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The Forthcoming Publication of a Monograph
on the Octagon House

its Chapters who has had the good

fortune to ramble through the
Octagon House has fallen a willing captive
to the dignity and charm which pervade
it, and has carried away a feeling of deep
satisfaction in the knowledge that this
historic building should have fallen to the
possession of the American Institute of
Architects. In a country which may scarcely
be said to have cast aside its swaddling
clothes, and which has already seen so
many of its historic buildings fall a victim
to that breathless expansion which changes
the character of things over night, a build-
ing possessing the historic interest and
architectural charm of the Octagon be-
comes a peculiarly rare and precious
possession.

As a fragment of one of the most ro-
mantic periods of this country’s develop-
ments, its atmosphere is quietly reminis-
cent of the life of a gentleman of the
eighteenth century. One cannot enter it
without unconsciously peopling its rooms
with the gracious men and women of that
day,—there may come even a lingering
regret over the changes which seem to have
made that life no more than a memory,—
and there will surely come the devout
wish that the whole may be jealously

I i:VERY member of the Institute and

guarded and preserved as an inspiration
to future generations.

The Monograph on the Octagon House,
of the intended publication of which a
notice appeared in the Journal for June,
will be cordially welcomed. The careful
studies and detailed drawings which have
been made under the supervision of Mr.
Glenn Brown have already been greatly
admired, and the Monograph will offer an
opportunity which should be doubly wel-
come to every architect. First, because of
the possible possession of a work of the
greatest historic and architectural value,
and, second, because the profits derived
from the sale of the Monograph will be
devoted to the preservation of the Octagon
property. We believe there are few mem-
bers of the Institute and Chapters who
will not find a great pleasure in seizing .
upon such an opportunity.

The reproductions of some of the de-
tailed drawings which appear on the two
succeeding pages will, in themselves, speak
for the character and interest of the others.
Mr. Brown has also prepared a brief account
of the history of the building itself.

A detailed circular of information, and
subscription blanks, will be issued without
delay. The fact that the edition is to be
limited will suggest prompt subscriptions.
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REDUCED FACSIMILE OF ONE OF THE DETAILED DRAWINGS FOR THE MONOGRAPH
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Emile Vaudremer®

knew how to respect ancient tradition

in modern work and yet remain very
individual, it was Vaudremer, whose recent
loss we mourn, and whose career was so
beautiful,—I might say, so harmonious.
Prix de Rome and Member of the Insti-
tute, author of monuments which will
honor his name and his epoch, surrounded
by pupils, won as friends by his unfailing
kindness and understanding, his going
has been most cruelly felt.

He has left a comparatively large num-
ber of important works, among them
several lycées (High Schools), which are
models of construction. The plans are
conceived in the broadest spirit,—spacious
courts,—great arteries for free circulation,
study-halls, and recitation-rooms with
abundance of light, and always arranged
in the most practical way. But it was in
the three churches which he left to Paris,
—St. Pierre de Montrouge, Notre Dame
d’Auteuil, and the Greek Church on the
rue Bizet,—that Vaudremer proved him-
self the great artist and decorator. These
are masterpieces in which one feels the
pulse of the master, not only in the general
conception but in the minutest detail;
every profile is interesting. To what
style do they belong? To what school?
By what epoch are they influenced? To
these queries I would reply, “to Vaud-
remer.”

St. Pierre de Montrouge, his first impor-
tant work, is perhaps the greatest and most
original of the three. The sober majesty
of the vast nave, with its carefully tooled
bare stone; the design of the capitals,
reserved and virile; the transept which

IF THERE was ever an architect who

*Emile Vaudremer, eminent architect and widely known
and beloved by his pupils throughout the world, died at
Paris in February, 1914. The two articles by MM. Alaux
and Brachet would have appeared sometime ago, had their
preparation not been interrupted by the war.—EbrTor.
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rises above the main nave, and that charm-
ing reminiscence of Italian basilicas, the
revealed construction of which, in spite
of its simplicity, makes a sumptuous dec-
oration;—all in this stately work breathes
graveness without heaviness, serenity with-
out coldness. I know nothing possessing
more calm and religious beauty than the
little chapels on the right and the left of the
great altar. The unity of the work is per-
fect, and the visitor who wanders through
this church leaves it with a sincere and
lasting emotion. There have been no
shocks or violent surprises, and I know
few works which leave a like impression.
San Miniato at Florence is a parallel
example that one could cite to explain
the kind of impression which one receives
before a work of art whose dominant
quality is unity of style.

These qualities are also found in the
Greek Church on the Rue Bizet and in the
Church of Notre Dame d’Auteuil. This
latter, with its original belfry, suggestive
of the Byzantine, has a most interesting
choir inclosure. In the Rue Bizet Vau-
dremer was obliged to accept a site which
inclosed his work with three party walls,
and placed the facade on a narrow street
without perspective and on a steep decliv-
ity. The exterior was therefore neces-
sarily sacrificed. But with what grace,
with what a command of color, has Vau-
dremer taken his revenge in decorating
the interior! The cupola, slightly ellip-
tical, is pierced by a series of small, circu-
lar-headed bays, after the mode of Byzan-
tine churches. The lateral galleries and
those at the end which make the tribune
are reached by a stairway that is a choice
work of art. The designs of the wrought-
iron railing and balustrade are varied
and delicate.

Vaudremer has obtained decorative
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effects from the simplest methods of con-
struction. For example, the floors of the
galleries are constructed of plain T-irons
from which spring arcs of simple red
brick.

The dimensions of this church are those
of a large chapel; it is really very much
reduced. By so disposing of his plan and
by giving to the galleries a moderate
height, then, in contrast, raising the cen-
tral cupola to a great height, Vaudremer
has succeeded in giving a monumental
impression. Here is an excellent example
of the effect of majesty that can be
obtained with small dimensions. To attain
this, one requires a profound knowledge,
codrdinating the scale of details with the
conception of the mass. Vaudremer pos-
sessed this gift in a high degree.

JEAN-PAuL ALAux.

The fraternal evidence of the admira-
tion felt by American architects for Vau-
dremer is well known to us—their love for
this lucid talent, free from all pedantry.
And from our side of the ocean, we listen
with emotion and respect to the tributes
paid by them to him, to one of the per-
sonalities of France, our native land.

For us it is a great pleasure, a pleasure
made up of affection and of a sense of his
greatness, to speak of him; and as we
recall what he did, we cannot for an instant
forget what above all he was, what he
wished to be, and what we, his pupils,
loved him for having been—the most
noble and most accomplished of masters.
The great artist whom we have lost
delighted in this art; he was a strenuous
and exact worker, indulgent to his con-
fréres, of a simplicity not unmixed with
a gentle sadness. His Parisian origin gave
him that taste for moderation, for pro-
portion, for scale, and for distinction of
style, which has nowhere else reached such
a virile perfection unless it be in the
Athens of Pericles.

INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS

He was an enthusiast for those ideas of
logic and of rationalism in the French
architecture of the middle ages, of which
Viollet-le-Duc was the earnest and intel-
ligent apostle. He made his application
of this taste and of these ideas—which
were particularly suited to his character,
that of an honorable citizen and an
absolutely upright man,—in the carrying
out of very simple problems but those where
the separate elements are most difficult
of combination, and where any timidity
in methods results fatally in an architec-
ture without boldness. In spite of him-
self, Vaudremer was a constant mixture
of two artistic tendencies completely
opposed to each other—the classic and
the gothic.

His education,—and it was too classic
an education,—at the Ecole des Beaux-
Arts, and then his study of the Italian
monuments which conceal their massive
and quiescent construction under decep-
tive ornament applied to it, gave him this
timidity in the use of new materials, such
as armored hollow brick or concrete.

To these studies of his, discouraging
for a real constructor, was opposed the
boldness, so active and so infinitely varied,
of the medieval architecture of the Ile de
France, from which he could only draw
for his own numerous creations the inspira-
tion of pure sincerity which is its great
uplifting force and which was for him its
supreme lesson.

Emile Vaudremer was born in Paris in
1829, and died in February, 1914, at
Antibes where, for several years, he had
lived in absolute solitude.

A pupil of Adhémar Blouet and of Gil-
bert, he obtained the grand Prix de Rome
in 1854; and his great “envoi”’ during his
stay in the Villa Medici was the restora-
tion of the Tomb of Hadrian. In 1879 he
took the place of the celebrated architect
Duc in the Institute. At a later date he
became successively Inspecteur Général
des Edifices Diocésains, Inspecteur Général

294
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St. PIERRE DE MONTROUGE, PARIS

des Batiments Civils, and Commander of
the Legion of Honor.

His first important work was in 1863,
the construction in Paris of the Prison de
la Santé. In 1867 he built the church of
St. Pierre de Montrouge; in 1876 the
church of Notre Dame d’ Auteuil, and the
Protestant Church of Belleville. Then
came the Lycée Buffon, whose beautiful
architecture became a type for all the high
schools of the whole world, the Lycée
Moliére, that at Grenoble, etc., the
Bishop’s Palace at Beauvais,—a noble
and austere building,—the orthodox Greek
Church, the group of apartment houses in
the Avenue Henri Martin, a number of
private houses, of schools, of tombs, and,
finally, numerous works of secondary
importance to which the master devoted
himself and to which he gave his best
efforts.

In his architecture Vaudremer has a
certain sincerity, often to the point of
ingenuousness, a loyalty to his point of
view which has the coldness of a demon-
strated theorem, or of a constructive syl-
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logism where the premises and the con-
clusions are absolutely clear. But in this
architecture is apparent a forceful truth
of expression as between the exterior and
the interior of his buildings, between the
plan and its elevations, which is insisted
upon minutely and rigorously, without
motives introduced for effect only.

The three Parisian churches of Vau-
dremer show each one of them, an aspect
hitherto unknown—a singular renewing
of their designer’s unerring talent.

The Church of St. Pierre de Montrouge is
a severe structure, very carefully and pro-
foundly thought out, where the interest
centers in the broad solidity of its tower.
This tower, which rests upon an open
porch, is a pure masterpiece of taste, of
restraint, and of frankness of parti.

But we can logically find fault with the
too great independence of the church
building itself which, placed behind it, has
the gable of the nave awkwardly butting
against it.

The church building itself is composed
of a nave, with transepts and choir; but
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the nave alone is utilized for the church
proper, the choir and the transepts form-
ing so many independent chapels. In this
way the architect held to the traditions
of the old basilicas, in the form of the
Latin cross; at the same time avoiding the
difficulty of a complication in appearance.
The side elevations of the church, pierced
with independent windows, are of a formal
and commonplace bareness, of that dry
and stiff, commonplace style which flour-
ished in the architecture of the second
empire.

In the interior there is an open timber
roof. In the nave this is quite rudimentary
In its conception; two rafters and a tie-
beam, of enormous dimensions are the
primitive elements which assure the
strength of the truss.

Between the nave and the aisles there
are round arches of a small span, supported
by strong marble columns with capitals
of a delicate and pure style of ornament.

The altar is surrounded by a closure
formed of decorated lintels resting upon
columns. A lofty ciborium, beautiful in
its inspiration, crowns this altar,and forms,
with the closure a very decorative ensem-
ble of the finest type, which can be praised
without reserve.

The Church of Notre Dame d’ Auteuil is
of an architecture more vivid and richer,
more developed and more inspiring than
that of St. Pierre de Montrouge.

As we look at the interior dome at the
crossing of the transepts and, above all,
at its tower, we are led to think of the
Romano-Byzantine churches of Perigord,
inspired by St. Sophia in Constantinople,
by St. Mark’s in Venice, and by the
Church of Thessalonica in Macedonia.

The somewhat languid grace of its tower
would have gained by more firmness in
its silhoutte; but in the whole church one
feels a personality which develops itself
with ease and with logic, a talent which
asserts itself, clear, uncompromising, very
concise, and very substantial. The har-
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mony of the ensemble is more complete
and more finished than at Montrouge,
even though the cupola does not have, for
economical reasons, the great height above
the roof which was embodied in the
original design.

In the interior the church is vaulted,
with annular vaults and carefully designed
stonework, as is indeed the case in the
whole building.

The taste in the constructive combina-
tions is more developed than is the case at
Montrouge; but timidity in these combina-
tions has encumbered the plan with piers
which are too numerous and too big; so
that the circulation, already made diffi-
cult by a too narrow lot is still further
impeded.

It is this narrowness of the lot which
gives the fagade its cramped appearance,
which the twin openings of the principal
entrance still further accentuate.

The necessity for a crypt has led the

- architect to introduce a quantity of steps,
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which, while necessary in the interior to
give access from one chapel to another,
constitute a great encumbrance in the
plan.

The Ortbodox Greek Church, in spite of
its lesser importance, shows to a greater
extent the personality as well as the great
talent of the designer of its two predeces-
sors. Built in a narrow street, between two
high structures, it is very hard to judge of
it in its ensemble.

While it possesses a great harmony, a
beautiful and consistent homogeneity of
mass, it has also a great nobility of appear-
ance which leaves a profound impression.

In this structure, the constructive prob-
lem is solved very simply, by methods
which are easy, but which are perfectly
employed. There is no tower, but a simple
dome upon pendentives, surmounting three
small, cylindrical vaults and a semicircular
niche.

In the interior as at the exterior, the
same materials, yellow and red brick and
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stone, are apparent, and oak wainscotings
with the chamfers touched up with gold
surround the sanctuary and the entrances.

The painted decoration accents clearly
the construction by its ornaments, which
are so delightfully simple that they
show still more the clearness of mind
and the delicacy of hand of the great
architect.

The iconostasis, imposed by the usages
of the Orthodox religion, all of white
marble incrusted with gold, ornamented
with sculptured foliage and painted icons,
is really a most remarkable and original
production. And dominating the ensemble,
on the pendentives and on the crown of the
dome, in the niche of the choir and the
round vaulting, is spread out the adorable
coloring and the ravishing pictorial sym-
phony of the beautifully decorative com-
positions by Lamerre.

This then is the principal work of Vau-
dremer. Let us judge it, not by what he
might have done, had he been of a more
daring temperament, but by what he
actually did, for this was loyal and lucid,
vast and simple; and his personality is a
great honor to the art of France. His
architecture makes one think, and that is
rare today, when skilfulness in classic
plagiarism hides a total want of conscience,
of composition and of logic. It breathes a
deep breath of truth, of moral and material
honesty, and it is, as it were, an eloquent
affirmation of the old gothic principles,
by which architecture can fortify itself
and to which it will always owe the eternal
rejuvenation of its forms.

Loys BRACHET.

After the appreciations of M. Vaud-
remer as an architect by Messieurs Alaux
and Brachet, a few words about his per-
sonality as a teacher of architecture may be
of interest. For all of us who studied on
the banks of the Seine know with what
devotion to their art the great masters of
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the day gave their time and their talent
to helping the younger men.

When, years ago, James Russell Lowell
delivered his charming lectures at Harvard
College, he always began with “Gentle-
men and Fellow Students,” and this
attitude was peculiarly that of Vaudremer.
For him, too, the students of the old
atelier in the Rue du Bac were, above all,
fellow students. His attitude was not so
much that of the all-seeing and omnip-
otent master, whose word was never to
be questioned or discussed, as that of the
kindly adviser, who welcomed differences
in the point of view, even when, as must
often have been the case, he realized that
they were little else than the evidences of
immaturity and ignorance; and of one who
gave his own criticisms and opinions in
so kindly a way, that there was no feeling
left of having been merely snubbed and
crushed. None the less these little lec-
tures were by no means wanting in force
and vigor.

In many ways he was unusually free
from dogmatism; there was a great freedom
given in the types adopted or the inspira-
tions sought for in the solutions of the
various problems, while he had decided
preferences of his own. The principles
which he, above all, upheld were those of
sincerity; the design, whatever it was,
must truly represent the purpose and the
character of the building, and its construc-
tion and the plans and elevations must
together constitute one homogeneous
whole, and not two disconnected units. If
the plan contained one all-important fea-
ture, this feature should be clearly indicated
on the elevation; but if such were not the
case, then no deceptive presentation of a
non-existent feature was to be permitted.
I am quite aware that in his insistence
upon these ideas he by no means stood
alone; but I know of no one who laid more
stress upon them.

As to precedents, we were perhaps
oftener referred to the more severe types
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of the Italian Renaissance than to any
others; but in his teaching there was no
narrow spirit of exclusiveness, and I think
he had long reached the conclusion that
most of us have since become convinced
of,—that there is hardly any style from
which we cannot learn much, if we con-
sult its best examples. When medieval
architecture was discussed, his own prefer-
ences seemed to be for the earlier types,
romanesque rather than gothic.

But, as I have already said, his great
distinction as a teacher was his sympathetic
attitude toward the efforts of the students,
and the power he had of impressing him-
self and his ideas upon them, by comment
and criticism rather than by an auto-

cratic dictation. He was absolutely modest
when there was any question of his own
work, and I remember that, in a discus-
sion,—I think it was about the church at
Montrouge,—when he was asked as to his
reasons for a certain feature, he smiled
gently, and said, “My dear fellow, there
wasn’t a great deal of money to spare, and
then I didn’t realize that it would have
looked quite the way it does.”

I think this illustrates his modesty and
frankness; but only those who had the
privilege of knowing him can fully realize
the kindliness and spirit of camaraderie
that so endeared him to all those who knew
him, and, most of all, to his pupils.

WaLter Cook.

Notre DaME p’AutEkuiL, Paris
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The New Standard Documents

By WILLIAM STANLEY PARKER

1. Preparation of the Document.

The intent of this review of the Second Edition
of the Standard Documents, just issued by The
American Institute of Architects, is to indicate as
bricfly as possible the more important points brought
out in the many discussions of the committee, and
to note the principal matters in which these docu-
ments differ from the documents previously issued
by the Institute. It is difficult, if not impossible, to
gain from a reading of such a document a full insight
into the logic that underlies the wording. Objec-
tions raised during the discussions have frequently
been met by the very slightest change in phraseology,
and it is considered worth while to outline the more
important arguments for the benefit of those who
did not take part in the conferences. Before taking
up the documents in detail, it would seem desirable
to consider briefly the general scheme of the docu-
ments, and the documents which they now supplant.

The new documents supplant three separate
documents previously published: (a) The Uniform
Contract, issued by The American Institute of
Architects and the National Association of Builders;
(b) The Builder’s Uniform Sub-Contract, based on
the above; (¢) The First Edition of the Standard
Documents, issued by the American Institute of
Architects.

The movement for a Second Edition of the
Standard Documents was based upon two grounds:
First, a lack of any very general approval and use
of the First Edition and, second, the inadequacy of
the Uniform Contract, the only other standard
form available.

The Uniform Contract and Uniform Sub-Con-
tract have gained, through many years of use, a
value due to familiarity with their forms and to a
background of court decisions defining the scope of
their terms. The Uniform Contract, however, has a
distinct defect in that it omits a large number of
general conditions, many of which are quite as impor-
tant as those included. It has been the custom,
therefore, for each architect to draft a set of general
conditions, as part of his specifications, thus creat-
ing a double set of general conditions, with the in-
evitable opportunity for duplication and discrep-
ancy. These documents have been used extensively
in relatively small contracts, but their use has been
slight in work of any considerable importance.
Standard general conditions, however, within cer-
tain limits, should be just as applicable to big con-
tracts as to small ones and, on the other hand, an
owner embarked on a relatively small undertaking

may well demand a contract as carefully drawn as
any. The importance in a personal and financial
way is doubtless greater to him than to a corpora-
tion engaged in a much larger building operation.

The First Edition of the Institute’s Standard
Documents was the result of an effort to draft a
more complete set of general conditions, as well as
to standardize the other usually required forms, and
since their publication a few architects have con-
sistently used them. Their failure to acquire more
general use, in spite of their broad scope and careful
preparation, was due partly to their extreme length
and partly to a number of articles which were
unsatisfactory either in their unnecessary complica-
tion or in their incquitable provisions. The value of
a set of Standard Documents, so drawn as to be
available for general use in large and small contracts,
was so keenly felt that it was deemed worth while
to make further study of the subject, with the
object of issuing a Second Edition, revised to meet,
if possible, the objections raised against the First
Edition.

