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a celebration of life

Joseph Esherick, FAIA
1914-1998

This issue of Architecture California is dedicated to celebrating the life

of Joseph Esherick. Joe, as we all knew him in the architectural community,
was recognized throughout the world as a renowned architectural educator

and practitioner. In 1989, Joe, along with the late William (Bill) Turnbull and
Barton Phelps, had a vision for Architecture California. The current format of
this magazine is the result of that vision. Joe’s dedication to the straightforward
discourse on architecture was the genesis of this new format. His editorial
counsel and support has brought recognition within California and nationally
for the AIACC Architecture California magazine. It is an honor for the Editorial
Board of Architecture California to publish this issue in celebration of his life.

“In this society of pretenses and misconceptions, Joe possessed the integrity

of a statesman in a bygone era, the gentleness of a poet, the sensitivity of an

artist and the spirit of the wind. He loved people and people loved Joe.”
Susan Maxman, FAIA



Tenderloin Community School

San Francisco, CA
EHDD Architecture, 1999

Joseph Esherick, FAIA, Senior Design Principal

(PHOTOS COURTESY OF EHDD)
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The Tenderloin Community School is a
kindergarten through Sth grade school
with a children’s center for three-to
five-year olds. Joseph Esherick, FAIA,
the senior design principal of Esherick,
Homsey, Dodge, and Davis was instru-
mental from the selection of the site to
final building details in the building.

It is a symbol of EHDD’s commitment
to making buildings which reflect the
culture of the users. It challenges the
traditional notions of school as a for-
tress with a design opening the doors
and walls, exposing the innovations
and learning happening within. The
majority of the 600 children attending
the school come from the Tenderloin.
Together, with Joe, the children
learned about architecture and
brought it to their school.
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From the Editor:

Places for Learning

Our society 1s in trouble, and we know
it. We know because when we compare
the way we now feel with the way we
use to feel, there is a difference, and we
feel uncomfortable. We are aware of
the symptoms, but we don’t necessarily
have a means of framing the conditions
to make them accessible, understand-
able, and, more importantly, find
resolution.

We do know one of the serious
symptoms in our society is the failure
of our system of public education.
This issue of Architecture California
attempts to frame a set of challenges
and projects which illustrate the
important role education plays in our
personal lives, our communities, and
our futures. Most of us can remember
a time when our school systems
produced graduates who were a
well-educated, literate population,
fully capable of functioning in the
civil debates of our times.

Now the schools produce millions
of functionally illiterate graduates
effectively deprived of access to the
culture and benefits of our new and
diverse world. The question is, “How
can we as designers engage in a
solution to this important societal
condition?”

The theme of this issue, “Places
for Learning,”—the neighborhood
elementary school, the high school, the
school as community forum, and the
college campus—demonstrates how
important the quality of place and the
resulting buildings and landscapes are
to the mission of education. Each of
these environments present important

Drawing and commentary by Geri

challenges to architects, planners,
landscape architects, and other environ-
mental designers who engage in the
debate at many different levels. These
environments are the work places for
teachers, administrators, parent-aids,
and, most importantly, our children as
learners. The objective in this issue is

to set forth ideas about the role that the
school environment plays in shaping
the education of our youth—the next
generation of leaders—as we face the
next millennium.

The school environment is a vehicle
for achieving certain aspects of learning.
It is a milieu where teacher and learner
interact together hopefully with a
shared desire to increase the capacity
for each of the participants to expand
her/his knowledge, skills, and values.
To be effective in this effort, it takes
many layers of decisions and commit-
ments on the part of the designers of
our educational systems. We must
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convince our politicians, community
leaders and the general populace that
education must be their highest
priority. Secondly, there must be a
commitment to provide places which
resl”ct the sensibilities of the learner
and the teacher. This must include a
physical environment which projects
an attitude of hope and stewardship

of the culture of our times and becomes
a support vehicle for delivering the
content and skills needed to master a
subject through appropriate technology
and human interaction.

The issue first begins with an
article entitled “Class Dismissed:
Higher Education vs. Corrections,”
which illustrates the history of support
for education in California. The second
article, “Architectural Services, Con-
struction, and Funding of California
Schools,” provides an overview of the
most current debates and results of
funding the capital improvement
agendas for schools in California.

