations, private donors and
the Landmark Merchants Association.

In the fall of 1971, evaluation of
the current program will be made and
some critical decisions reached. The
results may be radically different from
the original ideas for a ministry in the
market place, but will be more realistic
in meeting the needs of this particular
shopping center and its neighboring
community. The architectural implica-
tions of this pilot or prototypical
effort can be far-reaching. -
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A juried exhibition of religious arts,
sponsored by the 32nd National
Conference on Religious Architecture,
was held in Los Angeles, April 19-22,
1971. Sixty works were selected from
174 entries to be displayed, repre-
senting a wide variety. A thoroughly
contemporary show, the entries repre-
sented the leading tendencies in
contemporary design.

The jury, composed of top-ranking
artists, represented an  excellent
balance of specializations and view-
points. They were: Mrs. Jean Ames,
Chairman, Professor of Art, Claremont
Graduate School; Arthur Ames, Chair-
man of Department and Professor of
Design; Aldo Casanova, Ph.D., Pro-
fessor of Art, Scripps College, Clare-
mont; Ralph Johnstone, Associate
Professor of Art, University of
Southern California, Los Angeles;
Bernard Kester, Professor of Design,
University of California, Los Angeles;
Hudson Roysher, Chairman of Depart-
ment and Professor of Art, California
State College, Los Angeles; Nils M.
Schweizer, AIA, Winter Park, Fla.,
President of the Guild for Religious
Architecture.
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RELIGIOUS ARTS EXHIBITION

In addition to the three Honor Awards and 1st Honorable Mention
(pictures following), Honorable Mentions went to:

Sister Giotto Moots for ‘‘Seven Days of Creation”

Albuquerque, N.M. Plexiglass calendar
Ahron Elvaiah “Twelve Tribes of Israel”
New York, N.Y. Stained glass windows
Saunders Schultz “Freedom Tree"”
Chesterfield, Mo. Sculpture
Dorothy E. Wolken “Torah Mantles"
Pittsburgh, Pa.
Janet Kuemmerlein “In the Beginning”
Prairie Village, Kans. Wall hanging
Richard Dehr Silver and jade chalice

Topanga, Cal.

Alexander Schaffner Chalice and paten of
Basle, Switzerland copper and enamel

Mrs. Marion P. Ireland,
Chairman
Religious Arts Exhibition

THIRD AWARD:
“A Joyful Noise”
Silk wall hanging
in batik and discharge dye
Artist: Marian Claydon
Los Gatos, Cal.
This work is finely controlled technically, within
a medium that can be easily controlled by
accident. The design is well considered, and goes
beyond the decorative. The power is
significantly enhanced by its scale. There is a
controlled color palette with rich, soaring
quality and good abstract design.

FIRST AWARD:
“Ark of the Ten Commandments”
Steel and bronze sculptured Ark doors
Artist: Daniel Gluck
Manhattan Beach, Cal.

A powerful concept, highly

emotional and evocative. There is an
interesting use of lettering

within a sculptural concept, and the
totality is well conceived.

The shape when open is also well conceived.



Artist:

color

FIRST HONORABLE MENTION:
“Sanctuary Cross”
Stained glass
Artist: Maureen McGuire
Phoenix, Ariz.

Photo/Lars Speyer
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SECOND AWARD:
“Angela Mia”’ ,
Jewelled triptych of cloissonne enamel

Charles Fife
Monterey Park, Cal.

Magnificently crafted, with exceptional

an example of a rebirth

of a lost technique. There is delicacy
and charm, a soaring quality,

as much as a medieval enamel, yet
definitely modern.

An original and innovative

design — good, simple and strong, with
exploitation of the materials.

It captures light as a jewel and is an
architectural possibility.



THE RELIGIOUS FACILITY AS A COMMUNITY CENTER*

The Rev. Douglass E. Fitch (Methodist)
Department of Religious Studies
San Fernando Valley State College

Realistically, most architects will
have few if any occasion to design new
church structures within present black
communities. All but a few black
churches were formerly owned by
all-white congregations who moved
away leaving among other properties
fairly good churches. For this reason,
primarily,there is rarely an instance
when a black congregation will build a
costly new structure. The task for
most is to remodel to meet their needs
rather than build. At least this appears
to be the present state of affairs.

However, since this occasion allows
me to be imaginative, let me venture
some ideas and maybe a few questions.

New churches should be different
from those standing now. These tend
to be colorless and lackluster, large
and boxy, sterile inside and out,
impersonal and lacking in both art
forms and social comment.

A new church, whether in a mobile
community, a stable family com-
munity, one for the aged or an
ethnically  pluralistic ~ community,
should by all means make a social
comment in its design. It should have
multipurpose rooms for use by the
congregation and the community.
Included should also be a social or
fellowship hall. Some greenery and
landscape  should punctuate the
grounds outside. The main sanctuary
should incorporate basic features of a
chapel atmosphere yet provide space
for new worship forms. That is, it
should be small, encourage freedom
and participation, yet simulate a sense
of individual privacy — through
individual seats — in the midst of a
self-conscious group of people. Al-
though preaching is still central in
most black congregations, it would not
be jeopardized by extending the
chancel into the congregation. And on
either side of that chancel should be
members of that fellowship. Preaching
is still central; moreover, participation
and eye contact with other persons
and the clergy are enhanced. Singing

*Summaries of statements made by
participants at Los Angeles Conference
Session, April 1971.
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groups should be placed in other than
the chancel area. Warm colors should
be prominent at all eye levels, Tasteful
abstract art forms should adorn the
physical layout of the church plant.
Unlike churches that have empha-
sized efficiently handling large crowds,
my thesis for the new church struc-
tures emphasizes smaller, manageable
congregations and the guality of their
life together. Hopefully new designs
will give rise to and encourage freedom
and spontaniety, privacy and participa-
tion, and by all means consciously say
something to the larger community —
make a social comment. ]

Joseph A. Grispino (Cathalic)
San Fernando Valley State College

The construction of Roman Catho-
lic churches may be said to be guided
by two principles: first, the needs of
the local community, and second, the
worship of God.