The difference in the methods of preparation of
the two editions is significant. The First Edition,
while not drawn up without many cricitisms from
individual contractors and lawyers, was, in the
main, the work of a committee of architects. The
Second Edition may be said to have been drafted
by a joint committee of architects and builders, with
the assistance of legal counsel for both parties.
Every phrase in the document has been redrafted
many times and brought into its final shape only
after the fullest and frankest discussion of its bear-
ings both on the owner and on the contractor, and
also on all others having relation to the work, the
aim being to produce a set of general conditions
that would establish equitable relations between the
parties to a contract, stating clearly the rights and
responsibilities of each, and carefully regulated
means for the adjustment of difliculties.

The general scheme of the documents remains
the same as in the First Edition, but with certain
changes in method of publication.

The documents in the First Edition were as
follows: (a) Invitation to bid; (b) Instructions to
bidders; (¢) Proposal Form; (d) Form of Agreement;
(e) Form of Bond; (f) General Conditions. Docu-
ments (a), (b), and (c) are of little importance,
except as suggestions of standard forms. These are
now abandoned as published documents, but are
included in the notes presented on the folder for
general guidance.
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The form of Agreement and the General Condi-
tions, (d) and (f), were originally issued as separate
documents. The Agreement, so-called for the pur-
pose of a title, is merely a convenient form for
attesting the contract and defining those matters
which are variable, such as terms of payment, total
amount to be paid, and the time-limit if any. The
virtue of the contract, however, lies in the general
conditions under which the work is executed. The
Agreement form is little more to the contract than
the title page to a novel. It gives the name of the
work, the names of the author and the publisher,
and, perhaps, the price; but without the subsequent
pages of the book, it is of no great value. The Agree-
ment as a separate document is, therefore, aband-
oned, and becomes merely a necessary prelude to
the general conditions, and these two are now
issued together as a single document. It is, of course,
physically possible to separate them and to use the
Agreement form with other general conditions. The
approval of the Institute is, however, expressly
withheld from this Agreement form, unless used in
connection with its Standard General Conditions.
The Bond remains a separate document, for use
when desired. From the point of view of the owner
and general contractor there are, therefore, two
documents.—(a) the Agreement and General Con-
ditions; (b) the Bond.

Two other forms are issued of more direct interest
to the contractor and sub-contractor than to the
owner. These are a form of Sub-Contract, and a
form for a Letter of Acceptance of a sub-contractor’s
bid, where the formality of a Sub-Contract is
omitted. The use of these forms will be discussed
under Article 44 of the General Conditions, in con-
nection with which article they have been developed.

The form in which the Uniform Contract has
heretofor been printed has led to the very general
custom of considering the Uniform Contract the
important signed document in the case, and filing it
apart from the specifications. The importance of
having all the conditions of the contract before the
contractor at the time he estimates is unquestion-
able, and with the new documents it is strongly
urged that, in every case a copy of the form of
Agreement Bond, if used, and General Conditions,
be affixed to the specifications. The Agreement for
the purpose of bidding should be filled out with any
additional clauses bearing on time-limit that may
form a part of the contract, and also the method of
payment to be followed. This would always be the
case where specifications are printed and bound,
and it is difficult to find an argument in favor of
doing otherwise in any case.

The Agreement and General Conditions are
printed on separate consecutive pages of standard
letter size, which size appears to be coming more

generally into use for specifications. They can thus
be bound with the specifications, either at the side
or the top, according to individual preference. They
can equally well be bound at the top with speci-
fications printed on the longer legal sheet.

2. The Bond.

The Bond, when used, is very generally executed
and filed apart from the other documents, especially
with the bonding companies, and for this reason has
been printed on a folder the better to maintain the
integrity of the document. This, however, in no
way precludes its being bound up with the other
documents, and this custom is advised, the two
pages of the Bond being cut apart if the binding is
at the top. The form of the Bond differs only
slightly from that of the First Edition.

At the bottom of the first page of the First Edi-
tion are the words, “a copy of which agreement is
hereto annexed.” This being contrary to general
custom, it has been changed so as to include a copy
of the agreement “by reference,” and so prevent a
technical violation of the conditions of the Bond.

The following clause is unchanged, except for
the addition of the last provision relating to the
payment for labor and materials. This clause is
added for the greater protection of sub-contractors
and material men.

The provision that follows, relating to the time-
limit for bringing suit under the Bond, is abbre-
viated but not changed in effect. This provision
should be studied in its relation to Article 16, “Cor-
rection of Work After Final Payment.” A con-
struction bond of this sort carries with it a certain
amount of the value of a maintenance bond, using
the word maintenance in the somewhat loose sense
in which it is frequently used.

Premium having been paid on such a Bond for
the period of building operations, a further period of
twelve months is customarily allowed for bringing
suit or action thereunder, so that if, within that
time, a defect is observed, for which the contractor
is responsible, and which he refuses to remedy, the
owner still has the protection of the Bond if he takes
action within the stated period. If it is desired to
have this protection for a longer period, and the
above provision is filled out to read, for instance,
twenty-four months, then the bonding companies
consider there is an added maintenance risk, and
charge for the whole of such period of two years a
premium of 1§ of 1 per cent per year on the contract
price, or one-quarter of the rate charged during the
construction period, which is 4 of 1 per cent. It
should be borne in mind, therefore, that if the
above provision is filled out to read twelve months,
the usual protection is obtained at the minimum
expense. Any increase in the period means an
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increase in cost of the Bond to the contractor, and
so, of course, to the owner.

The final paragraph, providing for alterations in
the terms of the contract without release of the
surety, provides for the ordinary adjustments that
occur in any contract, which, however, without this
provision in the Bond, might technically release the
surety. In spite of this provision, however, and the
further provisions of the General Conditions in
Article 24, authorizing changes in the contract,
which are similar in their effect on the Bond, it
should be borne in mind that an alteration of the
contract that substantially changes the risk should
not be made without getting the approval of the
surety. An increase of 50 per cent to 100 per cent
in the amount of the contract, for one reason or
another, might well affect the contractor’s credit,
and justify a surety company in taking additional
precautions to protect its risk. If such a substantial
change were made without the knowledge and con-
sent of the surety, and the contractor failed in per-
formance, the surety would probably be able to get
release at court, on the ground that the risk which
resulted in the contractor’s failure was a different
risk from that which the surety had assumed at the
signing of the contract.

When a bond is required from the general con-
tractor, he in turn should require a bond from his
principal sub-contractors, and is sometimes required
so todo. Insuch event it is evidently desirable that
the sub-contractor’s bond give identically the same
protection to the contractor that is given by the
contractor’s bond to the owner. This frequently is
not the case. The contractor is apt to accept bonds
from his sub-contractors on the regular forms of the
different surety companies issuing them, these
forms being at variance in their scope and phraseol-
ogy. They refer to sub-contract agreements which
are intended to agree with the terms of the general
contract, but which sometimes do not. The result
is that when trouble comes it is not infrequently
found that all parties are not similarly bound as
regards the disputed matter, with a resultant loss
to one or another.

It will be seen, in the discussion of Article 44,
that the General Conditions now contain the basis
not only for the general contract, but also for the
sub-contracts. With the standard form of Bond
used for both general contract and sub-contracts,
and with reference in each to the same set of General
Conditions, the chance of divergence in the security
offered is reduced to a minimum, if not entirely
removed.

3. The Agreement.

There are only minor changes in the form of the
Agreement from that of the First Edition, yet some
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indicate a fundamental change in attitude toward
building operations. At the bottom of the first page
the words, “to the satisfaction of the architect” are
omitted. This is a relic of a past day when the con-
tractors all knew the whims of each architect for
whom they worked, and the architect seldom
attempted to define what he wanted to such an
extent that he who merely read could estimate.
Today it is more and more common for contractors to
figure on plans and specifications drawn by an archi-
tect for whom they have never before done work, and
who, very likely, has his office in a more or less dis-
tant city. Estimates must be based on words and
symbols that can be interpreted in the light of com-
mon practice, and the personal element eliminated
so far as it cannot be expressed in black and white or
blue and white. The architect will surely be called
upon to pass on the work, but the criterion is not
the architect’s personal satisfaction but the satis-
faction of the terms of the contract. It is not what
the architect meant to say that constitutes the con-
tract, but what he actually said and indicated on the
drawings. Contractors must be considered not mind
readers but business men. The performance of the
contractor must, therefore, satisfy the requirements
of the plans and specifications, not merely the whim
of the architect, and the present wording of Article
I of the Agreement makes this clear.

In Article 2 the word ‘“substantially” has been
inserted to fit actual conditions. The lack of a
single piece of hardware, through accident or
unavoidable delay in shipment perhaps, manifestly
would not of itself justify delaying the acceptance of
a million-dollar contract. Some discretion must be
permitted the architect in determining the date of
completion of a contract, to be used with extreme
care, however, especially when forfeit and bonus
are involved.

Article 3 includes both Articles 3 and 4 of the
previous agreement. The last two lines of old Article
4 have been transferred to the General Conditions,
in Article 28, where the various causes for witholding
payments are enumerated.

Article 4 is substantially the same as old Article
5, except that the last provision relating to the
identification of the documents is now covered in
Article 2 of the General Conditions.

The committee has throughout endeavored to
eliminate needless elaboration of phraseology. The
concluding paragraph of the Agreement is a fair
sample of the result. The new paragraph uses less
than one-third the number of words used in the old
paragraph, and says the same thing more definitely
and completely.

As stated above, the Agreement should be
attached with the General Conditions to each copy
of the specifications used for estimating purposes.

302



THE NEW STANDARD DOCUMENTS—INSTITUTE BUSINESS

If the date of completion is fixed as a factor to be
considered by the contractors estimating, then
Article 2 should be filled out in its complete form
to give this information, together with the stipu-
lations as to liquidated damages, if any.

Article 3 should be filled out to define the
method and times of payments, and Article 4 filled
out with the proper enumeration of the documents.

Ample blank space is left on the last two pages of
the Agreement to give room for any additional
special articles that may be required, which would
be filled in either before or after estimating accord-
ing to circumstances.

4. The Uniform Contract.

Before comparing in detail the new General
Conditions with those of the First Edition, it may be
well to compare them briefly with the conditions of
the Uniform Contract.

The difference in scope of the two documents is
made clear by the fact that those portions of the
Uniform Contract not found in the new Agreement
form are covered in sixteen of the forty-five articles
of the new General Conditions. The remaining
twenty-nine articles deal with additional matters of
general importance, most of which were also covered
in the First Edition of the Standard Documents. A
brief record of cross references will assist comparison.

Article 2 of the Uniform Contract treats of the
architect’s status and decision (see new Articles 9
and 10), and then of detail drawings and owner-
ship of drawings (see new Articles 3 and 7).

Article 3 treats of changes in the contract (see
new Article 24).

Article 4 treats of inspection and correction of
work (see new Articles 13 and 14).

Article 5 treats of failure in performance and for-
feiture of contract (see new Articles 36 and 37).

Article 7 treats of delays (sce new Article 35).

Article 8 treats of damages (see new Article 39).

Article 9 in its last paragraph treats of liens (see
new Articles 28 and 29).

Article 10 treats of certificates and payments as
evidence of performance of the contract (see new
Article 27).

Article 11 treats of fire insurance (see new Article
21).

Article 12 treats of arbitration (see new Article
45).

While the above matters are dealt with more
completely in the new articles, there is no funda-
mental difference in their treatment except in the
matter of the architect’s decisions which, in the
Uniform Contract, are made final so far as they
relate to “The true construction and meaning of the
drawings and specifications.” In the new Article
10 they are all made subject to arbitration, except
as “otherwise cxpressly provided in or appended to
these General Conditions.”

Only two exceptions are “expressly provided;”
these being an order in an emergency (Article 18),
and an order to proceed with work pending deter-
mination of its value (Article 24). Any further re-
striction of arbitration, if desired, must be provided
for in additional Articles drawn by the architect.
This matter will be dealt with further in connection
with Article 10 of the General Conditions.

Epttor’s Note. A comparison of the new General
Conditions with those of the First Edition, both as to the
general arrangement of the Articles and the details of
their provisions, will appear in a second article to be
printed in the Journal for August.

Institute Business
The Special Meeting of the Institute, August 5, in New York

As first announced in the June number of the
Journal, the requisite legal steps have now been
taken for the special meeting of the Institute to be
held in New York in August. Up to the time of
going to press the Secretary of the Institute had
received eighty-seven “calls,” sent by Fellows of
the Institute, reading as follows:

R. CLipsTON StURGIS, President, and
Burt L. FENNER, Secretary,
American Institute of Architects,
101 Park Avenue, New York City.

Dear Sirs: 1, the undersigned Fellow of the American
Institute of Arcltnitects. do hereby request that you, actir
as President and Secretary of the Institute, a speci

meeting of its members, to meet in the city of New York,
at a date, place, and hour, between the 25th day of July
and the 1st day of September, 1915, to be fixed by you, and
of which time and place of meeting at least two weeks’
notice shall be given me. This meeting is to be called for
the following purposes:

(a) To give effect to the Amendments to the Charter
of the Institute as passed by the Legislature of the State of
New York in 1915 (signed by the Governor, March 24).

(b) To increase the number of Directors (or Trustees)
of the Institute from 9, as provided by the Certificate o
Incorporation of 1857. .

(¢) To ratify actions taken at recent Conventions of the
Institute. . .

(d) To authorize the Directors (or Trustees) of the
Institute to take whatever action is necessary to procure
title to the Washington property, to be transferred direct
to the Institute. (At present it is held for the Institute by
Trustees.)
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(e) To upon any other matter which it is deemed
proper and advisable for said special meeting to pass upon,
and of which notice may be duly included in the call sent

to me.
(Signed)

F.ALA.

The Committee on Chapters had a definite pur-
pose in sending out the “suggestion” for the call to
the older members of the Institute elected previous
to 1895. It seems desirable to have the proposed
formal action taken, as far as possible, by full
authority of all the members of the ]nstitute, but
particularly with the approval of the oldest members.
In the same way the Committee on Chapters is now
going to canvass all the members of the Institute, to
secure a large attendance at the meeting, and, if
possible, a proxy from every member of the Insti-
tute who cannot personally attend. The members of
the Institute will understand that under the old
Constitution of 1857, meetings of the Institute were
provided for,—not Conventions. This meeting, then,
to be held in New York, is in a sense under the 1857
Charter. In this it differs from recent “Conven-
tions” of the Institute. Representation at this meet-
ing in New York will be by the members themselves,
not by delegates. Every member of the Institute
has the right to be present and vote.

It is well understood that no business is to be
transacted at the special Institute meeting other
than the formal ratification of the new Charter
recently granted by the state of New York, and the
adoption of resolutions which will bring the admin-
istrative machinery and the various Institute docu-
ments and codes into line with the wider powers
granted by the new Charter.

The time of the meeting has been fixed for August
5, at 10 A.M., and the place, The Fine Arts Building,
215 West 57th Street. New York is not a bad place
to visit in the early part of August; the meeting will
not last long, and the New York Chapter will
doubtless plan some form of recreation for the Insti-
tute members who come to this special meeting.

The Committee on Chapters of the Institute will
hold a meeting on the same date. It can then
receive any further suggestions that the members
may wish to offer on the draft of the new Con-
stitution and By-Laws being prepared for the next
regular Convention, to be held in Washington in
December of this year.

Official Notice from the Secretary
to Members

In accordance with a standing order adopted by
the Institute Convention of December 14, 15, and 16,

1909, and generally observed since then, notice is
given to all members of the Institute as follows:

“Any fifteen Members or Fellows belonging to
not less than two Chapters may nominate candi-
dates for any office about to become vacant, pro-
vided said nominations are filed with the Secretary
of the Institute not less than sixty days prior to the
Convention at which the election is to take place.”

The time and place of the next Convention were
determined, by the Board of Directors at its meeting
in May, to be December 1, 2, and 3, 1915, in Wash-
ington, D. C.

The offices for which nominations may be made
are those of President, First Vice-President, Second
Vice-President, Secretary, Treasurer, Directors
(three), and Auditor (one).

Burr L. FENNER.
Secretary.

New Members Admitted to the
Institute

Blake, Edgar O., Evanston, IIl.
Broadwell, James J., Memphis, Tenn.
Cairns, Bayard S., Memphis, Tenn.
Clapp, James Ford, Boston, Mass.
Clarl'(). William J., Chicago, IlI.

Cox, Allen H., Boston, Mass.

Cutler, Howard W., Rochester, N. Y.
Dunning, N. Max, Chicago, Ill.

Ford, Sherwood D., Seattle, Wash.
Fox, Charles E., Chicago, Ill.
Gaisford, John, Memphis, Tenn.
Graham, E. T. P., Boston, Mass.
Gray, Ralph W., Boston, Mass.
Greco, Charles R., Boston, Mass.
Guenzel, Louis, Chicago, IlI.

Holmes, M. G., Chicago, Ill.
Hudnut, Joseph, Auburn, Ala.

Hunt, Joseph Howland, New York City.
Jackson, A. W., Boston, Mass.
Jones, W. C., Memphis, Tenn.
Kohlman, Nathan, New Orleans, La.
Lawrence, William H., Boston, Mass.
Luquer, Lynch, Boston, Mass.
LeBoutillier, A. B., Boston, Mass.
McGee, Hubert T., Memphis, Tenn.
Meeks, Everett V., New York City.
Mowll, William L., Boston, Mass.
Pfeil, Charles O., Memphis, Tenn.
Pridmore, J. E. O., Chicago, Ill.
Putnam, Eliot T., Boston, Mass.
Ripley, Hubert G., Boston, Mass.
Richardson, F. L. W., Boston, Mass.
Scott, Milton W., Waco, Texas.
Schmid, Richard G., Chicago, Ill.
Storey, Ellsworth P., Seattle, Wash.
Webster, James E., Seattle, Wash.
White, James M., Urbana, III.
Willatzen, Andrew, Seattle, Wash.
Winslow, Benj. E., Chicago, Ill.
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Obituary

John W, Alexander

Elected to Honorary Membership in 1899
Died in New York City, May 31, 1915

Mr. Alexander was born in Allegheny City,
Pennsylvania, fifty-eight years ago, and his whole
life may be said to have been devoted to painting.
Under the advice of Edwin A. Abbey, who quickly
recognized his ability, he went abroad and studied
at the Royal Munich Academy and later in Italy.
His most notable achievements were in decorative
portrait and figure painting. He labored faithfully
and earnestly in the field of public art, and during
his five years’ presidency of the National Academy
of Design he worked energetically toward the pro-
ject for providing a central building where should
be adequately housed the various national art
societies of the country. His honors were many,
and his death will be widely mourned.

Hugo Kafka

Admitted to the Institute as a Fellow, 1876
Died at New Rochelle, N. Y., April 28, 1915

Mr. Kafka was born in Austria-Hungary in 1843.
He was graduated from the Polytechnikum in
Zurich, studying under the well-known Professor
Gottfried Semper. He was called to Philadelphia
in 1874 to work in connection with Mr. Hermann
Schwartzmann, architect-in-chief for the buildings
of the Centennial Exposition. He practised in
New York City from 1877 to 1903, when he was
obliged to retire from active work on account of

ill health.

Ernest Vincent Richards

Admitted to the Institute in 1913
Died at Galveston, Texas, April 7, 1915

Mr. Richards was born at Oxford, England, in
1859, and came to America in 1877.

Before leaving England he learned and practised
the art of wood engraving, working principally for
the English humorous weeklies. On coming to
America, he engaged in the design and manufacture
of stained glass, and later devoted much attention
to modeling and carving.

About 1900, Mr. Richards established himself in
practice at Bennettsville, S. C. He devoted him-
self almost entirely to residence work, and designed
many very charming village and country houses
for the wealthy planters of that and neighboring
counties. Through all his career he was devoted to

art. In every field in which he employed his talents
he did creditable work, and each change of occupa-
tion marked a distinct step toward a finer and higher
development.

In January, 1915, Mr. Richards removed to
Galveston, Texas.

Mr. Richards was a member and officer of the
South Carolina Association of Architects, and
became the Vice-President of the South Carolina
Chapter upon its organization.

Mr. Richards stood always for the highest ideals
of his profession, and enjoyed to a singular degree
the confidence and esteem of the architects of
South Carolina.

William Robert Ware

Admitted to the Institute. 1859
Died June 10, 1910

William Robert Ware, Professor Emeritus of
Architecture in Columbia University, since his re-
tirement from active service in 1903, died at his
home in Milton, Massachusetts, June 10, at the age
of eighty-three. He was born in Cambridge, Massa-
chusetts, May 27, 1832; was graduated from Harvard
University at the age of twenty, one year in advance
of his life-long friend, ex-President Eliot of Harvard,
and, after a course of study in the Lawrence Scien-
tific School, began his architectural career in 1856, as
a student draughtsman in the office of the late
Richard M. Hunt, in New York. In 1860 he began
practice in Boston, and soon after associated himself
with the late Henry Van Brunt in a partnership
which was dissolved, when in 1881 Professor Ware
was called to New York.

