Queensborough Baptist Church, Shreveport, Louisiana
Architect: FREY ASSOCIATES—Shoemalker - Colbert - Brodnaz, Architects-Engineers

Modern Gothic
for a new Shreveport church
... Inspired by prestressed concrete

For the new Queensborough Baptist Church, a
roof system of precast, prestressed concrete “Y”
beams effectively expresses the architect’s design
and provide an exposed interior ceiling of unusual
beauty. Nineteen of the “Y” units of variable
width and depth, approximately 80-ft. long, tran-
scend into cast-in-place Gothic arches on the facade.
Exposed concrete proved to be most functional for
the roof framing of the fan-shaped auditorium,
which has space for about 1,100 main floor seats
and some 600 balcony seats.
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To complement the design of the auditorium,
a 75-ft. high, three-columned spire rises from a
dish-shaped fountain pool on the entry terrace. The
lower portions of the spire legs were precast and,
prior to erection, two sides of an expanding Gothic
vault shape were cast onto one end of each leg.
Prestressing greatly simplified the spire construc-
tion and made possible its slender design.

More and more, architects turn to prestressed
concrete to express the sheer drama inherent in
church design.

PORTLAND CEMENT ASSOCIATION

403 INTERNATIONAL TRADE MART, NEw ORLEANS, LOUISIANA 70130

An organization of cement manufacturers to improve and
extend the uses of portland cement and concrete.
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LEGISLATIVE REPORT

editor

While outlooks can change quickly, at this writing our legislative program
is doing quite well.

Several of the LAA Chapters have assigned architects to maintain liaison with
their legislators, and when I have called on their help, we've had noticeable
results in Baton Rouge.

A small taste of success achieved by your LAA in defeating the ill-advisqd
“Residential Designers Bill” (H-865) hopefully will encourage others to partici-
pate in legislative matters of concern to this noble profession.

In addition to the contacts, friendships and goodwill established by this office,
we need the persuasive power which comes from a broad base of voters and
community leaders who will voice their opinion to the men who represent them.
If you've never discussed legislation with any of your representatives then
why not do so this weekend?

If you prefer expressing yourself through a letter there’s no better time than
now, and here’s a subject worth considering:

H 856— (drafted by the LAA and the CEC) is designed to
remove the selection of architects and engineers from politics,
by giving the state agency which will actually use the project
a voice in the selection. The bill has the following provisions:

—a guideline for the using agency to follow in determin-
ing qualifications of architects and engineers.

—an opportunity for architects to appear and state
their case before the officials who will make the final
selection,

—clearly defined authority for the primary architect or
engineer to select his own consultants.

When you fail to speak out for good government you loose your right to com-
plain about bad government, but each time you exercise your right to be heard
you become a better man and a better American.

louisiana
architect

vol. V no. 9

W . i3 '." I
SRS

2y i

THE LOUISIANA ARCHITECT,
Official Journal of the Louisiana
Architects Association of the
American Institute of Architects,
is owned by the Louisiana Archi-
tects Association, not for profit,
and is published monthly, Suite 200,
Jack Tar Capitol House Hotel,
Baton Rouge, La., telephone
848-4331. Editorial contributions
are welcome but publication can-
not be guaranteed. Opinions ex-
pressed by contributors are not
necessarily those of the Editor or
the Louisiana Architects Associa-
tion. Editorial material may be
freely reprinted by other official
ATA publications, provided full
credit is given to the author and
to the LOUISTANA ARCHITECT
for prior use.

... Advertisements of products, ma-
terials and services adaptable for
use in Louisiana are welcome, but
mention of names or use of illus-
trations of such n aterials and pro-
duets in either editorial or ad-
vertising columns does not consti-
tute endorsement by the Louisiana
Architects Association. Advertising
material must conform to standards
of this publication, and the right
is reserved to reject such material
because of arrangement, copy, or
illustrations.

Editorial Advisers—Dale Ruckstuhl
John L. Webb

Editor—Dick Thevenot

Publisher—Louisiana Architects
Association

Art Direction—Dale Ruckstuhl
Gene Egger

Printed by Pike Burden.

LAA OFFICERS AND BOARD

John L. Webb, President; Max
Heinberg, Vice President; George
Leake, Vice President; Frank N.
Brocato, Secretary; David L.
Perkins, Immediate Past President.
Sidney Folse, Milton Finger,
Ernest Verges, James Gibert,
Stewart Farnet, J. Buchanan
Bliteh, Chester Jordan, W. R.
Brockway, Howard Sherman, P.
Murff O'Neal, Howard Rivers, Fred
Barksdale, Philip Frank, U. E.
Hackett, Jr,, Perry Brown, (Prov.),
Dick Thevenot, Executive Director,




These projects by students in the School of Architecture during the past two years
are symptomatic of our growing concern for the world’s number one environmental
problem — the provision of adequate housing for our growing population with contracting
earth resources. It is even so in the United States though not generally recognized.