First, the needs of the local
community. If the local community is
large, medium or small, the church
should be correspondingly large,
medium or small. In the Los Angeles
archdiocese, for example, the seating
capacity in most of the recently
constructed churches varies from 600
to 1200. The size of the parish and the
condition of its finances determine the
kind of construction of the church. In
comparison with Protestants, we may
add that whereas Catholics multiply
masses as needed, Protestants do not
need this multiplicity of services. Thus
the seating capacity of Protestant
churches may be larger than that of
Catholics.

Is there anything distinctively
Catholic in modern church architec-
ture? Could an architect construct a
church and leave spectators guessing
whether it is Catholic or Protestant? If
we consider only the building, |
submit that the architect can construct
such a church. However, if we consider
the furnishings, perhaps the distin-
guishing Catholic feature — besides the
confessional box shared as a feature
with Anglicans — may be the crucifix.
Catholic tradition insists that the
crucifix be on or near the altar because
theological doctrine says that the
sacrifice of the mass is the same as the
sacrifice of the cross.

The question of the crucifix leads
to the second principle guiding con-
struction of Catholic churches — the
worship of God. This principle means
that the design of the church is
motivated by the active participation
of the people the Catholic com-
munity of the '70’s. This community

can be defined as a group of
parishioners who come together
weekly to express union among

themselves through Christ by means of
the mass.

The design of the church draws the
community to the altar to create a
family spirit; therefore the church is
often designed in the round or in a fan
arrangement. Long naves and altar
screens are no longer architecturally
relevant, since they speak of an older
theology of a mysterious God who
kept aloof from his people. The new
theology speaks of the God of the
Christian family. Thus as the theology
of worship changes, so does architec-
ture.

At this point, the Conference
theme comes to mind. “Art for God’s
Sake?” in the interrogative sense is
answered in the negative because art is
not for God’s sake — art is for people’s
sake. Art is for the sake of man in his
relation to God. God does not need
our art. If he did, he would not be
God.

In addition to church design and
furnishings motivating the active parti-
cipation of the church family, there is
the question of the materials used in
construction. Gothic churches used
stone and high ceilings to lift man
from the commonplace to God. Today
we are rich in a proliferation of
building materials — glass, steel,
concrete, etc. Architects have a choice
of a multiplicity of building materials.
An atmosphere or effect can be
created irrespective of the shape of the
edifice. Churches of any shape can be
built with no columns obstructing the
view of the altar. There need be no
structural features to distract attention
from the altar and tabernacle because
today’s churches are neater, simpler in
design and eminently functional.
Whereas formerly intricate decorations
— ornate paintings, stained glass
windows, statues may have enriched
the spiritual life of the churchgoers,
today these would distract us. Unclut-
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tered churches are more in accordance
with the modern ethos.

What is the future of Catholic
architecture? |s there a trend today to
design the Catholic church as a
community center as well as a church?
Although this trend seems more
definite in the Protestant and Jewish
traditions, it can be seen also in rural
Catholic churches where the same
building is often used as a church as
well as meeting hall for educational
and recreational purposes. In city and
suburban areas, however, there is
usually one building for the Catholic
church and an adjacent one for other
activities. The reluctance to merge
both buildings stems from the theolo-
gical belief in the real presence of
Christ in the holy eucharist preserved
in the tabernacle in church. However,
since the new theology tends to
emphasize the gathering of the com-
munity at the altar, the trend of the
rural churches may be followed by
city and suburban churches.

Another question:  Will drive-in-
theater-like-churches be the trend for
Catholic communities? | believe that
the new Catholic theology will resist
this trend because of the theology of
the community. By remaining in their
cars, families are deprived of the kiss
of peace, the reception of holy
communion, and thus the sense of
unity and of corporate worship of the
body of Christ is diminished. It may
even be that such drive-ins will prove
only a fad for our fellow Protestants.

Essentially, all denominations —
Catholics, Protestants, Jews, Buddhists
— aim at union of man with God and
fellow man. The purpose of the church
is to bring all people together. Man’s
relationship with God places him in a
deeper relationship with his fellow
man. This creates a new dimension
among men. The church edifice has
value because of corporate worship —
not for private devotion. Although it is
not excluded, it is not the primary
purpose of a church edifice. We all
need the architects to build churches
to bring families together. =

Rabbi William M. Kramer (Jewish)
San Fernando Valley State College

The synagogue is the home of the
whole Jewish Community — religious
Jews and Jews who are unsure or
unaware of their religiosity. It is a
home where those who gather feel

themselves immediately with the rest
of the tribe — the extended family.

Here, Mr. Architect, you give them
the place which isunique space — that
embraces the time which is timeless-
ness — away from the alienations of
time-space that are characteristic of
those with a minority disparity of
ethnic affinities. The s