While the firm of Ware & Van Brunt built up
an excellent and varied practice, and acquired an
enviable reputation, it is as an educator that Pro-
fessor Ware has been most widely known for the
past forty years.

To him belongs the distinguished honor of having
organized the first school of architecture in the
United States—that of the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, in 1866; of having been the first
professor of architecture in this country, and of
having organized the School of Architecture of
Columbia University in 1881, at the head of which
he continued to serve the profession until he retired
as emeritus professor in 1903. He was also, for over
twenty years, a leader in the reform of architectural
competitions, of which he successfully conducted a
remarkable number. He was the author of “Modern
Perspective” (1884); “The American Vignola”
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(1902-1906), and “Architectural Shades and Shad-
ows” (1912), as well as of many articles in the
professional periodicals. He was an active member,
and for some years Sccrctary, of the American
Archaxological Institute, and an honorary correspond-
ing member of the Royal Institute of British
Architects; a Fellow of the American Institute of
Architects, and a Fellow of the American Academy
of Arts and Sciences. Harvard bestowed the degree
of LL.D. on him in 1886. Hc was never marricd, and
since his retirement from Columbia had been living
with his sister, Miss Harriet Ware, in their charming
cottage at Milton, diverting himsclf, as the infirm-
itics of age increased upon him, with various literary
pursuits, and delighting above all in the visits of his
many friends, both old and young.

A more detailed sketch of his life and labors will
be published in the August number of the Journal.

INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS

Douglas H. Thomas, Jr.*

Admitted to the Institute in 1899
To Fellowship in 1909
Died at Baltimore, June 10, 1915

Carl F. White*

Admitted to the Institute in 1913
Died at Cleveland, April 26, 1915

Albert F. Norris*

Admitted to the Institute in 1912
Died at Montclair, N. J., May 18, 1915

*Fuller notice to appear later.

Town Planning and Housing
GEORGE B. FORD, (M.), Associa1k Lbiror

The Seventh National Conference on City Planning

The Seventh National Conference on City Plan-
ning, which has just taken place in Detroit, was the
most successful of all the conferences that have been
held. The attendance was larger than ever before
and more varied in character—real-estate men and
property owners taking a very prominent part in
the proceedings. The papers and the discussions
were complete and convincing, due to the fact that
most of the papers had been prepared with a great
deal of carc, and thoroughly weighed and examined
by a committee before they were put into final form
for presentation.

The paper on The Constitution and Powers of a
City-Planning Authority, which was prepared by
Dr. Robert H. Whitten, Secretary of the City-Plan
Committec of the Board of Estimate and Apportion-
ment of New York City, brought out a very general
discussion, which lasted not only through the morn-
ing scssion, but through the afternoon as well. This
record was beaten, however, by the session on the
best methods of land subdivision, where the report
of the committee, as presented by Mr. E. P. Good-
rich, the Consulting Engineer of the Borough of
Manhattan, New York, called forth a discussion
which lasted through three long sessions. Some of
the real-estate men said very frankly that the
architects and the landscape architects needed a very
close following up on the part of the real-estate men;
otherwise, they were bound to be carried away by

some beautiful but impracticable idca. Of course,
this called for a very general discussion, which
brought out many points that gave most of the
people there an entirely new conception of the
subject.

President R. Clipston Sturgis spoke at the open-
ing scssion of the Conference, and as his paper is
presented in full elsewhere in this number, it will be
allowed to speak for itsclf. It was most enthusias-
tically received.

At the session on Tuesday evening, under the
head of City Planning and Civic Design, Mr.
Frederick L. Ackerman, Chairman of the Committee
on Public Information of the Institute, rcad a
splendid paper on the Education of the Public to
an Appreciation of Civic Design. Mr. Arthur A.
Stoughton, Adviser to Greater Winnipeg Plan Com-
mission, Winnipeg, Manitoba, and Dean of the
School of Architecture, University of Manitoba,
rcad a most interesting paper on Architecture in the
City. Mr. George B. Ford gave a talk, illustrated
with a number of lantern-slides, on the Principles
Underlying Civic Architectural Treatments. All
of these papers will later be presented in the Journal.

At the opening session, Mr. Edward H. Bennett
showed a number of interesting slides of his work for
the City-Plan and Improvement Commission of
Detroit. His address appeared in the June number of
the Journal, as did also the opening address by Mr.
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Flavel Shurtleff, Secretary of the Conference, who
presented a very instructive review of the last six
years of city planning in America.

Mr. Frank B. Williams, a member of the Advisory
Commission on the City Plan of New York City,
presented a most instructive paper on City-Planning
Administration in Europe. Mr. A. L. Brockway, of
Syracuse, presented a very able discussion, as also
did Mr. Thomas Adams, Town-Planning Adviser to
the Commission of Conservation of Canada.

At the final banquet, Mr. Cass Gilbert gave a
very inspiring paper orf the Architect’s Work in
Civic Design, which was followed by other talks
by Mr. Thomas Adams, of Canada, Hon. Edward
M. Bassett, Chairman of the Commission on Build-
ing Districts and Restrictions, of New York, and
Mr. Andrew Wright Crawford, Secretary of the
Art Jury of Philadelphia.

The number of architects present showed a con-
siderable increase over former years, and they took
a much more active part in the proceedings; but it
was sadly evident, as any of the architects present
would be first to say, that a more general interest

and activity in city planning on the part of archi-
tects is needed if they are going to preserve their
rightful standing as leaders in creative work in their
respective communities.
Members of the Institute registered at the Con-
fercnce were as follows:
Frederick L. Ackerman
George M. Anderson

. New York City.
. Cincinnati, Ohio.

F. S. Barnum . Cleveland, Ohio.
G. B. Bohm . . Cleveland, Ohio.
Claude Bragdon . Rochester, N. Y.

A. L. Brockway
Marcus R. Burrowes
George B. Ford.
Cass Gilbert

B. S. Hubbel
Albert Kahn

J. C. Murphy

C. F. Owsley
Richard Phillip
Allen B. Pond .
Irving K. Pond

R. Clipston Sturgis

. Syracuse, N. Y.
. Detroit, Mich.

. New York City.
. New York City.
. Cleveland, Ohio.
. Detroit, Mich.

. Louisville, Ky.

. Youngstown, Ohio.
. Milwaukee, Wis.
. Chicago, IIL

. Chicago, IIL

. Boston, Mass.

Commonsense and Continuity of Policy in Town Planning*
By R. CLIPSTON STURGIS

Streets are laid out as thoroughfares and, as such,
should be planned to give the necessary and suflicient
means of communication. In laying out, on level
land a rectangular plan is reasonable; on rolling
land streets modified to meet contours are equally
reasonable. Neither should be used always or to
the exclusion of the other. The direction should
always be obvious. Diagonals, evidently necessary
for thoroughfares, occasion intersections, which
naturally suggest accents. These accents are
invaluable opportunities as well as quite necessary
guides. A checker-board plan or any other gcomet-
rical plan is confusing. Even the hopeless cowpaths
of Boston are not more confusing to a stranger than
the regular part of New York. London, almost
haphazard in its plan, is a simple place for the
stranger because of the marked character of its
squares and parks, while Washington is confusing.
It is on the one hand the confusion of regularity;
on the other, the distinctive character of irregularity.
Commonsense applied to the laying out of streets
will afford ample opportunity for centers of interest.

Streets are laid out also to make building Iots.
Again commonsense should govern in making sub-
divisions reasonably adapted to proposed use.
Restrictions, valuable as they are, will often be pit-
falls. An owner controlling a complete square of

_ *An address delivered at the National Conference on
City Planning at Detroit, June 7-9.

building -lots would certainly not establish an
uniform building-line, when, by the simple expedient
of setting forward and back, he can increase the
number of his corner lots, and when by adapting
his lots to exposure he can make all his houses sunny.
Restrictions should therefore be applied very carc-
fully, and always with an easy way of escape if they
be found a mistake. Sentimental restrictions arc
generally worse than useless. The Boston law allow-
ing no saloon within 200 fcet of a school on the same
strect was supposed to guard the children from seeing
drunken folk on the street,—children who live on
the street most of the time, and who certainly do
not pass all their time in the school; restrictions
prohibiting stables or garages in residential districts,
instead of regulating their character, ignore the fact
that a clean, well-kept stable is less offensive than a
garage, and a garage can be kept so as to be as little
offensive as the average kitchen. The London
mews—back streets with stables and petty trades-
men—are found in the best residential districts.
Restriction, ideally, should be in the hands of a
central body, with full authority to exercise judg-
ment and pass on each case.

Another essential factor is continuity of policy,
a thing so utterly disregarded in this country. Five
years ago the Secretary of the Treasury instituted a
competition for what it rightly considered the most
important architectural undertaking since the
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building of the Capitol. This was a group of three
buildings, for the Departments of Justice, State,
and Commerce and Labor. Disregarding experience
and precedent in competitions, an unwieldy number
of competitors was invited, sixty in all, twenty on
each building. Lest competitors should very sensibly
combine in groups of three, and thus attempt
together a reasonable and harmonious solution of
three buildings which were to form one group, and
lest the jury be influenced in its award by such
harmony, three juries were appointed and warned
to judge independently and have no communica-
tion with each other during the judgment. The
judgments were made, the awards accepted, and the
architects appointed by the government. They at
once began to work together to harmonize their
designs. Before the work was completed a new
administration came in. It held entirely different
opinions on the question of the employment of pri-
vate architects on public buildings, and of their
relation to the big architectural office maintained
in the Treasury Department. When the appropria-
tion for the building of the Department of Justice
was immediate, a bill was introduced to enable the
government to execute this building — already
awarded to an architect—in such manner as the
Treasury thought best, without regard to the obliga-
tions assumed by the previous administration. It was
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pointed out that that administration had exceeded
its powers in making an agreement to employ an
architect, and on that legal technicality the Treas-
ury Department stood. No arguments appeared to
have any weight with it; the bill was presented and,
much as the building was needed, one cannot but
be glad that the Senate should have defeated the
bill rather than see the government committed to a
course so lacking in good faith.

Step by step one has had to fight for the Wash-
ington plan of the Park Commission, not only to
carry out its provisions but to prevent plans run-
ning counter to it. No plan is of practical service
unless its development can be assured by a continu-
ing policy.

Common sense in approaching the solution of
problems, and continuity of policy in carrying them
out, are not the only clements necessary to success-
ful town planning, but they are certainly very
important ones.

The time is at hand now for real and vital prog-
ress. The country is awake and ready for the work.
The last few years have shown clearly that people
are ready to listen and ready to act. It rests with
the men and women like those who compose the
National City-Planning Conference to carry the
great work forward to a successful issue.

Cooperation of the Real-Estate Developer and Town-Planner
in Land Subdivision*
By PAUL A. HARSCH

The Practical vs. the Ideal in Subdivisions

The landscape architect or city-planning expert
is often a “dreamer of dreams,” an idealist pure and
simple. On the other hand, the real-estate operator
is, in a great number of cases, entirely given over
to the idea of making money out of his operations,
of getting his commodity ready for the market at
the least possible expense and smallest delay, and
often without consideration either for his reputation
or the interest and welfare of the purchasers of his
property, or the community as a whole. In these
regards we are confronted with conditions, not
theories, but conditions that can and will be rectified.

The city-planning expert must learn to govern
his dreams and visions, and be able to make of them
an inspiration and directing force for the molding
of practical plans for harmonious real-estate develop-
ment. Coincidentally the greed and avarice of the

*Part of an address delivered at the National Confer-
ence on City Planning at Detroit, June 7-9, 1915. Mr.

h is vice-president of the E. H. Close Realty Com-
pany, of Toledo, Ohio.

get-rich-quick land-speculator must be curbed and
regulated by law, if necessary, and the ignorance of
his well-meaning but misguided brother operator
corrected by an educational propaganda.

Adjustment of Economic and Esthetic Factors

What shall we do with the incompetent and ill-
equipped city-planning expert? Any real-estate
operation, no matter how small, quickly runs into
money. Blunders are expensive, dangerous, and at
times discovered too late to correct. One such
blunder may ruin the man whose confidence was
misplaced, while the man really responsible for the
failure simply seeks some pasture new and repeats
the offense. Experiences like this make the real-
estate man wary, and cause him to hestitate long
and seriously before undertaking anything other
than the stereotyped development. If we would
elevate a community by provising for it better hous-
ing and living conditions generally, we must first
convince it that these conditions are practicable
and workable. It must be convinced by hard, clear,
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well-thought-out facts. I believe that, when the
town-planner can approach every problem of the
real-estate man from that standpoint, and can con-
vince him that he can save him money, ease his
burdens, make his investment more sure, and cause
his name to be blessed instead of cursed in the com-
munity, he will have solved the great problem that
confronts him. For, when he has won over the real-
estate fraternity and captured it, “horse, foot, and
dragoons,” as it were, it will be but a short step tothe
day when the great civic reforms we dream of will
be achieved. Let me repeat then that I think what
we need most, if we are to codperate, is a better
equipped lot of men to carry out the work town-
planners profess to do.

A town-planner to be really great in his line must
be more than a civil engineer who can run grades
and streets, curved or straight, as the case may be.
He must be more than a planting expert, familiar
with the living things of the great outdoors; he must
be more than a mechanical expert on matters of
construction; he must be more than an artist with
an eye to the beautiful in Nature, and ready to take
advantage of everything she has done for him. He
must be all of these and, besides, he must be so
practical and everyday and commonplace in his
thought that he never forgets either the cost of
what he proposes to do or, more important, forgets
that his work must finally stand the crucial test of
“Will it sell the property at a profit?,” for, if it will
not, then is his labor lost and his client’s money
gone. But worse than this, the community is cursed
with a mistake that it may take decades to outgrow.
Produce such men, and the real-estate world will
follow and account the price charged cheap.

The Good and the Bad in Subdivision

One of two things is almost certain to be true
of every land development. Either a present or a
future need has been seen and is being supplied or
anticipated, or else the sale of questionable land
allotments is being stimulated fraudulently. It is,
of course, patent to all that the operator following
the first-named course is the only conscientious one.
The others—and their name is legion,—are the
ones, who, regardless of all ethics, grasp upon some
advantage of location or of transportation, and by
highly colored advertising frequently sell their
additions in a day. ’

Just now in Toledo there is an unusual demand
for small, cheap lots in outlying districts, and this
demand has led to the platting of acreage property
in some instances as far as ten miles from the city.
This seems beyond reason, when it is recalled that
our population is still under 200,000. Lots in these
additions sell, however, as many as 336 of the
30-foot variety being sold in one such instance

recently near Toledo in two days’ selling. How to
regulate this sort of thing, and to what extent it
should be regulated, are questions I am not prepared
to discuss at this time; but it is such questions as
these which make me approach this subject with
the greatest caution.

Fundamental Considerations for the Real-
Estate Developer

What are the best methods of land subdivision
from the point of view of the real-estate developer?
Broadly, they are those methods which will give
him a maximum of property beauty and a minimum
of upkeep expense, the largest possible number of
feet of frontage, and the least possible waste. This
takes us directly to the city-planning expert, and it
seems to me that it is the duty, and to the profit of
all practical idealists, to make those of us who do
not know it realize this fact.

Primarily, of course, real-estate men must have
property that will sell. Otherwise there would soon
cease to be any real-estate business, and therefore
the first question we ask is the intensely practical
and, one may say, somewhat sordid one, “Will it
sell?”

A planning expert, no matter how skilled, cannot
make a poor property. That is, if the land selected
for improvement be badly located with reference to
its surroundings, or if, because of topographical
conditions, it be unsuitable for platting, or if it be
inaccessible, or if the cost of development be pro-
hibitive, the real-estate developer at once concludes
he is not interested, and seeks a tract of land where
these conditions are absent. He naturally and
inevitably seeks to meet what he concedes to be a
coming need, and if he is able to grasp the situation,
he already has a section of land ready to turn over
to the expert for preparation, that it may be in
readiness by the time the need which he has foreseen
actually manifests itself in a demand for his property.

Characteristics of Local Buyers

Having reached this point, he must again be
guided by experience, for the people of one locality
are as different in their likes and dislikes from those
in another in the matter of homes, as they are in
their commercial pursuits and intellectual tastes,
and, until they can be educated to a different view-
point, he must give them what they want. There-
fore, the question is not what the real-estate man
thinks and wants, but what the people of his com-
munity want. All tastes and all pocketbooks must
be satisfied, and the necessities of widely differing
group units of population pleased. This is the real
task of the real-estate developer, and it is his fine
responsibility to supply all the varieties of develop-
ment demanded by the public in a way that will
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insure that public full value, and the community an
asset for the future. He can sell cheap lots or costly
ones, but they must all be inherently good ones.

The Basis of the Problem

The whole problem confronting the town-planner
and the real-estate developer is a matter of educa-
tion and a matter of publicity. The latter should not
be a difficult task, since the publicity policy of
practically every newspaper in the land will support
the idea of public improvements when carried on
along the line we are working on—of civic uplift
and improvement.

In Toledo, for example, we are trying to foster
civic love of the beautiful. We have some broad-
minded, clear-visioned men who have given up
much of their lives and large amounts of money to
make this possible. Their vision has already been
materialized in a most excellent system of public
parks with a splendid connecting boulevard now
under construction. Probably no city in the country
patronizes its parks more liberally, population con-
sidered, than Toledo.

We are already committed to the creation in the
near future of a civic center involving a half-dozen
city blocks, to be given over entirely to public and
quasi-public buildings.

But the one thing more than all else that has
done and is doing more to create a love of the beau-
tiful is our very splendid Art Museum. This was
built by popular subscription, much of the burden
being borne, however, by one public-spirited citi-
zen. The institution has grown in popularity until
the year’s admissions to the building now amount
to practically 9o per cent of the city’s population.

I think that the influence of this exquisite build-
ing inspires a love of the beautiful that must surely
make not only for better civic development, but for
better moral development. It does even more. It
brings people into closer relations with the beautiful,
puts them on familiar terms with such things, and
imbues them with a desire for beauty in all their
surroundings. This is the spirit that must be
inculcated and developed, if the higher ideals of the
city-plan enthusiast are ever to be realized.

Rebuilding Salem

The study, appreciation, and more general accept-
ance of city planning among administrative authori-
ties and among business men, has given to Salem,
Massachusetts, a very considerable advantage in the
rebuilding of the burnt sections of the city, as a re-
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sult of the conflagration last June. The Baltimore
fire occurred at a time when the city-planning move-
ment was just getting its impetus, the San Francisco
catastrophe followed immediately on the publication
of the Burnham plan which, however, dealt too
largely with the grandiose and the magnificent, to
make an effective appeal to the mass of the people
in the time of their calamity. Salem had a city plan
which had been discussed and understood by a large
proportion of the local population, and which was
sufficiently conservative on the esthetic side, and
duly considerate of the economic needs of the city
to commend it to the city. Immediately after the
disaster, therefore, the leading citizens sought to
realize on their preparedness, and to secure the
adoption of measures designed to safeguard the
health and social welfare of the people in accordance
with the plan. It was not without very great effort,
however, that they succeeded in carrying through
some of the recommendations of the City-Planning
Commission, such as the creation of a wide boulevard
through what was once the overcrowded Point
District, forming part of the Salem Boulevard; the
widening of several streets and the cutting through
of others. The fight has been especially difficult in
the matter of improving the building code and
eliminating the three deckers in the Point District
where they formerly stood thickest. The rebuilding
trust inclines to the purchase of undeveloped land
farther from the center for single-family houses,
realizing that in Salem there is no reason for imita-
ting the congestion existing in large communities.

The Salem Merchants’ Association has sup-
ported the work of the City Planning Commission
in drafting a new housing code, designed to eliminate
the large brick tenement, and while the success in
securing the adopting of these later measures is not
entirely assured, the example afforded is, on the
whole, sufficient to point out to other communities
the wisdom of planning ahead and of placing com-
munity standards higher, so that, whether the need
for new and better planning arises through the pro-
cess of normal rebuilding or as the result of a catas-
trophe like that which befell Salem, the community
will be educated to the value of better planning and
be ready to adopt a well-drafted scheme.