The design of housing is far and away the most difficult of all problems to which the
architect can address himself and at the same time the most rewarding. If there is
reason to regret the forfeiture of design control of the individual detached house by
architects today, there is the hope that architects may not be found wanting again as
the investigation into new life styles on an ever greater scale becomes a matter of
dogmatic urgency.

The dynamics of twentieth century urbanization strongly suggest that the individual
house is obsolescing quickly to the point where Serge Chermayeff’s view that ‘it no longer
can be considered architecture at all’’ takes on new and more comprehensible meanings.
These studies and others not shown here begin to suggest that the problem of
“limited multiplicity’’ is solved not through the repeating unit but rather through a
flexible repeating element capable of adjustments to that variety necessary for
human beings of differing requirements.

In the final analysis the problem always remains that of finding a civilized way
to the front door.

John W. Lawrence, FAIA
Dean

STUDIES IN HOUSING - SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, TULANE UNIVERSITY

Iberville Housing Project, N. O, La.
Victor Stillwell, Jack Hepting




Housing Cluster, Neighborhood Redevelopment
Theis, Terry, Lard and Lott
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Housing, Joseph Lavigne
Urban Housing Development, Gus Pelias




Resort, Honduras

Fleetwood Joiner

Housing for Elderly

Joseph Johnson
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“«

. . his inability to cope with what
seems simple, his ability to accomplish
the difficult . . . "
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MAN’S MIND-
MADE
ENVIRONMENT

by C. M. DEASY, FAIA

A paper presented at the 15th Annual Gulf States Regional
Conference of the American Institute of Architects. April 14,
1966, Hot Springs, Arkansas.

I have a special bias, a conviction that many of the
architectural problems we deal with on an intuitive basis
as ‘“‘design decisions,” are really matters of established
fact that we happen to be unaware of. There are aspects
of architecture that must be dealt with in wholly intuitive
terms and are outside the scope of any science I know
about. As a profession, we have tended to concentrate on
these aspects and have only recently realized the tremend-
ous importance of the scientific data being assembled
on environment.

If we are seriously interested in understanding the intri-
cate relationship between human beings and the world in
which they live, we will have to shift our emphasis to
objective observation of man in action. Introspection,
contemplation, and opinion are not good enough.

The study of environmental factors as a special field of
knowledge is only beginning. It is not without resources,
however, for it draws on the findings of the many scientific
disciplines that have long been making brilliant contribu-
tions to our knowledge of humanity. Enough is know to
make it possible for man to survive, and perform with
great skill, in the bleakness of outer space. Enough is
known to indicate quite clearly that coping with the forces
that constitute our natural environment is no longer our
most difficult problem. It is becoming increasingly ap-
parent that architecture and planning are intimately in-
volved with the most difficult problems of all, man’s social
and psychological environment.

There is no simple way that we, as a profession, can
understand the new insights of the behavioral sciences
and employ them in our work. The researchers commit-
ment ends with the compilation of data. They have no
obligation to promote their product and distribute it with
prescriptions for use. There are no handbooks on these
subjects and there probably never will be, We will have
to make our own effort to understand.

Understanding isn’t simple. One of the first hurdles is
the language barrier. Daniel Carson, Professor of Psy-
chology at the University of Michigan describes man as
a ‘“non-stationary open system, undergoing continuous
interchange with his environment.” This is hardly the
kind of information that will sustain us when we return
to our drawing boards. Behaviorists are prone to discuss
the problems of an “information-rich environment,” “in-
formation overload,” and “noise” that has nothing to do
with sound. They speak of resolving “uncertainty” by
“information coding.” “Non-object-oriented visual scann-
ing” is their term for what you and I know as the age-old
custom of girl-watching.




To make matters worse, they say that man’s environment
is not a series of discrete influences but a continuum with
various elements in constant interaction. As a final blow,
they hold the view that man carries much of his environ-
ment with him, not on his back, but in his head. To a
large extent our environment is made in our minds.

It would be tempting to ignore all this as some type of
senseless jargon, designed to mystify and impress, were
it not for the fact that these terms refer to everyday
matters of great concern to architecture. This is a language
we may have to learn.