These two articles are followed
by a section acknowledging architects,
their consultants, other partners, and
school districts that have made strides
to provide new school facilities in
California. Included are selected
samples of the C.A.S.H./AIACC
Excellence and Honor Award winners
for 1998 and 1999. These projects
demonstrate the breadth of work
currently being designed and con-
structed in California.

The next set of articles construct
a view of the school as a place where
architecture becomes planning, as a
place for leadership, a place for
community action, a place of architec-
ture as instruction, and as a workplace
for teachers and students. The final
article presents the current debate on
the quality of school environments
between AIA Los Angeles and the
Los Angeles Unified School District.

These articles are followed by
the section, “Abroad Perspective,”
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illustrating four schools in other parts
of the world which exemplify the
opportunities architects had to engage
in cutting-edge design activity and
influence the direction of education.
These specific projects were selected to
demonstrate the breadth of response to
the challenge of building schools that
support quality education.

And finally in the etcetera section,
a set of original drawings and state-
ments from school children in Califor-
nia expressing their relationship to the
school as a building and learning
environment. As we know, children are
central to our understanding of what
schools are and should be. If we, as
designers, could only capture in our
school projects the energy displayed in
these drawings, the debate about issues
such as stock plans and the role of the
school facility in the learning process
could be resolved.

As we move into the next century,
it is clear that education must be our
top priority if we want to continue to
be a world leader in civility, industry,
health care, entertainment, and the
design of quality environments. The
challenge is not can we, but will we
place a priority on those issues that
will reclaim higher ground for our
children for several generations to
come. Mother Teresa noted, “To keep
the lamp burning we have to keep
putting oil in it.”

W. Mike Martin, FAIA
Editor



Class Dismissed:

Higher Education vs. Corrections

Dan Macallair, Khaled Taqi-Eddin and Vincent Schiraldi
Reprinted with Permission from the Justice Policy Institute

San Francisco, CA

INTRODUCTION

The 1998-1999 state budget included
significant funding increases for higher
education. This increase represents a
step in the right direction, but this is an
unusual year in that California had a
$4 billion surplus at the end of the
1997-1998 budget. Over the past
decade, higher education has steadily
decreased as a portion of the general
fund from 15 percent in 1988-1989 to
13 percent in 1998-1999. (i) If higher
education still held a 15 percent share
of the General Fund as it was a decade
ago, its budget would be $1.2 billion
higher. While the need for a more
specialized workforce is increasing,
California has watched enrollment in
1ts universities decrease.

By contrast, the state has seen
corrections rise at a greater rate than
any of the other five major budget
categories in the General Fund. In
1980, California had 12 prisons and
prison guards made approximately
$21,000 per year. Presently, the state
has 33 prisons, and correctional
officers’ salaries have more than
doubled (to $46,200) from what they
were less than 20 years ago.

The tradeoff between prisons and
universities is not unique to California.
The Justice Policy Institute (JPI) has
conducted a series of analyses on the
shift in funding from higher education
to corrections taking place nationally.
Some of our findings include:

e States around the country spent
more building prisons than
colleges in 19935 for the first time.
That year, there was nearly a
dollar-for-dollar tradeoff between
corrections and higher education,
with university construction funds
decreasing by $954 million to
($2.5 billion) while corrections
funding increased by $926 million
to ($2.6 billion). Around the
country, from 1987 to 1995,
general fund expenditures for
prisons increased by 30 percent,
while general fund expenditures
for universities decreased by
18 percent. (ii)

® During the 1990s, the state of
Maryland’s prison budget in-
creased by $147 million, while
its university budget decreased by
$29 million. Nine out of 10 new
inmates added to the prison system
during this period were African-
Americans. (iii)

* The budget for Florida’s correc-
tions department increased $450
million between 1992 and 1994.
That is more of an increase than
Florida’s university system received
in the previous 10 years. (iv)

e Washington, D.C. literally has
more inmates in its prisons than
students in its university system.
D.C.’s corrections system experi-
enced a 312 percent increase in
funding from 1977 to 1993
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