Fourth National Housing Conference

The National Housing Association is to hold the
Fourth National Housing Conference in Minneapolis
on October 6, 7, and 8, 19135.
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Society of Beaux-Arts Architects
22nd SEASON, 1914-1915

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
Evererr V. MEekks, Chairman, 126 East 75th St., New York City

Official Notification of Awards—Judgment of May 18, 1915

CLASS “A”—V. PROJET (Problem in Design)
“A Memorial Auditorium”

The subject of the fifth and last Class “A”
Projet of the year was a Memorial Auditorium to
be erected in a park at the edge of a city, and in
memory of one of its leading citizens. The plan
was to provide an auditorium for 2,500 people, a
foyer vestibule, in which were to be exhibited a
collection of musical instruments, and two small
galleries for painting and sculpture; there was
further required a banquet-room of considerable
dimensions, as well as a library and director’s living
apartment.

The whole composition was to be placed on a lot
400 feet wide and 750 feet deep, rising 40 feet from
front to back, the program being written in an open
manner, in order to permit of as many different
solutions as possible.

It was surprising, therefore, that so little variety
was shown in the projets as finally submitted.
Almost all the students tried to produce a building
which was both large and high. In almost every
case, to this unfortunate and exaggerated desire
for height was sacrificed the proportion of the
main auditorium, the most important feature of the
problem. The result was that the sections, as a
rule, were extremely bad.

The students also failed properly to study the
grade of the site, in many cases considering that an
indication in plan of ramps and steps was a sufficient
study of this element in the problem. Furthermore,
the park-like or rural character was lacking in
practically all of the projets. Students should
realize that a program is given to them for their
own original interpretation and not that they may
endeavor to fit it to a type plan with which they
may be familiar.

The Jury was particularly displeased with the
growing tendency of the students to use “decora-
tive poché.” They should take note that parallel
lines of poché and lines of black mosaic, used simply
to frame a plan, or a feature of the plan, are in
essence puerile. In many cases, a plan otherwise

brilliant would have received high recompense,
were it not for this tendency to introduce into it
the unreal. The time has come, therefore, for the
students to realize that they will be required to
stop producing pretty, meaningless patterns, and
to do real architecture. The convention of black
poché is universally acknowledged to represent
walls in horizontal section. The drawing of designs
between these walls may be legitimately undertaken
in so far as these designs represent real floors, real
furniture, or real ceilings. Fair warning is given
that meaningless mosaic, and above all, meaning-
less poché, render the designer liable to fail to
receive any recompense.

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco received 162
Esquisses (Preliminary Sketches) and 54 Projets
Rendus (Sets of Final Drawings) in the above
problem.

The following student received First Medal:
D. McLachlan, Jr., Atelier Hirons, New York City.

The following students received Second Medals:
H. R. Kelley, Cornell University; K. Moriyama and
E. A. Lehti, Atelier Hirons, New York City; E. B.
Baker, T-Square Club, Philadelphia; N. U. Taylor,
W. B. Rabenold, J. M. Hamilton, H. Van Buskirk
and G. M. D Lewis, University of Pennsylvania
School of Architecture.

CLASSES “A” AND “B” ARCHAOLOGY
V.—PROJET (Problem in Design)

“A College Dining-Hall in English Collegiate
Gothic”

The drawings submitted for the interior of an
English Collegiate Gothic Dining-Hall, showed
appreciation of the possibilities of the problem. A
more careful study of scale, and a closer adherence
to the characteristics of the style in question, would
have benefited many of the drawings. For the
future, students are advised to give attention to
the furniture that marks the different periods of
architecture, with which their archeology projets
have made them familiar.

312




Digitized by GOOS[G



JOURNAL OF THE AMERICAN

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco reccived 102
Esquisses (Preliminary Sketches) and 12 Projets
Rendus (Final Drawings) in the above problem.

The following students received Third Medals:
A. C. Webb, Atelier Bennett-Rebori, Chicago;
0. R. Gantner and E. Kandel, Columbia Univer-
sity.

CLASSES “A” AND “B” MEASURED
DRAWINGS

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco received 10
drawings in the above problem.

The following students received Third Medals:
C. J. Lappley, Carnegie Institute of Technology;
R. W. Tempest, R. O. Yeager, and E. B. Tazewell,
University of Pennsylvania School of Architectume.

CLASS “A”—V. ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE
(Rendered Sketch)

“A Life-Saving Station”

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco received 16
sketches in the above problem.

The following students received Mentions: F.
Greenstein, Cornell University; W. C. Stanton,
T-Square Club, Philadelphia; E. B. Tazewell and
W. B. Rabenold, University of Pennsylvania School
of Architecture.

SPIERING PRIZE COMPETITION
and
CLASS “B”—V. ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE
(Rendered Sketch)

“A Pavilion in a Garden”

The program called for a small masonry building
of any shape desired, but not exceeding 40 feet in
its greatest dimension. The premiated drawings
were simple and well proportioned, either inspired
by well-known examples or carefully studied in
proportion and detail. The chief fault displayed by
the other competitors was a lack of proportion and
scale.

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco received 68
sketches in the above problem.

The following student received a First Mention,
and was awarded the Prize—$50: M. Boulicault,
St. Louis Architectural Club.

The following students received First Mentions:
E. Kandel, Columbia University; H. F. Stanton,
Cornell University.

The following students received Mentions: E. W,

INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS

Beck and J. R. Pelick, Cornell University; J. P.
Morgan, Carnegie Institute of Technology; O. E.
Reagan, Atlier Corbett, New York City; M. Belk-
nap, Columbia University.

The Jury for the Class “A”—V. Projet was com-
posed of the following: E. V. Meeks, J. C. Levi,
W. Lamb, J. Wynkoop, F. C. Hirons, H. W. Corbett,
J. V. Van Pelt, E. Kahn, A. W. Lord, H. McGood-
win, J. H. Freedlander,  T. Hastings, and W. A.
Boring.

The Jury for the Archzology Projet, Measured
Drawing, and Class “A” Esquisse-Lsquisse was
composed of the following: W. Emerson, W. L.
Bottomley, W. N. Taylor, F. H. Bosworth, Jr., L.
Warren, A. Ware, F. C. Farley, H. R. Sedgwick,
and H. Van Buren Magonigle.

The Jury for the Spiering Prize and Class “B”—
V. Lsquisse-I-squisse was composed of the following:
E. V. Meeks, W. Emerson, J. C. Levi, L. S. Weeks,
W. Lamb, W. L. Bottomley, F. H. Bosworth, Jr.,
J. H. Freedlander, F. C. Farley, E. S. Hewitt,
W. N. Taylor, and H. Van Buren Magonigle.

Judgment of June 8, 1915

CIL.ASS “B”"—V. ANALYTIQUE (Order Problem)
“A Circular or Polygonal Chapel”

This program, calling for a small private chapel,
gave an opportunity to show a knowledge of propor-
tion and good taste of which use was unfortunately
made in only a few instances, the drawings in general
being not so well presented as usual and showing a
lack of character and scale.

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco received 135
Esquisses (Preliminary Sketches) and 63 Analytiques
(Final Drawings) in the above problem.

The following students received First Mention
Placed: H. Komoda, Carnegie Institute of Tech-
nology; D. M. MacNaeil, Atelier Newton, Albany;
T. E. McMullin T-Square Club, Philadelphia.

The following students received First Mention:
E. G. McClellan and W. B. Grove, Carnegie Insti-
tute of Technology; H. T. Parker, Cleveland Archi-
tectural Club; E. E. Soderstrom, Atelier Newton,
Albany.

CLASS “B”—V. PROJET (Problem in Design)
““A Small Municipal Electric Power Station™

The two obvious defects in the solutions presented
of this problem were a failure to meet the definite
requirements of the program in the separation of the
boiler-room from the dynamo-room, and a difficulty
in handling the fuel supply. Both of these essentials
are well cared for in the designs reproduced. These
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are far above the average of those presented, which,
on the whole, showed a marked inability to give any
distinctive character to their architecture.

The Committee on Education in New York and
its local committee in San Francisco received 196
Esquisses (Preliminary Sketches) and 8o Projets
Rendus (Sets of Final Drawings) in the above
problem.

The following students received First Mention
Placed: C. V. Tillion, Columbia University; M.
McF. Dennison, Atelier Hirons, New York City.

The following students received First Mention:
H. H. Westermann, G. A. Spackman, and R. A.
Willson, Carnegie Institute of Technology.

The Jury for the Class “B”—V. Analytique Com-

.petition was composed of the following: J. C. Levi,
F. A. Godley, H. Sedgwick, P. F. Mann, L. F. Peck,
and H. W. Corbett.
The Jury for the Class “B”*—YV. Projet Competi-
. tion was composed of the following: W. Emerson,

W. Lamb, L. Warren, F. C. Hirons, J. Wynkoop,
L. Leonard, W. P. Barney, L. G. White, R. F. Bos-
sange, and A, Ware.

Supplementary Judgment of April
27, 1915
“An Outdoor Moving-Picture Theater”

Received from the Local Committee on Educa-
tion in San Francisco for judgment for higher
awards.

The following students received First Mention:
F. A. Chapman, Atelier Baur, San Francisco Archi-
tectural Club.

News

Admission to Practice
New York

When it became evident that some sort of legis-
lation with regard to the practice of architecture in
New York was certain to be urged, it was in self-
protection that the Institute Chapters in the state,
about eight years ago, took a hand in opposing
improper legislation and, later on, in the framing of
a bill for the registration of architects. It was
understood from the very beginning by the Insti-
tute representatives that there should be no ques-
tion of “licensing;” it was registration in distinction
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Joint Committee on Sculpture,
S.B.-A.A. and N.S.S.

Lroyp WAaRREN, Chairman
Awards in Judgment of May 25

First Crass: Competition for prizes offered by Mr.
Samuel T. Shaw, ‘“Over-Mantel for the Athletic
Club of the Pawling School.”

First Prize and Second Medal: Alfred Yorio.

Second Prize and Second Medal: Gaetano Cecere.

Third Prize and Second Medal: Pietro Manfredi.

Mentions: C. Marchese, S.B.-A.A. Atelier; E. A.
Kramer, S.B.-A.A. Atelier; V. Carano, S. B.-A.A.
Atelier; L. J. Urich, S.B.-A.A. Atelier; G. Lober,
S.B.-A.A. Atelier; L. Keila, S.B.-A.A. Atelier; F.
DiBugano, S.B.-A.A. Atelier; V. Salerno, S.B.-A.A.
Atelier and N.A.D.; I. Bulambasic, S.B.-A.A. Atelier
and A. Brunelli.

First Crass: Life Model.

Second Medal: L. Keila.

Mentions: J. Yoshioka, I. Bulambasic, W. H.
Meserole, A. Rannus, and C. A. Hafner.
ORNAMENT Crass: Style of Louis XVI.

Mentions: R. P. Chambellan and A. Tagliabue.

Joint Committee on Mural Painting
S.B.-A.A.and Society of Mural Painters

Lroyp WARREN, Chairman
Awards in Judgment of April 13
Esquisse-Esquisse: “Decoration of Apse of a
Small Church.”
Second Medal: E. M. Parsons: First Mention:
Noemi Permissen; Second Mention: Isabel Lustig
and J. VanEveren.

Awards in Judgment of May 18

Esquisse-Esquisse: ‘“Vestibule of a Museum.”
First Mention: Agnes Tait and O. Williams.

Notes

from licensing that was to be sought. Aside from the
Institute, the joint committee represented outside
architects in the New York Society of Architects,
which is an independent organization. Frank H.
Quinby, of Brooklyn, acted as chairman of the joint
committee, and D. Everett Waid, of New York, as
Secretary. They were ably assisted by Mr. Collin
of the Brooklyn Chapter, and by Messrs. Yost and
Holden of the New York Chapter. After several
defeats (1913 and 1914) the proposed legislation
finally, in this year 1915, passed the lower house but
was blocked in the senate on account of the opposi-
tion of certain legislators. When that opposition
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was removed, it nearly came to wreck through the
opposition of the builders of the state, who feared
it might interfere with their right to make plans
for buildings or to call themselves architects.
Eventually the committee was able to secure the
withdrawal of this opposition, and the bill was
finally passed at the end of the legislative session
and was signed by the Governor on May 19 last.

The principal features of the bill provide that
architects who have been continuously engaged in
practice for more than two years prior to May 19,
1915, or who have been actually and exclusively in
practice, on their own account or as members of a
reputable firm for more than one year prior to the
above date, shall receive a certificate upon presen-
tation of satisfactory evidence to the Board of Ex-
aminers, provided that application is made before
May 19, 1916.

Holders of certificates from other states in which
the standards for admission to practice are not
lower than in the state of New York shall also
receive certificates without examination.

An architect not possessing the above qualifica-
tions must submit evidence of having satisfactorily
completed an approved high-school course or the
equivalent thereof, and of also having completed
such courses in mathematics, history, and one
modern language as are included in the first two
years in an approved institution conferring the
degree of Bachelor of Arts. He must also submit
evidence of at least five years’ practical experience
in a reputable office. He must also pass the technical
and professional examination established by the
Board of Examiners.

Exemptions are made in the case of an applicant
who holds a diploma from a recognized architectural
school, and who has had three years’ practical
experience in a reputable office.

Applicants must pay a fee of twenty-five dollars,
and the certificate must be filed with the county
clerk in the territory of residence or practice.

The certificate may be revoked upon proof that
it has been obtained by fraud, or that the holder
has been guilty of felony in connection with the
practice of architecture.

This law then distinctly accents educational
qualifications, and it places the examination in the
hands, not of an appointive (political) board, but
under the guidance of the regents of the state. These
particular points appear to be very important. In
the preparation of the bill active assistance was lent
by the Department of Education of the state, and
further cobperation from Dr. Finley, head of the
State University, has been tendered. It is therefore
believed that from the very outset the administra-
tion of the law will be in the hands of a very high
type of professional examiner. We believe that while

INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS

many architects in the state did not see the necessity
for registration of architects, so far as their own
interests were concerned, they realized that regis-
tration was bound to come, and hence should be
placed on the highest possible plane. Through the
efforts of the Chapters they have been able to secure
a law admirable in its intent and very likely to work
out, in the end, to the good of the profession.

The Minnesota Chapter to Cotperate
with the Architectural Department
of the University of Minnesota.

A special meeting of the Minnesota Chapter
was held in the rooms of the Architectural Depart-
ment of the University of Minnesota on May 18,
at which the subject of co6perating with the Uni-
versity was discussed at great length. The idca was
advanced that as part of the work of the students
in the sophomore, junior, and senior classes, each
student should spend three afternoons a week in an
architect’s office. For this he should receive no
salary, but be given an opportunity to do actual
draughting work upon practical problems, together
with such other chance to gain experience as the
office might permit. The idea met with great favor,
and the President of the Chapter was authorized
to appoint a special committee which, in consulta-
tion with Professor Mann of the University, should
work out a plan for carrying out the idea. We
believe that the progress of this plan will be of the
greatest interest to all those who are vitally inter-
ested in the thorough education of the student of
architecture.

Annual Meeting of the Illinois Chapter

In calling the meeting to order, President Prinde-
ville said:

“It is the custom of the Illinois Chapter, at its
annual meeting, to bring together the representatives
of the different lines of endeavor,—commerce, art,
administration,—all the phases of life that make for
a community’s greatness, the Chapter believing it to
be the most desirable that its aims and its work
should be known and appreciated generally. We are
glad to have such representative men with us, in
order that they may know the work we are striving
to accomplish—work which will be revealed by the
reports of the various committees. For the success
of this work the truly admirable spirit of fellowship
and codperation of the members has been respon-
sible, and I am glad of this opportunity thus to
acknowledge it.”

Mr. Charles S. Hutchinson, President of the
Cliff Dwellers, presided at the unveiling of the por-
traits of the late Daniel Hudson Burnham and
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Solon Spencer Beman presented by their respec-
tive families to the Illinois Chapter. Mr. Hubert
Burnham unveiled the portrait of his father, and
Mr. Charles H. Wacker formally presented it to
the Chapter. The portrait of Mr. Beman was
unveiled by his son, Mr. S. S. Beman, and the pre-
sentation was by Mr. Louis H. Sullivan.

The annual award of the Medal of Honor is
noted elsewhere in this issue.

President Sturgis then addressed the Chapter
upon the work of the Board of Directors.

The officers elected for the ensuing year were as
follows: President, Charles H. Prindeville; First
Vice-President, Frederick W. Perkins; Second
Vice-President, Melville C. Chatten; Treasurer,
Robert C. Spencer; Secretary, H. Webster Tom-
linson.

Award of the Illinois Chapter Medal
of Honor

At its annual meeting on June 8 last, the Illinois
Chapter awarded its Medal of Honor to the firm of
Richard E. Schmidt, Gardner & Martin, for the
apartment-house, ‘“Lochby Court,” in Chicago.

The Architect and the Engineer in
the Future

At a recent meeting of the Philadelphia Chapter,
Mr. John C. Trautwine, widely known as an emi-
nent engineering authority, delivered an address
upon the subject of the Architect and the Engineer.
Opinions will no doubt differ greatly as to the posi-
tion which Mr. Trautwine takes, and we believe
that the picture of the architect secluded ‘behind
his curtained office-entrance, under his picturesquely
low ceiling, in rooms lighted by small-paned win-
dows,” will not suggest itself generally as a faithful
description. But Mr. Trautwine offers a good deal
of food for reflection, and some interesting ideas as
to the future development of the process of socializa-
tion. He said, in part, as follows:

“Any estimate of the future relation between
architects and engineers, or of the nature and extent
of their future codperation, must take into the
account that prodigious and evolutionary progress
in socialization, which, beginning with the advent
of the steam engine, has been the distinguishing
feature of our economic development during the
last hundred years; a process which means the
unification of mankind and thus the substitution of a
natural and horizontal stratification in place of the
numerous, artificial, vertical, and generally mis-
chievous cleavage planes which still separate man-
kind into small and contending, if not inimical,
groups.
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“A century ago, each individual depended almost
wholly upon himself (or upon other and almost
equally inefficient individuals) for the supply of his
very restricced wants. Today, governments,
national, state, and municipal, vie with giant
private corporations for the privilege of transport-
ing him (in small armies and over prescribed routes)
and his goods from place to place, and they have
thus brought the whole world to his door. Similar
stupendous agencies provide him with water-supply,
with street facilities, with clothing, with food and
with fuel, all more or less under governmental
control; they put him in instant communication
with his fellowman at the world’s end; daily, weekly,
monthly, or “every little while,” and, in volume
hopelessly beyond his reading powers, they inform
him as to the world’s doings. The poorest dweller
in a city is made the virtual owner of its street and
park systems, and his city not only keeps these in
repair for him, but provides him with free baths and
free band concerts.

“And is the individual then left idle? On the
contrary, he has been made an employee, and thus
a part, of one or other of these very agencies.

“Now, owing to its nature, engineering, as a
business, has gone farther in this direction of social-
ization than has architecture; for, in general, the
engineer designs relatively large works, under the
direction of large clients—governments and great
industrial corporations, such as railroads, mining,
and manufacturing companies,—whereas, in general,
the architect serves rather the private individual or
a relatively small group,—the builder of his own
mansion, or a church, or bank corporation. Hence,
a large proportion of engineers have become salaried
employees, either of governments or of large cor-
porations, whereas one thinks of the employing
architect as an individual or a small firm, with
relatively few employees.

““As, in general, the lawyer continues in strictly
private practice, while the conveyancer has been
driven or drawn out from the dingy quarters which
he occupied a half-century ago, and has been herded,
with hundred of others, in the employ of great title
companies, so also the architect (still the director
of his own fortune) secludes himself behind his cur-
tained office-entrance, under his picturesquely low
ceiling, in rooms lighted by small-paned windows,
while his engineering brethren (having to handle
larger work) form large corporations, employing
hundreds of highly trained and specialized assistants.

“The not-distant future is bound to see the cul-
mination of the socializing process. Possibly within
the next generation or two, all the business of the
civilized world will have become public business,
and all its people will be parts and employees in the
world industrial army. To the engineer this will
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.thought and suggestion for the betterment of the

bring a condition differing only in degree from that
to which he is already accustomed; but the archi-
tect has still to undergo the socializing process in
which the engineer seems to have been pushed
farther.