Discussing environment as a continuum rather than a
series of discrete influences may be fruitful for a social
scientist but is is hard to relate to our world of building
codes, union jurisdictions, and construction budgets. While
it may seem bizarre to a cultural anthropologist, and
bears no relationship to the scientific disciplines of the
academic world, [ have attempted to subdivide our subject
in a way that would be relevant to architecture. As de-
signers, we are accustomed to working with dimensions as
design parameters. We are constantly involved with the
physical dimensions of the human being. T think it is a
useful concept to assume that man actually has several
sets of dimensions, all of which are as important in archi-
tecture and planning as the physical dimensions we are
so familiar with.

They are the Physical, Physiological, Social Psychological,
and Cultural dimensions that define man.

Relating architecture to man’s physical dimensions is an
old story for us. We do it pretty well. Human beings come
in a wide variety of shapes and sizes, some quite peculiar
and some quite delightful. The range, however, is finite.
Adults are seldom taller than seven feet or shorter than
four feet. We can easily infer from this data that if we
design a doorway five feet high we are going to annoy
a lot of people.

We know how far a man can reach, the length of his foot,
and the space occupied by his gluteus maximus when he
sits down.

Man’s physiological dimensions are also familiar to us.
After all, in its simplest terms, architecture is essentially
the result of man’s desire to control the cosmic forces
that cause him discomfort: wind, rain, heat, and cold.
We have a long way to go, however, in understanding and
applying all that is known on this subject. The gap be-
tween knowledge and practice is enormous.

The techniques for econtrolling gross noise are widely
known to the profession and used consistently. In this
sense we have contributed to an improved environment.
If the control of gross noise was the only important aspect
of our soniec environment we could close the book on that
subject and concentrate on other matters. This is far
from the case. Physiologists have established a great
deal of precise data on aural responses that we have not
yet begun to apply. Our ears have an invaluable capacity
to discriminate between sounds of different pitch and
intensity with great accuracy. This was a priceless asset
to man in the jungle and it remains a priceless asset to
man in the city. Our present approach to sound control
tends to hinder the operation of one of our most useful
senses. We are using a meat-axe technique on a subject
that deserves the precision of a lancet.

The same thing applies to other aspects of our bodies’
sensing systems. The whole range of tactile sensations,
underfoot, in our hands, or on our skins is unexplored
territory for the design professions but not to the physi-
ologists. We work hard at resolving the problems of heat-
ing and air-conditioning and do improve these systems but
avenues of application remain that are totally unexploited.
How should we handle the tantalizing information that
the presence of negative ions in the air has a definite effect
on our well-being, or that a pulsating temperature pro-
duces a more ‘“perfect” environment for human beings
than the uniform temperatures we try so hard to maintain.
The field of vision has seen some of our more notable
contributions to an improved environment as well as our
most spectacular failures. The operation of the human
eye is no mystery. It has been carefully and precisely
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explored by generations of researchers. These findings
have made it possible to establish the several conditions
for optimum seeing rather exactly. Some of this infor-
mation, that on illumination levels, is employed very con-
scientiously in building design. For some reason the
equally important consideration of contrast or glare is
widely ignored. This may be the single most exasperating
oversight of which any of us can be guilty.

THE BROWN PAPER REBELLION

The designer has ample cause for concern with physiologi-
cal factors. These are the dimensions most directly in-
volved when we talk of environment in traditional terms.
We ignore them at our peril.

You, too, may have been startled, on visiting some land-
mark of modern architecture, to find cardboard deflectors
wired to the air-conditioning outlets, a snarl of wires and
bare light bulbs dangling from the ceiling, and brown
paper pasted on the windows. It is the result of a commit-
ment to an abstract design ideal that ignores the real
environmental needs of man. The architects for these
buildings may feel outraged at the liberties taken with
their work, but the brown paper makes a point we should
heed: man is prone to be very impatient with anyone who
dismisses his needs as unimportant. He fights back.

The catalogue of our sensory systems and our physical
dimensions is rather complete and concise. Certainly there
is enough to justify the effort of putting it all in a form
that we could wuse in making design decisions. Un-
fortunately, we have nothing like this precise data in
regard to our other dimensional sets.

Information developed in the behavioral sciences is not in
the form that would be most useful to us. Instead of
being specific, it is diffuse and general, concerned with
statistical averages rather than precise statements. What-
ever its awkwardness for our use, we will have to take it
as it is. We need it badly. In my view, it is not too much
to say that the course of architecture in the near future
will be largely dedicated to applying the findings of the
behaviorists to the solution of our environmental problems.

One of the great advantages it can bring us is the ability
to more accurately predict human reactions to the physical
world. One thing the apprentice architect soon learns in
organizing building sites is that there is no point in putting
arrows on plans to indicate his desires concerning water
flow. Water doesn’t read. It obeys inflexible laws of its
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. . . There is no simple way . . .
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