“And, as the architect is thus driven out of the
splendid isolation which now distinguishes him, he
will see that the supposed barriers between him and
the engineer, are largely artificial and conventional,
partaking of the nature of those other vertical
cleavage planes, the intersecting frith and the
mountain interposed, which (although now largely
bridged and tunneled by the engineer) still, to some
extent, “make enemies of nations that had else, like
kindred drops, been mingled into one.”

“Stupendous as are the material benefits con-
ferred by the socializing process in which we find
ourselves, they sink into insignificance when com-
pared with the accompanying moral blessings,—
the end of hatred and suspicion and secretiveness
and meanness; the end of the wasteful and unneces-
sary conflict of competition for private gain, and the
substitution of codperating and codrdinated world-
cffort for the general good; the beginning of the
study of the human being as a spiritual entity; the
elevation of the human race from its present squalors
and prejudices and ignorances; the advent of the
superman; the opportunity, for the first time, to
practice Christianity.

“In this coming millenium, in the breaking down
of the vertical partitions which now seem to sepa-
rate them, architect and engineer must perforce
share, to the great benefit of both and of the entire
community.”

The Philadelphia Chapter Visits the
Swedenborgian Cathedral at Bryn
Athyn

On Saturday afternoon, May 29, the Philadelphia
Chapter, in conjunction with the T-Square Club,
visited Bryn Athyn, Pennsylvania, and inspected the
Swedenborgian Cathedral now being constructed
under the direction of Messrs. Cram & Ferguson of
Boston, architects. Mr. Cram conducted the party,
about sixty in number, through the construction
plant, including the draughting and modeling rooms
for the study of the designs, preparation of drawings,
templates, and the wood-working and stone-cutting
shops, where the work is executed.

In explaining this novel method of conducting
the work on the premises, Mr. Cram laid particular
stress upon the spirit of coSperation and personal
interest that has been instilled into the organization
from the laborers to the skilled craftsmen and
designers, through encouragement of individual
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work. In his opinion the results already attained
satisfied him that the craftsman of today, when
given this opportunity and so inspired, is capable of
achieving as high a degree of excellence in his work
as was attained in medieval times.

The Repeal of the Law of 1872
in California

The state of California has repealed the law of
1872, under which all governing bodies were required
to advertise and hold competitions for architectural
services on all public buildings, and which further
required the execution of a bond by the architect
as a guarantee of the cost of the building.

The Southern California Chapter, aided by the
San Francisco Chapter, has, we believe, been
largely responsible for the repeal of this law, which
practically debarred members of the Institute from
undertaking any public work. The law becomes
void on August 1 of this year.

City-Planning Commission a Part of
the City Government

In order to establish definitely its relation with
the other departments of the city government, the
City-Planning Commission of Binghamton, New
York, adopted a resolution some time ago, asking
the corporation counsel to define its power. As a
result, the opinion was given that the commission
has more than advisory powers and is properly a
department of the city government. Acting on this
basis, the commission desires to equip and supervise
playgrounds and to lease and buy land to be used
for playground purposes.

The Student Medal of the A. I. A.
Actual Size
See the Journal for June, p. 245
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Scenic Decoration, Notes on the History of Serlio’s Theater.
Builder, London, April 9, 1915, pp. 331-4.
Beard, J. tan\ey. Architect.
Majestic Cinema Theater, Clapham, S. W. The Builder,
:don A ril 3, l‘? 6 plate.
Ingalls, H ‘man, .» Jr., Associate Architects.
Nei borhood Plnyiiousc Grand St.. New York. Brick-
uilder, April, 1915, iate-;
Putnam & Cox, Architects.
Toy Theater, Dartmouth St., Boston, Mass. Brickbuilder,
il lols.xhte- 56, 57.
WI“.I& n enon, rchitects. X
Harrow and Sandy Lodge, Houses at. The Builder, Lon-
don, April 30. lols. pP- 396, 397.

725.9. Other Public Buildings (Garages, Public).
Water Towers, Reinforced Concrete. hton, M.C.I.
Arcb & Builders’ Journal, l.nndon. Ap“le. 1915, pp.

Wathm, "H., F.R.L.B.A., Architect
Garage and Offices at Aronmouth Bulldms News, London,
April 16, 19135, plate.

726.5. Churches.
Downing, H. P. Burke, F.R.I.B.A., Architect.
St. R “bubo domA' Llhtclum Al.rch & Contract
er, Lon n. ril 30, 19135, plates.
Jachon, en W. p o

Puuh Cfmrch |n Cambndge. Mass., the Alterations
Architecture, April, 1915, pp. 112-14; 116.
Reid Btoc ., Architects.
First Congregational Church, San Francisco. Arch. and
Engineer of Cal., April, 1915, pp. 51, 52.

727.1. Schools.
American School Planning. Arch. & Builders’ Journal, London,
April 7, 1915, pp. 162, 163.
Modern_Schoolhouse.—IV. Exposure and Plan. Walter H.
Kilham. Bnckbuulder. April, 1915, pp. 93-8.
Spencer & Powers, Architects
Oak Park Higl h School, Oak Park, Ill. West. Architect,
Apﬂl 191 8, plates.
Tenison, A. H. Ryan, F R.LB. A., Architect.
Sir Walter St. John's School, Battersea. Arch. and Con-
tract Reporter, London, Apnl 9, 1915, plates.

727.3. Colleges, Universities.
Miller & Mallory, Architects.
Prudence Risely Hall, Cornell University. Am. Architect,
April 14, 1915, plutea
Rich, Charles A., Architect.
Gymnulum. ‘Dartmouth College, Hanover, N. H. Brick-
builder, April, 1915, plates 54, §5.
Windrim, John T., Architect.
Evans Museum and Dental Institute, University of
Pennsylvania. Brickbuilder, April, 1915, plates 46-9.

727.6. Museums.
McKim, Mead & White, Architects.
Minneapolis Museum of Fine Arts. Am. Architect,
April 21, 1915, pp. 245-8, plates.

728.2. Apartment Houses.
Spencer & Powers, Architects
Mulvey Apartment Bu:ldmg. Chicago, Ill. West. Archi-
tect, April, 1915, plates.

728.3. Clt¥ Houses.
Sterner, Fred J., Architect.

House of, 154 East 63d St., New York City. Architecture,
April, 1015, plnu XXXI XXXVIIL.

Trumbauer, Horace, Architec

Seventy-eighth St. and hl‘th Ave., New York, House at.
Am. Architect, April 7, 1915, plav.es
728.5. Hotels.
Ifat, Geo. B. & Sons, Architects
Sugle" Hotel, Detroit, Mich. Brickbuilder, April, 1915,
0-3.
Sutvlve. H:’n l‘n:Deuon G.B B Po:'t : Sc.lns. Architects.
er. Arch. Recor ril, 1915, 20~
Tmmbcuu. or:e%? Architect P Pp- 320739-
New Ritz-Carlton Hotel, Plnlndelphn. Pa. Am. Architect,

April, 14, 1913, plnen.

728.6. Country and Suburban (American).
Bristow & Hémun. Architects.
Putnam Residence, San Diego. Pacific Coast Arch.,
April, 1915, pp. 140-53.
Spencer & Powers, Architects.
Houne at Rock Island, 1. West. Architect, April, 1915,
plates.
Ax;us House on the Lake Shore at Winnetka, Ill. West.
chitect, April, 19135, plates.

728.8. Country and Suburban (Foreign).

Bilson, John, F.S.A., F,R.I.B.A., Architect
ioug hton DJe, Yorkshire. Arch and Builders’
Journal, l.ondon. Apnl 7, 19135, plates

Goodhart-Rendel Architect.

Cottages at tut ndon, Surrey. Arch. and Builders’

Journal, London, April 14, 1913, plates.

Recent Domuuc Architecture. lntermuonal Studio, April,

» PP. 120-3.
Wllklm. ictor, Architect.
Kemnal Manor, Clnxlelmnt..l Arch. and Contract Reporter,

London April 3, 1915,
Worthmnon. . M’ ?-‘ R.I. B A., Architect.
Kerfield House, Knuul’ord Cheshire. Arch. and Builders,

Journal, London, April 38 1915, plnes

728.9. Farm and Outbuildings (Stables, Garages).
Farmhouses of the Chmpeake William D. Brinckloe.

e Bl aion? P 3" Rliber. Arch. Record,

Groupmg of Farm
ril, 191
Walker, I" pfns A. ’zmbltect
trance Lodg Boat House, Yard Gates. Gori

Thames. Bulldlng News, London, April 9, 1915,

729.3. Elementary Forms.

Details from Church of S. Vedest, Foster Lane, E. C. T.
Hlnsfotd White. The Builder, London, April 3, 1915,

P
Gateway, Pnlmo del Te, Mantua, Italy.
pril 28, 1915, plates.
Grille, via dell* Unlone. Milan. Am. Architect, April 17, 1915,

324, plates.
Mauter Dm:n';-room. House at Nutley, N. J. Architecture,
pn , 1915, plate.
Mantel in Crowninshield Devereux House. Brickbuilder,
April, 1915, plate.
Oriel Wmdow. Buhop s Pnllce. Wells. Arch. Review, London,

915, p. 81.
Pulpit m élnpe. Cllpclnsc Castle. Arch. and Contract

rter, London, April 30, 1915, plate.
Window, Royal Institute, Genoa. Xm Architect, April a1,
1915, p. 352, plates.
729.4. Painted Decorations.
Mural Decoration, Federal Aid in. A. Sinclair Cooper, Painter.
Am. Architect, April 21, 1915, pp. 248-50.
729.5. Decorations in Relief (Metal Work).
Memorial Tablet in Church for the Blind, Liverpool. Willink
& Thicknesse, FF.R.I.B.A., Architects. Arch. an
Builders’ Journal, London, April 21, 1913, plate.
729.8. Stained Glass.
Memon.l Glm Windows; English. H. Burke Downing,
Architect. Arch. and Oomrnct Reporter,
London. Apnl 16, 1915, plates.
729.9. Furniture, Arts and Crafts.
Decoration in England from the Restoration to the Regency.

Am. Architect,

Ronald Clowes. Connoisseur, April, 1915, pp. 31 5-20.
Gobelins of Today; the Resurrection of a Dead Art.
aris. International Studio, April, 1015, pp.
XLVII-LI.
Settee, Oak, Watergate St., Chester. Arch. and Contract

chortet. London, Apnl 23, 1915, plate.
730. Sculpture.

Barnhorn, Clement J., Sculptor. By E. B. Haswell. Inter-
national Studio, April, 1 l;. p, XLII- XLVII
Parthenon, Sculptures of the '? iment. W. R. Lethaby

Burimgton Magazine, Apnl 15, 1015, Pp. 14-31.
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Early Architecture of the Rappahannock Valley

III. GAY MONT AND BELLE GROVE
By FRANK CONGER BALDWIN

Fredericksburg, where the tor-
tuous Rappahannock begins to
widen into the first of its broad reaches,
the quaint old town of Port Royal lies
dormant and secluded. With no railroad
nearer than fifteen miles, and with no facili-
ties for reaching the outer world, save by
the steamboat which calls there three times
each week in good weather, the sleepy old
village seems quite content to rest in
reminiscent contemplation of an interest-
ing and historic past. Events of relatively
great importance in their bearing upon the
future often dwindle to insignificance or
are entirely forgotten with the passing
years; but Port Royal may always claim
remembrance as having narrowly missed
being chosen as the site of the National
Capital, for, when it was determined to
remove the seat of government from Phila-
delphia, Port Royal was seriously con-
sidered, and the location for the present
city of Washington was given preference
only by the narrow margin of one vote.
Again, nearly a century later, Port Royal
gained nation-wide publicity as the scene
of the capture and death of Booth, the
assassinator of Lincoln.
But in the long intervals between and

q BOUT twenty-five miles below

since these interesting national events,
the life in the town has merely expressed
the character of the neighboring country,
which is essentially pastoral. The early
era was marked by the landed proprietor-
ship of the prominent families of the region,
but most of the large estates have been cut
up into small farms, and the old houses
have disappeared, and it is now very
difficult to develop even a mental pic-
ture of the large and prosperous plantation
life of the days that are gone. Two of the
great estates of this region, however, have
been held almost intact, and the manor
houses have so withstood the ravages of
time that they afford opportunity for
study and description. The two houses
in question are known as Gay Mont and
Belle Grove, and were both owned by
John Hipkins.

GAY MONT

Reliable data concerning this estate is
difficult to obtain, as the early records of
Caroline County were destroyed or carried
away by the Union troops during the
Civil War. It is traditionary, however,
that one Miller “took up” the land now
known as Gay Mont, but earlier described
as Rosehill, and that it was subsequently
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PLan oF Gay Mont

better condition at the present time. It
would be interesting to know what influ-
ences prompted John Bernard to decide
upon the use of stucco as an outside cover-
ing to a frame building and, in doing so,
why he did not carry the treatment through
the second story of the older portion of
the building. This is, perhaps, one of the
earliest uses of stucco in this manner in
this part of the country, where its applica-
tion is rare even upon a foundation of
brick.

The interior of the house possesses many
features of interest. Nearly all of the rooms
have paneled wainscotings and high,
paneled over-mantels, flanked by fluted
pilasters and crowned with a molded and
enriched cornice, which is carried com-
pletely around the room. The mantel in
the dining-room has a marble shelf, sup-
ported by marble columns. The moldings
of shelf and columns are sharply cut, and
the marble, which was originally white,
has become mellowed by age to a soft
yellow tone.

The old scenic wall paper and the heir-

looms of beautiful furniture and silver
incite the imagination to an appreciation
of the culture and refinement of the genera-
tions that have dwelt in Gay Mont. Times
and conditions have changed, and other
regions have developed greater prosperity,
but one is impressed with the belief that
life here has meant something more than a
mere acquisitive struggle. The feeling of
“home”’ is the dominant note throughout,
and it is not confined to the dwelling
alone but finds expression in the beauty
and charm of the gardens which surround
the house. The building is situated at the
top of the highest hill in the neighborhood,
and from the portico one’s vision is led over
a series of formal terraces, beyond the vast
cultivated fields and meadows of the
estate, to a broad and comprehensive view
of the valley of the Rappahannock River.
At the rear are the gardens whose walks
and lateral paths, bowered and shaded,
continually open up new and unexpected
vistas. A profusion of flowers delights the
eye, and the air is redolent with their per-
fume. Roses are everywhere and in great
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variety. At either end of the house thereisa
circular garden of roses, surrounded by box
bushes. It is probable that long ago these
bushes were kept trimmed into the form
of a neat circular hedge, but they have
been permitted to grow at random until
they have assumed the form of great round
masses, higher than a man’s shoulder.
Within these inclosures are various old-
fashioned roses, their names long since
forgotten, which seem to have taken
advantage of their secluded position to
develop an intensity of color markedly
greater than the roses in the more open
portions of the garden.

Thus one finds in Gay Mont a near
approach to that ideal of a home whose
spirit is cherished through generation
after generation. This is rare indeed in
America.

BELLE GROVE

John Prosser “took up” the Belle
Grove lands prior to 1670, and on April g
of that year sold them to Anthony Savage.
Intermediate deeds between 1670 and 1790
are not available, but on April 3, 1790,
Francis Conway and wife conveyed Belle
Grove to John Hipkins. He built the
original house, and on April 14, 1798,
settled the property by deed of gift upon
his son-in-law, William Bernard, and from

StoNE STEPS—BELLE GROVE
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DetaiL oF Doorway—BELLE GROVE

the latter the estate passed by various con-
veyances, through the ownership of the
families of Carolinus Turner and John
Tayloe Thornton, to its present posses-
sor, Mr. J. F. Jack, of Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia.

Like Gay Mont, the present dwelling is
much larger than the original house,
which only comprised the two-story por-
tion in the center of the building. It is
believed that the house built by John
Hipkins was erected in the period between
1790 and 1798, and that the symmetrical
one-story wings were added by Carolinus
Turner in 1839.

Belle Grove has one characteristic
wherein it differs from most of the other
houses in this region. It is set upon a high
bluff of the river bank, and the terraces of
its “water front” lead directly down to the
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WaTER FrRONT—BELLE GROVE

The several sets of circular stone steps
and the curious curved lines of the two-
story porches at the front of the house sug-
gest the quality of ingenuity in the
designer, and one regretfully admits a feel-
ing of disappointment at the discovery
that, seemingly, all effort at design was
expended on the exterior of the house.
Throughout the interior one finds that all

of the doors and windows are “‘trimmed”
with heavily molded casings and corner-
blocks. The spacious rooms are pleasantly
proportioned, but the well-designed man-
tels that one expectantly seeks are absent.
The interior, however, possesses some very
good ornamental plaster work, notably in
the molded cornice in the hall and in the
centers of several of the ceilings.

PLAN oF BELLE GRroOVE
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Some of these little churches contain
celebrated treasures,—witness that in the
Midi, which possessed a valuable relic of
St. Martin so generously given to the
Louvre by Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, under
circumstances known to all of us.

Thus it was with a profound sadness that
we learned of the destruction of the greater
part of the churches in those villages of
France which have been occupied by the
enemy. Among these, and one of the
loveliest of all, was the Church of Ablain
St. Nazaire, classed among the historic
monuments and now demolished by the
bombardment which accompanied the bat-
tle of Lorette.

The village of Ablain St. Nazaire lies at
the very foot of those heights where, dur-
ing the last eight months, almost every
day and every night, there have occurred
the most frightful combats. The church is
situated toward the extreme end of the
village, and I have long desired to visit it.

On the 13th of May my company
occupied a treach in the first line, lying
upon a little eminence which overlooked
the village. The position of the enemy had
been rendered excessively dangerous, and
at dawn we were scarcely surprised to note
that the village was on fire. The enemy was
covering its retreat which was being pushed
by our troops. QOur patrols could already
be seen moving among the first outlying
houses.

My quick wish to visit the village and
gain the church was shared by a comrade.
It was risky work, but our curiosity was
great. Jumping from the trenches, we
ran quickly down the slope, dodging the
shell-holes and picking our way among the
debris of equipment which had been re-
duced to hash by the machine-gun fire.
We arrived at the trenches which had been
deserted by the enemy, after having
worked our way through a double line of
barbed wire hung from iron standards.
An insupportable odor seemed literally to
take us by the throat, and left us no illu-
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sions as to what we were about to see—
but I pass over the details!

We bent our steps toward the main
street of the village, sheltering ourselves
behind the houses, for a desultory machine-
gun fire was still being kept up from Lo-
rette, and the balls flattened themselves
against the walls with a sharp noise like
the cracking of a whip.

Diable! Could we get as far as the
church? Descending again into the aban-
doned trenches, we picked up some Ger-
man newspapers; farther on, in the court-
yard of the Mairie, we come across a
battery, with an Austrian 54 pointed to-
ward our own trench. A great white lilac
in bloom masked its mouth. Lovely lilac!
Villainous cannon! I plucked a bloom.

The church was not far away now, and
I fingered my sketch-book as I thought of
the final realization of my hope. But alas!
two hundred meters farther on we came
face to face with a barrier of sand-bags
piled against an overturned wagon. A
sentinel mounted guard. “No passing!”
Balls whistled close by, and with the
greatest regret I was forced to turn back
without my sketch. We arrived in our
trench just before a peppering shell fire
set In.

But although I was not able to make for
the Journal a sketch of the church as it
appeared after the bombardment, I send
the pen-drawing of it as it was before the
war. And after all, perhaps it is just as
well that I failed in my attempt to make
the later sketch, for the church is so elegant
and so gracious that I am sure there are
many who would be reluctant to look upon
it as it now lies.

The clock tower is completely shot away,
and the whole fabric lies in ruins, the com-
plete extent of which I was, of course,
unable to learn.

Poor church! Will it ever be possible
to cure thee of thy wounds?

JEAN-PAUL ArLAaux
Near Arras, June 19, 19135.




Some Thoughts on Reading “The English
Parish Church”*

attractive little book, ‘“The English

Parish Church,” Doctor Cox starts
out by disarming much criticism, showing
his work throughout to be the labor of an
archeologist in love with his subject, rather
than that of a practising architect.

He looks at his subject to a great extent
through the spectacles of the poets and
romantic writers of the last century, credit-
ing the builders with all that enthusiasm
which the romancers describe as faith,—
he gives us no hint of any complications
caused by miscalculations nor of any work
which was torn down and rebuilt during
its original execution.

While he draws some lovely word-
sketches to augment some of the attrac-
tive half-tone views, showing the value
of the parish church as a beautiful feature
in the charming English landscape, he
smashes several of those fond sentimental
theories which we were wont to cherish
about the mysterious peep-holes like Iych-
noscopes, leper windows and such.

IN THE very modest preface to his

It is quite possible that England, as he
says, may be first in Christendom in the
number of her churches, but that they
have greater antiquity is reasonably open
to question.

The geologists have led us to suppose
that a large portion of what is now the
southern part of England and the north-
ern part of France was at one time the
bottom of the ocean, since the oélite or
organic limestone which underlies many
districts is recognized as composed of
compressed deep-sea-ooze and minute
shells, giving the appearance of fish-roe;
1t is of a variety of degrees of hardness,

*The English Parish Church, by J. Charles Cox,
L.L.D., F.S.A. Charles Scribner’s Sons, New York. 1915.
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easily worked and accounts for the abund-
ance of fine stonework. May it not be
that because when calcined it becomes such
an excellent building-cement, we owe, to
this quality in a large degree, the lasting
quality of these structures?

Perhaps, also, it was due to their partly
secular character and uses that the parish
churches in England escaped much of the
rage of the fanatical period of the Reforma-
tion. Possibly, also, it was owing to the
attachment of the people for the structure
itself as was shown by the inhabitants of
Glasgow, themselves reformers, when they
beat off the leaders of the Covenanter
movement who were attempting to burn
their cathedral.

Certainly the change of cult in England
was far less violent than in France where
fewer parish churches remain in their
original condition.

Still, the wonder is that, during the
Cromwellian period, in view of the neglect
they suffered when what were regarded as
papal forms of worship were suppressed,
so many survived that violent change of
thought, and with it the change of taste
which came in with the advent of the
House of Orange. The classical elegancies
of the Netherlands, so called by those who
reviled the works of the Middle Ages as
barbaric, came in at that period, while
about a century later the tables were
turned and the “Dutch” classic was
equally denounced as ungraceful and
clumsy, for in England the Renaissance,
in abandoning medieval forms, never took
on the graceful and delicate lines or
details that it did in France.

It is well known that the French and
Italian clergy, at and after the Conquest,
had no easy task to eradicate the existing
Celtic church and clergy and their teach-
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ing; indeed some traces of the influence
of this early church may be recognizable
in our own day and country as well as in
the British Isles. As the apse or chevet
termination to the chancel found so little
favor in England, we are led to think that,
like ‘““‘the new form of faith,” it was
pressed on the inhabitants by their con-
querors and with so little success that, as
the author in his admirable chapter on
the Plan shows, while there were apses
built prior to the conquest, yet these and
others built under Norman influence were
destroyed during a returning wave of
Celtic fervor in order to substitute a rec-
tangular end to the chancel. Indeed it is
interesting to note how far this feeling
was exerted. For instance, the Cathedral
of Laon, the building of which is known
to have been paid for by moneys collected
in England and the design and work very
possibly being by Englishmen having old
Saxon prejudices, is one of the few French
churches with a rectangular sanctuary.
Might it not be possible to trace in this an
old Aryan strain in the Celtic blood and
teaching scattered through the British
Isles?

Reference to the ‘“‘reconversion of Eng-
land in early Saxon days” would suggest
that the author regards the labor of the
Celtic missionaries and the early Church
established by Alban, Caed, and Dubricius
as heretical or schismatic!

It could hardly have been expected that
an English writer would have drawn the
plans at a decimal scale, but it is difficult
to understand why an arbitrary standard
such as one inch equaling twenty-five feet
has been adopted. One might have sup-
posed that so long as the inch is taken as a
standard it would have seemed more cus-
tomary to the English mind—sixteenths
being too cumbersome—to have divided
it into thirty-seconds.

Certainly some very odd results were
arrived at when architects of the early
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part of the nineteenth century undertook
to restore or beautify the medieval build-
ings, of which efforts the author’s remarks
show a very clear and keen estimate.

The subject of the differences and
changes in plans as affected by Anglo-
Saxon and Roman tradition is admirably
sketched, showing how vigorously the
pre-Conquest period clung to its forms,
but there is very little suggestion of the
energetic efforts of the Roman mission-
aries in routing out the Celtic church.

Here it might be asked if the author is
warranted in assuming that ‘‘throughout
Christendom the fundamental doctrines
of the faith and the outward expression of
them remained the same during the whole
of the medieval period?”” Perhaps he does
not think the movements such as that
headed by Arnold of Brescia in the early
part of the twelfth century, or that of the
Albigenses of about the same period, as
worthy of consideration. Possibly also
he does not regard Wicliffe or Huss as
coming within the medieval period.

While exploding the old legend of the
deviation of the chancel, it is a source of
some regret that no attention appears to
have been paid to the matter of exact
orientation In connection with the date
of dedication.

The plans shown would also lead us to
suppose that the old builders worked
strictly on right angles and straight lines.
Now it is pretty well recognized that
England acquired her building knowledge
from the Continent, and, as it has been
shown of late, mainly through the study
and demonstration of Professor Goodyear
of the lines of parts of some of the English
cathedrals and a great number of churches
on the Continent, one is led to believe that
had those who prepared the data for the
illustrations in this work thought it worth
while to make more than one measure-
ment of, for instance, the width of a nave,
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or had the wall angles tested or the walls
plumbed, some rather curious and inter-
esting characteristics of the early builders
might have been shown.

There seems to be very little doubt that
though the Romans are known to have
used the true arch in England, they appear
to have taken away with them, when they
left, the trick of building it, so that when
the Saxons got their foothold they fell
back on the traditions suggested by the
timber-construction brought by their fel-
low emigrants from Scandinavia. As
Murray says, “For the true Saxon Style
we ought perhaps to look to the Nor-
wegian wooden Churches.”

The angle substitute for the true arch,
which was evidently suggested by this
wood-construction followed up in stone,
is preserved in the well-known windows in
the Deerhurst tower. By the way, how we
should have liked to have had the author’s
views of the reason for the division wall
which was built up, midway in this tower’s
interior. Is it possible that this portion of
a Saxon tower was saved and a later work
built to it?

~ While Doctor Cox admits that there are
numerous examples of pre-Conquest work,
yet he jumps too quickly into twelfth-
century examples and causes some regret
in telling us nothing of the origin of these
forms and how they developed what is
called Anglo-Saxon.

As an example of “Saxon” building, it
is interesting to see offered the same old
view of the tower of Earl’s Barton, clearly
reproduced from the wood-cut used by
Fergusson, who acknowledged that he had
it from Britton.

Most probably on account of their
Teutonic ancestry, it is well known that
the English are almost fanatical in the
matter of classifying. How many books
have been written by elegant persons of
leisure on such subjects as the Cats of
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Cheshire, or the Lizards of Lancaster? To
such an extent has this pastime been
carried that it has been said there exists
in England neither an object nor idea
which cannot be classified.

While the author objects to calling an
entire period Jacobean and advocates a
Carolean subdivision, does he consider the
consequences? Since the next period has
been dubbed Cromwellian, we then should
have Williamnean, followed by the
accepted Georgian and Victorian, and
leading us to ask whether the next genera-
tion will see and know buildings which
will be designated as Albertian?

It is somewhat doubtful if the name
“Gothic” was attached in a spirit of
derision by those who regarded these
forms, which they associated with the
feudal period, as inelegant and unintelli-
gent, or, as Murray puts it in his intro-
duction to Christian architecture, because
“pretty much all the architecture within
certain limits of age and location in Europe
having been influenced by people of Gothic
rather than Roman blood should be known
as Gothic?”” Still it sometimes seems a
pity that the term used by the French,
“Ogival” as being more descriptive should
not have been adopted at the time of its
revival.

How Chaucer or Shakespeare would
have been surprised to have been informed
that they lived in Gothic houses or fre-
quented Gothic churches!

Language is such a wayward jade, so
continually does she get on a wrong scent,
that once designating a person, place or
thing by an unreasoning name it is often
impossible to set her aright. Thus while
she has classified English structures show-
ing pointed arches as Gothic, she does not
like to admit taking buildings of the Saxon
or Romanesque period into this class.

However, when one sees the absurd
results produced in buildings, furniture
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and monuments about the middle of the
eighteenth century under the influence of
such persons as Horace Walpole in an
attempt to restore the spirit of the Middle
Ages in lath and plaster at Strawberry Hill,
is it any wonder that these feeble efforts
were reviled as Gothic, but from an
entirely different viewpoint? In France
it has been claimed that its revival is not
popular since it recalls, as is thought,
memories of the Feudal period.

The English, on the other hand, having
fixed on a specified form of church as the
official national cult, though unofficially
associated to a large extent with the
Gotbhic style, even their secular structures
erected on those lines have been conse-
quently regarded as ecclesiastical build-
ings, wherever English is spoken.

Notwithstanding the romantic glamor
and the feeling of picturesqueness which
has been thrown around the Middle Ages
by the literature of the past three centuries,
there seems to have been, since the time of
the Renaissance, a certain undercurrent of
aversion to the earlier and purer archi-
tectural forms of that period, and a con-
stant effort to return nearer to the hori-
zontal in openings,’in roofs, and in gables.

A strong plea is made for the revival of
what has been classified as perpendicular,
and some of the most popular and promi-
nent architects of our own time have been
using it in what might well be criticised as
a far too servile manner of designing many
important educational buildings. Clearly
this shows that the pointed openings and
high-pitched roof of the earlier styles, not
to mention their more ideal lines and
details, are unsuitable to the mechanical
demands of today, leading one to ask, in
this day when iron and concrete dominate
building, why design in “perpendicular,”
“Doric” or any other style?

In America “pointed” architecture in
its purity never seems to have been very
popular, although perhaps some bastard
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and feeble imitations of it have achieved
a certain favor; still there has always been
a craving, even in churches, for something
of the classic styles, which may account for
the favor with which the latest of the
English pointed styles has appealed to
Americans.

In the present day, however, some of the
most prominent architects appear to have
discovered that the perpendicular, the
later and more mechanical development of
the pointed style, is the only one suitable
for churches and colleges, disregarding the
lines of the earlier and purer types.

We wonder how it is that so little is
said about the difference of roof-pitch in
the earlier and later churches, how it is
that no attention is paid to the surmise
that where the roof of every early church
most likely had a steep pitch, the ends of
the rafters bearing on the wall probably
became decayed. In many instances these
dropped down to a flatter pitch, as appears
by the weatherings of abutting roofs which
show on the many outer tower walls, thus
indicating the steeper pitch of the earlier
roof.

In the handsome, though rather late,
hammerbeam roof at Needham Market,
the tie-rod has passed unnoticed; now as
tie-rods were not usually part of the
original design in such roofs, it is reasonable
to suppose this is a modern precautionary
addition, which raises the question: Was
it found necessary on account of the faulty
construction of the walls, the timberwork

or changing the material of the roofing
to lead?

It is quite as difficult to understand why
under the chapters treating of plans so
many prints of interiors are shown as to
know why so many interiors appear in the
chapter treating of locations and sur-
roundings.

Under the head of Materials something
should have been said about glass and as
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to when it was introduced, which a search
for grooves in the jambs or tracery might
reveal. Also, would not a few memoranda
of where the early glass might be found in
situ, and where it was probably made,
have been well worth while?

It would have been very interesting had
more dates been given with the illustra-
tions and some idea expressed as to the
quality of workmanship in different locali-
ties. The lack of system or of chronological
order in which the abundance of excellent
half-tone prints appears is a real source of
regret.

Would it not have been a great addition
to this excellent Iittle work had the author,
at least to the American Edition, added a
small map of England showing the coun-
ties? Also, since the matter of classifica-
tion is held so important, a copy of what
is known as Rickman’s Chronological
Table as it appears in Parker’s Glos-
sary, or even the more condensed form
given by Murray, would have been most
useful.

At Maplewood, Durham, and Sandon,
Essex, is shown an example of tracery
done in brick about the beginning of the
seventeenth century. This, to the Ameri-
can student, is particularly interesting
from the fact that within a few years there-
after, the brick church at Smithfield Isle,
in Wight County, Virginia, was known to

have been built under the direction of the
English engineer of the colony. The tracery
of the large east window, still existing, was
of the same construction and material,
asin the English churches above mentioned,
showing how strongly the medieval tradi-
tions held and were even transported to
the new country.

It is pleasant to find mention made of
the efforts of the venerable Cambridge
Camden Society, under whose guidance
and the very complete working drawings
sent out by it about the middle of the last
century to some enthusiastic gentlemen
near Philadelphia, was built the Parish
Church of St. James the Less (a replica
of the early English Saint Michael’s,
Long Stanton, Cambridgeshire), perhaps
the purest example of an early English
church in the United States, and at the
same time about the most unsuited for the
needs of the nineteenth century as can
well be imagined.

In the midst of all the painstaking list-
ing of so many interesting examples of
variations in structure and arrangement
of parts it is refreshing to find the author,
so to speak, letting himself out for a holi-
day to enjoy the simple and quiet locali-
ties and the picturesque manner in which
the church and the landscape seem to fit
each other, a manner so well understood
for instance by old John Constable, in the
vale of Dedham. C.

The Special Meeting of the Institute at New York City
on August 5th Next

The September Journal will contain a full account of the Special Meeting of the
Institute of which due notice has been sent to all members and an announcement of
which has already appeared in previous issues of the Journal,
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The First Award of the Collaborative Prize of the
A.I. A. to the Students of the American

Academy

N the admirable report of the Com-
mittee on Allied Arts to the Forty-
seventh Convention at New Orleans,

there occurred some memorable phrases.
The committee recommended, first, that
the suggestion for the establishment of the
prize, as made to the previous Convention,
be made a definite instruction. This was
done, in so far as possible, by a resolution
instructing the Board to establish the prize
out of any available funds.

But the report of the committee con-
tained the following hopes:

“That it may be instructed to define the
arts belonging to the allied arts group;”
that every means be employed “to spread
abroad, as a fundamental Institute prin-
ciple, the belief that sympathetic, intelli-
gent codperation among the allied arts is,
and always has been, the only sure road to
a worthy architecture in any age or any
land,” and that the whole membership of
the Institute would unite “in sounding a
warning against architectural specialism,
and by shouting, whenever and wherever
possible, the slogan of its Allied Arts
Committee—CoLLABORATION!"’

The prize was urged upon the grounds
that collaborative work was indispensable;
that such work was not possible in the
schools of architecture in this country, and
that the American Academy in Rome was
the one institution where American stu-
dents of architecture, painting, and sculp-
ture could intelligently and sympatheti-
cally undertake a collaborative problem.
These impressions were thoroughly justi-
fied by the fact that while the winning
design in the present instance was a worthy
piece of collaborative work, the other two
lacked unity and harmony, emphasizing in

in Rome

the highest degree the vital necessity of
such work as a part of the student’s
education.

For purposes of broadening the experi-
ence of all the students, the collaborators
were drawn from different classes, as
follows:

First-year architect.
Second-year painter.
Third-year sculptor.

Second-year architect.
Third-year painter.
First-year sculptor.

Third-year architect.
First-year painter.
Second-year sculptor.

A more admirable plan could scarcely be
conceived, since it affords a variety of
experience which would be possible in no
other way.

Thus one hope of the Committee on
Allied Arts has been fulfilled. Collabora-
tion is recognized as a fundamental prin-
ciple of the Institute. Perhaps the greatest
value of a great principle lies less in the
well-founded hope of a future betterment
than in the opportunity it offers for labor
without thought of either time or reward.
Art is long—it could not be were it other-
wise; and yet it will not be so many years
before we shall begin to note the germinal
processes of the effort which the prize will
yearly call forth. Imperceptibly there will
flow back to this country a stream of
experience which, dividing itself again and
again, here and there, will emerge as the
source of ever more and more streams,
until an intelligent knowledge of collabora-
tive work in art shall have taken deep root
and be ready to put forth its fruit.
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The New Standard Documents: II*

By WILLIAM STANLEY PARKER

5. Arrangement of General Conditions.

The First Edition of the Standard Documents
was unsatisfactory to many in the arrangement of
the general conditions. The sixty-three articles
were arranged under five main headings as follows:

Drawings and Specifications.

Materials and Workmanship, and their In-
spection.

Financial Relations

The Architect.

The Contractor.

The question at once arises—where is the Owner?
His rights and responsibilities are principally defined
under “Financial Relations;” certain others are
covered elsewhere as in Articles 12, 42, and 57.

“The Architect” is the caption for only four of
the sixty-three Articles, Articles 39 to 42 inclusive,
while in reality a majority of the articles deal to
some extent with the Architect’s duties.

Similarly, certain of the Contractor’s duties are
embodied in almost all of the first forty-two Articles,
although only the last twenty-one fall under the
general heading, “The Contractor.”

It will be evident that, while certain matters
group themselves logically under the first three
headings, the last two cannot be used successfully
as headings under which to group all matters relat-
ing to the Contractor and the Architect respectively.
There would be little left for the other headings.

An arrangement of the General Conditions based
on the subject matter of each paragraph, as sug-
gested by the first three headings of the First
Edition, regardless of its relation to the Owner,
Architect, or Contractor, permits of bringing to-
gether those matters that are closely related in
actual practice, and affords therefore easier refer-
ence in actual use. The attempt to adhere to the
other scheme of arangement in the First Edition led
to a scattering of many items that are really closely
related, with a resultant sense of confusion to any-
one endeavoring to look up a particular point. A
single reference will sufficiently indicate this. In the
First Edition the relations of the Contractor to
other contractors employed by the Owner on the
work, are covered in Articles 37, 48, and 63. In the
Second Edition they are all covered in one article,
41, except that in the preceding Article 40, the
method of settlement for damages between them is
determined.

* A previous article appeared in the Journal for July.

In the First Edition only the five general headings
were given. In the Second Edition the reverse was
decided on, and a brief title has been given to each
Article. This greatly facilitates reference. It was
felt to be undesirable to print any general headings.
The logic of the new arrangement may be illus-
trated, however, by the following list of headings
under which the articles naturally fall:

A. The Work: Its scope, inspection, and cor-
rection. Articles 1 to 16 inclusive.

B. Protection Against Damage: To the work,
to property, to persons, insurance. Arti-
cles 17 to 22 inclusive.

C. Allowances and Extras. Articles 23 to 25
inclusive.

D. Financial: Payments, liens. Articles 26 to
29 inclusive.

E. Specific Duties of the Contractor, i.e., Per-
mits, Royalties and Patents, Care of
Premises, Cleaning Up, Cutting and
Patching. Articles 30 to 34 inclusive.

F. Claims: For delay, default, damage. Arti-
cles 35 to 39 inclusive.

G. Separate Contractors.
inclusive.

H. Sub-Contractors. Articles 43 and 44.

I. Arbitration. Article 45.

Articles 40 to 42

Throughout the preparation of the Second
Edition, there has been a consistent effort to sim-
plify and abbreviate the phraseology of the new
Articles so far as was consistent with lucidity; evi-
dence indicated that the length of the First Edition
alone militated against its use in relatively small
contracts, which, however, need well-drawn general
conditions quite as much as larger undertakings.
Including about 9oo words of new matter, the Second
Edition contains just over 6,000 words, and is about
350 words shorter than the First.

Equitable relations, clearly expressed, are so
essential even to small contracts that the new docu-
ment ought gradually to come into general use, as
its terms become familiarly understood and its
value as a standard document appreciated.

6. Old Articles Omitted.

The following notes will be grouped according to
the order of the new articles. After the title of the
Article will be found the numbers of the Articles
of the First Edition which treat of the same sub-
ject. In some cases, the old Articles have referred
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to two subjects which are now treated in different
Articles. More often several of the old Articles have
been combined into one of the new Articles. Three
of the old Articles, numbered 5, 13, and 54, have
been omitted entirely, and, since they therefore
would find no place under the title of any new
Article, will be referred to here.

Article 5 gives preference to figured dimensions
and large-scale drawings. This would manifestly
be of use only in case of a discrepancy. A careless
error in a figure might easily create an absurdity,
however, that would make it impossible to follow
the figured dimension. Similarly with large- and
small-scale drawings, which are declared by Article
2 to be complementary. A discrepancy, in figures
alone for instance, may exist between the two, with
the small-scale drawing manifestly giving the cor-
rect information, while such an article as old Article
5 would direct the contractor to follow the large-
scale drawing. This might be equally true of other
information on the drawings as well as of figured
dimensions. It seemed better to leave all such
questions to be answered as they arise rather than
to attempt to answer them in advance, with the
resultant possibilities of further error. In new Article
11 the Contractor is instructed to study the draw-
ings, and report discrepancies to the Architect who,
according to Article 10, shall make decisions on all
such questions. One architect has, I believe, felt it
desirable to state that in any discrepancy between
plans and specifications, the specifications small
take precedence. This would also appear liable to
the falsity of all generalities, which should be used
with the greatest caution, if at all.

Article 13 calls particular attention to certain
persons,—*“the clerk of the works” and “‘a superin-
tendent,” who have no authority to order changes
in the work. It seemed wiser to leave this matter
with the statement, embodied in new Article 10,
that all orders relating to the execution of the
work are to be issued by the Architect. Orders from
a clerk of the works or a superintendent, while
frequently accepted as a matter of course in the
ordinary progress of the work, are liable to involve
unforseen results, and should be given, as well as
received, with careful scrutiny, and the contractor
should take care to get confirmation in writing, as
provided in Article 11, of any such orders that seem
likely to involve a departure from the plans or
specifications which it might be expensive if not
impossible to correct later.

Article 54 calls upon the Contractor to make
reports on progress when required. Such reports are
customary in varying degree according to the type
of work and if a Contractor refuses to give reason-
able information of this sort, the situation will
probably need more drastic action than is afforded

by this Article and which is afforded under other
clauses defining the Architect’s authority. It would
appear of hardly more value than to state that the
Contractor should answer promptly all letters from
the Architect.

Portions of other Articles have been omitted, but
these may be readily noted by a comparison of the
new Articles with the old Articles, to which reference
is made by numbers after the titles; and if important
will be specifically referred to in the following notes:

7. The New Articles of the General Conditions.

In order to differentiate clearly, the Articles of
the First Edition will be referred to as old Articles,
and those of this Second Edition as Articles or new
Articles. The text of the Articles will not be re-
peated here for lack of space.

Article 1. Principles and Definitions. (Cf. old Arti-
cles 1 and 2.)

This Article is new, and was developed in order
to afford a place for certain generalities which govern
the interpretation of all the General Conditions, and
which therefor properly find themselves grouped at
the beginning,

Paragraph a, Enumerating the Contract Docu-
ments, is taken from old Article 1.

Paragraph b is a note appearing at the head of the
old Agreement, somewhat amplified.

Paragraph ¢ stating the Contractor’s responsi-
bility for the acts of his Sub-Contractors, recites
briefly an important fact that is definitely stated in
Article 43, but which is so fundamental that it
seemed desirable to state it also at the very outset
of the Document.

Paragraph d, definition of Sub-Contractor, ap-
peared to be necessary in view of the attention paid
to Sub-Contractors in Articles 43 and 44. It is by
no means as simple as it is brief, involving a very
fine distinction between two classes of material
men. The object of Article 44, as will be further
explained later, is to bring all Sub-Contractors under
the control of a single set of General Conditions,
which shall be the same conditions by which the
General Contractor is controlled, with such varia-
tions as are necessary to make them fit the circum-
stances of asub-contract. It becomes desirable, there-
fore, to be able to determine whether a person is or
is not a Sub-Contractor within the meaning of the
term as used in the Documents. Hence this defini-
tion.

The difficulty seems to lie in determining which
material men should rightly fall under this classifi-
cation. The definition “includes one who furnishes
material, even though he does no work.” Taken
broadly then, the man from whom the Contractor
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buys a padlock for the shanty door is a Sub-Con-
tractor. Is this true or even desirable? The defini-
tion, however, “includes only those having a direct
contract with the Contractor.” This phrase would
appear to exclude, as was intended, sub-sub-con-
tractors who only indirectly have contractual rela-
tions with the General Contractor. Does it also
exclude persons having no contract at all with the
Contractor, such as those who furnish material as
merchants, selling on the open market without
regard to or interest in the use or destination of the
material; as, for instance, in the case of sand, or
miscellaneous orders of rough lumber or rough hard-
ware. Some have expressed the opinion that any-
one who supplies material, in whatever manner or
degree, is properly a sub-contractor, and should be
brought under the control and given the support of
the General Conditions. This seems to the writer
neither practicable nor desirable. Under Article
44, the Contractor agrees to bind his Sub-Contrac-
tors according to certain provisions there stated. To
attempt to make him purchase lanterns for his
barricades, or a keg of nails, in accordance with such
provisions, seems manifestly undesirable and im-
practicable. There are many major material men,
however, who normally would and properly should
be bound by the conditions pertaining to a sub-con-
tract, such as those who furnish structural steel or
cut-stone but do no erection or setting.

The proper regulation of the relations between
the Contractor and his Sub-Contractors is desirable
from the point of view not only of the Contractor
and the Sub-Contractors, but also of the Owner, and
obviously involves rights as well as duties for the
Sub-Contractor. A person who shares none of the
responsibilities of the Contract should share none
of the privileges afforded by the conditions of the
Contract. The type of minor material man referred
to above is in such a position, and may well be dis-
regarded as a Sub-Contractor. The person, however,
who performs work, whether material or labor, under
the particular conditions of a given Contract, and
subject to specific penalties for failure to perform as
agreed, should be given specific protection if he does
perform faithfully, and this would seem to be a fair
measure of his status as a Sub-Contractor, so called.
It may be that there are local or state laws which
otherwise define a Sub-Contractor, and it would
seem well for the different Chapters to study their
local laws in this regard.

The definition of a Sub-Contractor is new to the
Standard Documents, and is worthy of study, out
of which can surely come a definite answer. The
meaning of the present clause seems to depend on the
meaning of the words, “a direct contract.” Facts
bearing on this matter would be of assistance to the
committee in their study of the proper phraseology
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of this definition, if any change from the present be
found desirable.

The remaining paragraphs of Article 1 need only
passing reference.

Paragraph g is made to agree with the provisions
of paragraph d.

Paragraph b is a part of old Article 2. The other
paragraphs are new but self-explanatory.

Article 2. Execution, Correlation and Intent of
Documents. (Cf. old Articles 1 and 2.)

The new Article requires that the Contract
Documents be signed in duplicate. Old Article 1
required only a single signed set of the Contract
Documents, to be held by the Architect. Customa-
rily this only applied to the drawings, as the written
Document has usually been signed in duplicate, one
copy being held by each party, a third sometimes
being signed for the use of the Architect in case he
did not retain the Owner’s copy, as is frequently
done. The custom of having only one set of signed
plans has been objected to by Contractors, and it
certainly conforms to good business usage that
these also should be signed in duplicate. The diffi-
culty for the Architect is to get even one set properly
signed, not to mention two; but there can be no
doubt of the value of complete and properly iden-
tified Contract Documents. As provided for in Arti-
cle 7, one of the signed sets remains permanently the
property of the Contractor.

The identification of the Documents by the Archi-
tect, in case of failure of the parties to sign as re-
quired, has given rise to considerable discussion.
Some felt that no alternative to proper signatures
should be permitted. It was felt to be inevitable,
however, that plans would by no means always be
signed, and that if any question arose there must be
some means of determining on which plans the con-
tract was originally based. Manifestly no one but the
Architectcando this. For thisreason the earlierdrafts
included the provision that his identification should
be final and not subject to any arbitration. This
was finally eliminated on the ground that if his iden-
tification was not accepted by the parties in dispute,
it probably would by by any court or board of arbi-
trators to whom the matter might be referred, and
the decision on this point might reasonably be in-
cluded in the decision of the whole matter in dispute.
It is difficult to see, however, how even an omniscient
judge could determine such a matter of fact with-
out the help of the Architect who created the Docu-
ments.

In the second paragraph the third sentence is
new. It provides that materials or work to be fur-
nished must be “covered by or properly inferable
from” the specifications or else distinctly noted on
the plans as being required. A notable instance of
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the need of such a clause was cited to the committee.
A sidewalk lift was indicated on the plan, but no
details shown, and no mention of any elevator at all
in the specifications. No information being given
as to the capacity or type, it was obviously impos-
sible to estimate its cost, and the Contractor, in
estimating the building, very properly assumed that
it was to be furnished by the Owner under some
other contract. A lift was nevertheless demanded,
and, | believe, finally furnished by the Contractor.
Such discrepancies should manifestly not exist in
Documents sent out for estimates, and if they do
exist the Contractor should be protected against
imposition, even if it does make rougher the way of
the careless Architect.

The last paragraph is also new but sufficiently
self-explanatory.

Article 3. Detail Drawings and Instructions. (Cf.
old Articles 3, 43, and 50.)

The first paragraph states that the Architect is
to furnish all additional drawings and other instruc-
tions needed for carrying on the work, the relation
these instructions must have to the original con-
tract documents, and also the Contractor’s obliga-
tion to do work only in accordance therewith. (Cf.
old Articles 3 and 50.)

The Architect is called upon to furnish this
additional information “with reasonable prompt-
ness,” which obviously permits a claim for delay by
the Contractor if he fails to do so. Much very just
complaint is made by Contractors of the dilatory
methods of Architects, which not infrequently result
in financial loss as well as inconvenience to the Con-
tractor. In the matter of providing necessary in-
formation, the Architect is an essential factor in the
progress of the work, and he should be as prompt in
providing it as he will doubtless expect the Contrac-
tor to be in executing the work, and the Contractor
should be properly protected from the results of
delays caused by the Architect.

The second paragraph deals with the preparation
of schedules of progress (cf. old Articles 3 and 43),
but arranges for these to be prepared at the re-
quest of either the Contractor or the Architect, and
by the Contractor and the Architect acting jointly,
instead of “by the Contractor in consulation with
the Architect.” Such schedules, so far as they may
be made to fit conditions, assist in the orderly prog-
ress of the work, and tend to obviate delays which
are always expensive to somebody and generally
to the Contractor. For this reason it was felt that
the Contractor should have just as much right to
- request these schedules for his own protection, as
the Architect, who alone, in the old Articles, had
this privilege. Any such schedule must be subject
to adjustment to fit the actual progress of the work,

but, when so adjusted, it forms a clear basis for the
Architect to follow in preparing his drawings. If
no schedule is prepared, he will proceed in the usual
way, and the Owner is protected against unjust
claims by the Contractor by Article 35 (Delays),
which prevents any such claim until two weeks
after demand is made for the information.

This Article is one of those which bring together
matters that are closely related but which, in the
First Edition, were widely separated.

Article 4. Copies Furnished. (Cf. old Article 4.)

Old Article 4 provided for a limited number of
drawings to be furnished free to the Contractor,
additional copies to be paid for by him. This smacks
of the amusing fallacy, frequently appearing in
specifications, that, while the Owner is to pay for
certain things, the Contractor must pay for certain
other things. In an old form of insurance clause it
is stated that the Owner will take out and pay for
the fire insurance, but at the end of the job will
charge the Contractor with half the total premium.
So here, the Owner was to pay for part of the neces-
sary drawings and the Contractor for the rest,—into
one pocket out of the other. Obviously the Owner
is to pay the necessary costs of his undertaking,
and this should be done in the simplest way. The
Owner pays the Architect for making the drawings.
Let him pay the Architect for all necessary repro-
ductions also rather than force the Contractor to
estimate, or guess, how much to include for a spe-
cial charge of this sort.

The new Article recognizes this as the reasonable
method to pursue in general, but arranges for modi-
fying provisions where special conditions make them
desirable. The Architect must of course settle, in
his agreement with the Owner, the number of repro-
ductions of drawings that he is to furnish without
extra charge, and the fact that additional ones shall
be charged at cost; this however is the simplest and
most direct method.

Article 5. Shop Drawings. (Cf. old Article 7.)

The new Article embodies only slight changes.
“Schedules” are added, and two corrected copies
are to be furnished the Architect instead of one, to
enable him to send one to the job for the use of the
Clerk of the Works, if necessary. In addition to
these two, the Contractor is to furnish such other
copies as may be needed.

Reference to models and templates is omitted.
Templates, where necessary, would be made by the
Contractor, as a matter of course; and models are
better provided for in the specifications.

The Architect is required to pass on shop draw-
ings “with reasonable promptness,” and the Con-
tractor is relieved from responsibility for deviations
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from original drawings and specifications only in
case he has called them to the attention of the
Architect.

Article 6. Drawings and Specifications on the
Work. (Cf. old Article 4.)

There is no change in the substance of this pro-
vision from that embodied in the last sentence of
old Article 4.

Article 7. Ownership of Drawings and Models.
(Cf. Old Article 6.)

There is no essential change in this Article except
that the Contractor may retain his original signed
set of the Contract Documents. This is desirable
from a practical standpoint on account of mainten-
ance work which may require reference to the draw-
ings. It is also proper that the Contractor should
retain evidence of what he was required to do, since
dispute may arise in regard to his performance.

Article 8. Samples. (Cf. old Article 55.)

This is substantially the same in effect as the
provisions of old Article 55. The first sentence has
been criticised as being too broad, permitting an
Architect to “direct” elaborate samples, and put an
undue expense on the Contractor, the contention
being that all samples desired should be specified.
The committee felt that where special samples would
be required, they would generally be particularly
mentioned in the specifications, but that for many
minor samples no mention would be apt to be made.
A brief general clause seemed desirable, therefore,
which is intended to be amplified by the specifica-
tions. References to the number of samples of each
kind and their labels were omitted on account of the
wide variety of samples and the impracticability of
any uniformity in their submission.

Article 9. The Architect’s Status. (Cf. old Articles
40, 41, and 42.)

The first sentence regarding general supervision
by the Architect is a direct statement of what is
obviously implied in the old Articles.

The second sentence, relating to the Architect as
the agent of the Owner, is somewhat changed from
the old form. According to old Article 40, the Archi-
tect was the agent of the Owner only in structural
emergencies and in special instances where author-
ized by the Owner so to act. This paragraph seemed
to neglect the fact that by the terms of the General
Conditions the Architect was made the special
agent of the Owner in connection with many of his
duties therein noted. It is pretty generally con-
ceded that the Architect must not be considered a
general agent of the Owner, which would give him
power to change the terms of the contract; but that
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he must be considered the spectal agent of the Owner
with power to direct the execution of the contract
according to its terms. The second sentence of the
new Article states this fact clearly, noting also the
possibility of the Architect being authorized to act
as the Owner's agent in special instances not em-
braced in the original terms of the contract. It also
permits the Contractor to request proof of the
Architect’s authority so to act if he so desires. His
action in structural emergencies is omitted here,
and is covered in new Article 18, under which it will
be discussed. In certain cases the General Condi-
tions confer upon the Architect powers even greater
than those of an agent in that he can control the acts
of the Owner himself. In new Articles 36 and 37, for
instance, the Owner cannot do work or terminate
the Contractor’s employment unless the Architect
certifies that the neglect of the Contractor furnishes
adequate cause for such action. The Articles are
carefully worded to denote the exact limits of the
authority of the Architect, and should be carefully
studied with this point in mind.

The third sentence, relating to authority to stop
the work, is almost identical with the first sentence
of old Article 41. The balance of this old Article 41
is covered in new Article 18, relating to emergencies.

The second paragraph of new Article g is sub-
stantially the same as old Article 42, relating to the
termination of the employment of the Architect.

Article 10. The Architect’s Decisions. (Cf. old Arti-
cles 39 and 40.)

Supplementing the statement in the first sen-
tence of Article 9, that “the Architect shall have
general supervision and direction of the work,” this
Article provides that the Architect shall make
decisions on all claims by either party to the Con-
tract and on all other matters relating to the work,
such decisions to be made “within a reasonable
time.” This states directly what is implied in old
Article 39

These decisions are the necessary first steps in
all such matters, and to this extent the Article
merely states generally accepted custom. The
second sentence of Article 10, however, varies from
the provision of old Article 39 in that it provides
that, “except as may be otherwise expressly pro-
vided in or appended to these General Conditions,
or as particularly set forth in the specifications, all
the Architect’s decisions are subject to arbitration.”
Old Article 39 stated that, except where expressly
provided to the contrary, all such decisions were
final and binding on both parties.

This latter provision is one that has persisted in
the specifications of many Architects and to which
Contractors have consistently objected. There has
been a growing tendency, however, for Architects
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to recede from this position of dictator as being a
logically untenable one, and one that does more harm
psychologically than it does good practically.

The number of actual arbitrations is so small as
to be almost negligible, and the evidence of those
who for years have permitted arbitration of all
decisions, leads one to the opinion that trouble,—
and arbitration in only the culmination, not the
cause of trouble,—is the result of methods and con-
ditions of business quite as much as mere contract
terms, and unfair contract terms can create funda-
mental conditions that tend to stimulate the very
trouble the terms were drawn to prevent.

Many a horse will carry you safely with loose
reins, that will put you in the ditch under a curb bit,
and it is safe to say that the attempt on the part of
Owners to get a “strangle-hold” on Contractors by
one-sided contracts, is responsible for much of the
attitude of those Contractors who aim to dodge all
contract responsibilities as far as they are able.

A building contract, just as much as any other
contract, should be an evenly balanced agreement,
and not one in which one party is put in the power
of the representative of the other. It is proper to
argue that in his decisions an Architect should, and
doubtless usually does, act with impartiality; but
it requires a superman to interpret his own Docu-
ments from the point of view of a third party, and
to be absolutely uninfluenced by the interests of
his employer. But under such conditions the work
would doubtless march to a satisfactory conclusion
on a mere verbal understanding. Standard general
conditions must be drawn on the assumption that
they are needed to protect each party to the Con-
tract from the intentional as well as the uninten-
tional deviations of the other.

Those who object to arbitration claim it to be
unsatisfactory, because it leads generally to a com-
promise. Yet few suits are brought in courts of law
where the full judgment desired is obtained by the
party that wins. The very fact of an honest differ-
ence of opinion makes probably reasonable a recog-
nition of partial right on each side. That genial
knight, Sir Roger de Coverley, the accepted arbitral
court of his county for many personal disputes, was
wont to pacify, if not completely satisfy, both dis-
putants with his suave verdict that “much could be
said on both sides,” and in view of the complica-
tions generally existant in building disputes it is
within the bounds of probability that the same ver-
dict would generally hold true.

The submission of improper claims to arbitration
must be discouraged, and this is done in the new
Article through the possible award of costs and even
damages against the loser.

It has been said by one who objects to the prin-
ciple of general arbitration of the Architect’s decis-
ions, that with a fussy client or an intractable Con-
tractor it would be necessary to have a permanent
arbitration board, active throughout the Contract.
This is a prophecy that finds no substantiation in the
past experience of those who have worked for years
under such conditions. It is the firm belief, on the
other hand, of those who favor general arbitration,
that the mere attitude of willingness to parley on
matters of difference of opinion will reduce the ten-
dency to truculence on the part of Contractors. The
only positive way to put a stop to bad building con-
ditions is for Contractors to refuse to figure for
Architects who are found to be unjust, and for
Architects to refuse to invite bids from Contractors
who are found to be “crooked.” Such blacklisting
would soon work its cure.

In the new Standard Documents, therefore, it is
felt that the Institute takes the high ground of
equity, leaving to individual Architects the oppor-
tunity, by specific exceptions, to travel in such val-
leys of expedience as their own honest judgment or
their client’s demands may direct.

The relation of arbitration of building disputes
to the courts is still somewhat unsettled. In some
states, the courts refuse to consider binding a general
agreement to arbitrate, in that it robs the courts of
their rightful jurisdiction; at the same time they
hold valid a clause by which the parties to a contract
agree to arbitrate some specific matters. There
appears to be a tendency, however, toward approv-
ing the arbitration of technical disputes as being the
logical method of arriving at a just verdict, based on
expert opinion rather than the emotions of an in-
expert jury. The tendency seems also to be toward
insisting that the parties arbitrate their disputes
where they have agreed to do so and for the courts
to uphold the verdicts of such arbitrations unless
some fraud is found in the proceedings. Here again,
however, it would seem wise for the various Chapters
to study their local and state laws, with a view to
finding out if there is any legal conflict with this
Article 10,

[Eprror’s NoTE—To be continued in the Journal
for September.]
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GEORGE B. FORD, (M.), AssociaTe EpiTor

The Ellen Wilson Memorial Homes
To Be Erected at Washington, D. C.

T IS now generally known that the late
I wife of the President displayed a
deep interest in the elimination of the
evils existing in the alley dwellings in
Washington, D. C. In these quarters,
unseen by the general public, 12,000 people
live under conditions which are unsanitary
and immoral in the highest degree. The
evil has touched not only those forced to
live there, but has reacted on the life of the
entire city, seriously influencing its death
rate and detracting from the general wel-
fare and attractiveness of the capital city.
When Mrs. Wilson understood the alley
situation, she determined to do what she
could to secure, by legislation or otherwise,
the removal of this blot on the city’s life,
and, after unceasing effort, and in fulfill-
meant of her last request, a bill was passed
by Congress converting all habitable alleys
into minor streets, and otherwise providing
for the amelioration of the existing con-
ditions.

-To fittingly emphasize this and the many
other quiet and unobtrusive activities in
which Mrs. Wilson was engaged during her
all too short life in Washington, the Dis-
trict of Columbia section of the Women’s
Department of the National Civic Federa-
tion has planned to build a block of model
dwellings, to be known as the Ellen Wilson
Memorial Homes, the objects of which are,
first to erect a memorial that will per-
petuate the humanitarian work which Mrs.
Wilson did during her life in the White
House; second, to provide clean, healthy
houses for the poor of Washington,
replacing the unsanitary alley hovels;

third, to build in the National Capital, a
block of model dwellings which will be a
vital part of the beautiful city that is being
built there; fourth, for the people of the
United States to furnish an example and
inspiration for proper housing; and fifth, to
offer an opportunity which will appeal to
those who wish to be philanthropic, but are
not always able to give without receiving
a safe return.

The plans are being drawn by Schenck
& Mead, Architects, of New York. The
walls are to be of brick, bonded in a man-
ner to give a variety of surface and texture.
The long roof lines, which might otherwise -
become monotonous, will be broken by the
gables of the five-room houses and by
various projecting bays.

There are to be 130 of the little houses,
providing for 250 families, with an esti-
mated capacity of 1,000 people. These
houses are to consist of different types, for
families of various sizes and tastes, from
the two-room flat, in which a man and
wife with child up to three years may live
comfortably, to the ideal family house of
five rooms,—a kitchen, living-room, a bed-
room for the parents, one for the boys, and
one for the girls; while ranging between
these are the three- and four-room flats.
Closing the view at the ends of the rows of
houses, which usually presents a vista of
wash-lines, is a row of shops, with flats
above, for the market, the apothecary,
grocer, cobbler, and others who cater to
the needs of everyday life; all these shops
are to be run on a codperative basis.

The block will contain a playground,
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assisted by a trained nurse who will have
charge of the hospital and day nursery.

The total cost of the buildings will be
approximately $350,000, the rentals of the
houses ranging from $7.50 to $17.50 per
month, according to the size. These
estimates provide for a return of approxi-
mately 915 per cent on the investment.
(See renting and cost schedules.)

The plans have been presented to Presi-
dent Wilson, who has gone over them care-
fully and given them his hearty approval;
he is much gratified with the undertaking.
The Act of Incorporation of the Ellen
Wilson Memorial Homes passed March 4,
1915, the incorporators being:

George Foster Peabody
Hugh C. Wallace
Arthur Jeffrey Parsons
Walter S. Ufford
Archibald Hopkins

Julia C. Lathrop

Grace V. Bicknell

Charlotte Everett Hop-
kins

This body, in turn, elected the following
Directors, who, under the act, are author-
ized to manage the finances, pay the
dividends, and, in conjunction with a com-
mittee of the Women’s Department of the
National Civic Federation, will manage the
business affairs of the corporation.

Mrs. Wm. Cumming  Miss Clara Farrar-

Story Smith
Mrs. Joseph Lamar Mrs. J. Borden Harri-
Stanton C. Pecle man

Gen. W. C. Gorgas
Miss Julia C. Lathrop
Mrs. J. Nota McGill
Murs. Hugh C. Wallace
Mrs. Richard Wainright

Miss Anne Morgan

Mr. H. K. Willard

Mrs. Abram Simon

Mr. A. J. Parsons

Mrs. Archibald Hopkins

The following Advisory Board, was also
chosen:

Hon. and Mrs. Thomas Marshall

Hon. and Mrs, Wm. Jennings Bryan
Hon. and Mrs. Franklin Knight Lane
Hon. and Mrs. David Franklin Houston
Hon. and Mrs. Josephus Daniels

Hon. and Mrs. W. B. Wilson

Hon. and Mrs. Albert Sidney Burleson
Hon. and Mrs. Lindley M. Garrison
Hon. and Mrs. Chas. S. Hamlin
Hon. and Mrs. Paul M. Warburg
Hon. W. P. G. Harding

Hon. Adolph Harding

Hon. Frederic A. Delano

Judge and Mrs. Wm. Howard Taft
Hon. Franklin McVeagh

Mr. and Mrs. Hugh C. Wallace

Mr. George Foster Peabody

Hon. and Mrs. Henry White

Miss Julia C. Lathrop

Mrs. Wm. Cumming Story

Miss Maud Wetmore

Hon. and Mrs. Cleveland Dodge
Col. and Mrs. Edward M. House
Mr. and Mrs. John Hays Hammond
Mr. Schiff

Mr. and Mrs. Wittpenn

Mrs. Matthew T. Scott

Mr. and Mrs. Seth Low

Mrs. Richard Olney

Mrs. J. Borden Harriman

Preliminary Tentative Renting Schedule
for The Ellen Wilson Memorial Homes
Rent per
Type Description month No. Total
A Two-room flat downstairs . $7 50 20 $150 00
Two-room flat upstairs . . 8 oo 20 160 o0
A2 Two-room flat downstairs . 7 50 12 90 00
Three-room flat uostairs . . 10 50 12 126 ov
B Three-room flat downstmrs 10 00 36 360 o0
Three-room flat upstairs . 10 50 36 378 oo
C  Four-room flat downstairs 12 50 28 350 00
Four-room flat upstairs . . 13 00 28 364 00
D  Five-room house ... . .17 00 20 340 00
E tore . . . . . . oo o o. . 5 50 4 22 00
Store .. . . . . . ... 7 00 4 28 oo
Store .. . . . .. . .. 9 00 4 36 oo
Flat. . . . . . . .. .. 10 50 4 42 00
Flat. . . . . . . .. . .11 00 4 44 00
F  Four-room flat downstairs 13 50 4 54 00
Six-room flat upstairs .17 50 4 70 00
G  Three-room and kitchenette
flat overalley . . . . .. 10 00 1 10 00
Total rent permonth . . . . . . . . . ., . $2,624 00
Total rent per year . . . . . . . . . . . . 3l,38§ 00
Yearlyrebate . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2,624 o0
Netrental . . . . . . . . ... . ... $28,864 oo
Cost of houses and stores . . . $274,189 00
Approximate cost of all land . 30,316 oo
Total investment .. . . . . 8304,505 00
Net income onrents . . . . . 28,864 00 which is about
934 % of in-
vestment.

Mnm buuldu:ig assumed self supporting,

brary building and maintenance—gifts.
Plnygrounds. building apparatus, maintenance—gifts.
Ground for above included in the general investment.
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The Town-Planning Library

Town Plannlng- With Special Reference to
the Birmingham Schemes. By George Cadbury,
Jr. Longmans, Green & Co., New York. 198
pp. $2.25 net.

The first words of this book, very apt in these
times, and quoted from C. F. G. Masterman’s
“From the Abyss,” draw onc’s attention:

“From the roof of our dwellings as from some solitary
watch-tower, we can discern the progress of our armies.
Southward lies the Land of Promise, hills covered with
greenery,—the one cool and quieting sight in the hot
wilderness of brick and mortar. . . But two genera-
tions back Camberwell was a preng and peaceful suburb,
Wandsworth an old-world village by a quiet stream. In
less than fifty years we have qunverted these into acres of
desolation—stagnant aggregations of neglected humanity.”

Architects will find light and inspiration in this
book, the author of which is the son of the founder
of the first real garden village, Bournville, just out-
side of Birmingham, England. When, in the early
'g0’s the elder Cadbury conceived the plan of giving
his employees in the Cadbury Cocoa Works an
opportunity to escape from the gloomy courts and
alleys of Birmingham, by developing a model town
site which he had acquired in the suburbs, we doubt
if he was a suflicient prophet to foretell the results
of this life-giving impulse to town-planning reform.
And yet, with the founding and development of
Bournville, all the essential elements embodied in
the Town-Planning Act of 1909, were exemplified—
the limitation of the number of houses to the acre,
of the height of buildings, the provisions in favor of
narrower roadways and less rigid streets, the intro-
duction of playgrounds in the interior of blocks,
the provision of allotments for private gardening,
the segregation of factories, and many other features,
which were later introduced in many other semi-
philanthropic enterprises like Hampstead, Letch-
worth, and Harborne Tenants.

The author only refers incidentally to Bourn-
ville. The illustration to the main body of his
theme is the application of the Town-Planning Act
to Birmingham. Here, in accordance with the
method of district planning for which the law pro-
vides, there are being carried out development
schemes for a half-dozen large units ranging from
600 to 9,000 acres, or a total of 24,000 acres in all.
The layout of streets, parks, playgrounds, factory
areas and plots for private and public buildings is
being studied under the provision of the act, and in
fulfillment of the larger opportunities which are
afforded by each section for special types of develop-
ment, whether for factories, residential areas for
the well-to-do, homes of the humble workingman, or
any combination of these. The author refers par-
ticularly to the need of adopting certain features
already referred to in connection with Bournville
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village, as well as the demand for the development
of main connecting thoroughfares, the provision of
trolley lines, the assessment of betterments (to the
extent of one-half the cost of improvements), and
the unification of development schemes for areas
under the administration of different local authori-
ties, which is especially provided for in the Town
Planning Act.

We commend the book to architects as a fasci-
nating exposition of the cause of Town Planning in
England, and as a stirring narrative of what Britain
has done toward improving the life of her people,
largely as the result of the pressure brought to bear
on the government by her town-planning reformers
and architects. One feels that where, from such a
modest beginning, so much has been accomplished
in less than two decades, there is warrant for the
belief that were the architects of the United States
to unite their energies in the support of better
planning for our cities and suburbs, the results
would far surpass our most sanguine expectations.

That the call is urgent is acknowledged by all.
We cannot do better than quote Mr. Cadbury:

“The great stirrings of social unrest, which are such a
striking manifestation in these days, are not controlled by
considerations of finance only. 'lyhe demand is not for a
higher wage, merely. In essence, the demand is for a better
way of life, for fuller opportunities, for the chance of self-
expression in ways hitherto deni Men ask for houses
fit to live in—with gardens they can cultivate, and air
they can enjoy. They ask for a share in the good things of
life, in the things which elevate and inspire, and sooner or
later, that demand will be irresistible.

“Town planning and all that it connotes is broadly
based on this rock—that the deepest and most permanent

instincts of mankind are behind it, the desire for order, for
health, and for beauty.”

Architects must not lose the opportunity which
their training affords to advance the cause of better
homes and better opportunities for wholesome
living through the improved planning of our cities
and suburbs.

Springfield (Mass.) Commission
at Work

The experience in Springfield, if we are to judge
from the First Annual Report of the City-Planning
Commission, illustrates very well some of the prob-
lems arising in practical work, and while the example
may discourage a less aggressive organization, it
shows that a determined group of commissioners
may, if unafraid to pursue their claims, achieve
worth-while results in the face of opposition in
administrative circles.

Some of the activities of the commission include
an effort to insure the collection of betterment as-
sessments (which, according to the Massachusetts
Law may be levied to the extent of one-half the
cost of public improvements) and which the com-
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mission finds the city again and again has failed to
collect, thereby depriving the community of many
desirable improvements. Again, the commission
has endeavored to combat the platting of unim-
proved property without reference to the established
grade, location, and directions of streets on the city
map, and the sale of the property to ignorant and
unsuspecting investors by unscrupulous real-estate
dealers—a common experience in many cities—
which inevitably leads to the city being called upon
to remedy the situation at its own expense. The
question of fixing building lines and the vexed
problem of the equitable award of damages therefor,
the extension of fire districts, the landscape improve-
ment of certain squares and approaches (for which
the commission secured the services of Mr. Frederick
Law Olmsted), an unsuccessful effort to secure the
codperation of abutters in paving unsanitary alley-
ways, the work of trolley-pole removal on the main
street, are some of the matters which the commis-
sion has heartily advocated, and with varying de-
grees of success. There are many statistical tables
covering the distribution and movement of popula-
tion, the extent of mortality and morbidity, certain
aspects of the city’s finance and building operations,
which are of value in studying tendencies of growth
and methods of attack. The report is, in many ways,
one of the most interesting of the annual reports,
and is a good example of the tendency which is
becoming daily more evident to approach the prob-
Iem of city planning from a practical, scientific
standpoint, basing proposals on detailed studies,
and studying the larger problems of development
from the legal, financial, social, and economic
standpoints.

Housing in Minneapolis

A very intelligent appreciation of the opportuni-
ties and responsibilities existing in the field of the
commercial and industrial welfare of the community,
and the living conditions of the great mass of working
people has been shown by the Minneapolis Civic
and Commerce Association. It has recently con-
summated a preliminary investigation of the hous-
ing problem through its Committee on Housing, of
which Mr. Edwin H. Hewitt is chairman, which
shows that Minneapolis has been wonderfully for-
tunate thus far in the generous provisions for light,
air, and open space among the houses of the laboring
classes. Yet the investigation shows plainly that
conditions are present which seriously threaten the
home life of thousands whose welfare and happiness
are absolutely essential to the future progress and
good name of the community.

The results of inadequate housing regulation are

clearly set forth in numerous instances of excessive
lot occupation, in basement dwellings, in the build-
ing of dark rooms (even under so-called “reform"
legislation), especially in apartments containing
kitchenettes and alcove rooms, in inadequate sani-
tary provisions and control. The report dwells on
the menace of the apartment house and the loss of
individuality and democracy which follows in its
wake, and notes an increasc between 1909 and 1912
of 400 per cent in the number of tenement houses
and only 27 per cent in single-family dwellings.

In remarking on the high rents prevailing, in the
face of thousands of acres of undeveloped land within
the city, the committee finds that the arguments of
the single tax theorists may indced contain a truth
worth hceding. It calls attention to the need of
adapting real-estate platting to the character of the
site and the environment, of providing adequate
main thoroughfares, with rapid-transit lines, for
opening up new areas, and for adopting such other
city-planning measures as will make for a greater
abundance of sunlight, space, beauty, privacy, and
sanitation in and about the homes of the citizens.

Newark (N. J.) Educating Its School
Children in City Planning

The splendid work which is being done in Newark,
New Jersey, through the efforts of John Cotton
Dana, the Librarian of the Newark Public Library
and well known throughout the United States for
his library educational work, in inculcating in the
school population of Newark an appreciation of the
aims and merits of city planning, is deserving of
the widest publicity. Not only has Mr. Dana broad-
ened the facilities of the library for the dissemination
of information on city and town planning and civic
affairs in general, but he has been an ardent sup-
porter of the work of the City Planning Commission
of Newark, of which he is a member, and of the free
public exhibitions on city-planning which it has
been holding in Newark. In addition, he has been
largely responsible for a textbook in Newark, in
which the history, social life, and physical char-
acteristics of the city are made a distinct part of
the school curriculum, and in which special emphasis
is laid on city planning, and he has been directly
responsible for a long series of pamphlets which are
placed in the hands of thousands of children and
adults throughout the city, dealing with many
phases of city planning and touching on all sides of
the common civic life. His magazine, The Newarker,
a publication of the library, is another organ through
which he has been able to disseminate a knowledge
of city planning.
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Interieurs Anciens en Belgi ue. Par K.
Sluyterman, Professor & ['Ecole Supérieure
Technique a Delft. Avec la Collaboration de M.
A. H. Cornetti, Conséiller Communal & Anvers.
100 Planches. La Haye, Martinus Nijhoff, 1913.

Any book on Belgium coming to us at this time
is sure of a sympathetic reception, and “Intericurs
Anciens en Belgique” would merit such a welcome
at any time.

The author, Professor Sluyterman of the Ecole
Supérieure Technique a Delft, published in 1908 a
similar collection of Dutch interiors. The text is
historical rather than architectural, but after all,
the very excellent photographs are their own best
description.  Unfortunately, however, both of
Professor Sluyterman’s books show the same lack
of discrimination in the selection of subjects for re-
production. Side by side with charming late Gothic
and Renaissance interiors appear shocking products
of the Rococo style, which in their devilish ingenuity
and inconceivable bad taste equal anything in
Spain; doubtless they are the result of Spanish
influence; to these must be added a few utterly
uninteresting plates such as those showing a late
18th Century “Grande Salle” in the Seminary of
St. Trond and the bedroom in the Chateau de Mo-
dave.

It may be that the author having set himself the
task of finding one hundred views, was hard put to
it to accomplish his purpose, and so had to include
these subjects; but, in view of the charm and high
quality of many of the reproductions, it is hard to
believe that he could not have found abundance of
good material, and we are rather forced to the con-
clusion that Professor Sluyterman’s taste is not to
be relied on, and that it is rather by luck and the
abundance of fine interiors in Belgium that he has
happened to producc a truly exccllent book.

CHARLES BUTLER.

Days in Attica. By Mrs. R. C. Bosanquet. The
Macmillan Company, New York, 1914. $2.

“Days in Attica” by Mrs. R. C. Bosanquet, wife
of the archzologist, is a very enjoyable book of
travel and of sojourn in an enchanted land, and
reviews the longing inherent in any lover of beauty
to set salil at once to see it with one’s own eyes, feel
it under one’s own feet, and hold it with one’s own
imagination. The latter piece of baggage, by the way,
the traveler must be sure to take along, for the
author warns him that “he who takes Attica at its
surface value will find himself alone with stones and
bushes under a hot sky.”

The stories of archzological finds and the com-
parison of the theories they give rise to are interest-
ing and stimulating, and show the author to be
quite at home in her subject, while her love of
Greek legend and literature and of the sheer beauty
of Greek art is caught and shared by the rcader. The
fragrant Attic countryside filled with legendary
haunts and familiar names is made to seem both
alluring and quite accessible to the traveler, even
afoot.

The chapter on Crete is one of the best, and makes
one realize how desirable it is to go there to study
the traces of the ancient civilization that gave birth
to Grecce, before approaching Greece itself. Of
course, those chapters that tell the story of the
Acropolis, from the dim days when Poseidon drew
a spring of water from the dry rock, through the
great days of Pericles and Phidias to the dark ones
of Turkish misrule, are the heart of the book; but
those dealing with medieval Attica, with its Cister-
cian Monasteriecs and Byzantine churches, are
interesting too.

To the lay mind therc is somewhat too closc a
cataloguing of the contents of various muscums, but
possibly not to that of the student, and it is much
to be regretted that there is only one map, and that
a very poor one. The illustrations arc nearly all
from photographs, and make one wish for more,
especially for a comprchensive onc of the Parthenon.

F. W. E.

Panclled Rooms: I. The Bromley Room;
I1. The Clifford’s Inn Room. The Vic-

toria and Albert Museum, London, 1914. 6d. each.

The first of these little books is devoted to a his-
torical sketch of the Bromley Room, which was
removed from a house known as the “Old Palace”
that once stood in St. Leonard Street, Bromley-
by-Bow, and set up in the Victoria and Albert
Muscum. The text by Mr. H. Clifford Smith is full
of interest, while the mcasured drawings by Mr. A.
E. Bullock, A.R.I.LB.A., revcal some charming
examples of sixteenth century decoration. How pleas-
ant it is also to learn that when the “Old Palace” was
bought for a school-site, popular opinion demanded
the re-purchase of a mantel-piece which had been sold
to the wreckers, and its transfer to the museum,
which had already acquired the panelling and ceil-
ing of the same room.

The history of the Clifford’s Inn Room is by Mr.
Oliver Brackett, and the measured drawings are by
Mr. Bullock. The room was purchased at auction,
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and subsequently set up in the museum. It is the
carlicst example of English panelling of the later
Renaissance in the museum collection

It would seem that these two. inexpensive little
publications would be gladly welcomed by every
architect who is interested in panelled rooms.

Bell Towers and Bell-Hanging. By sir
Arthur Percival Heywood, Bart. London and
New York, 1914. Longmans, Green & Co.
2 s. net. .

In his preface the writer spcaks of his reason for
compiling this little book, as ‘“‘the extraordinary
spread of scientific change-ringing during the last
forty years, and the consequent impetus given to
the erection of new bell towers, the instalment of
new ‘rings’ of bells in existing towers, and the
extension, re-casting and re-hanging of old ones.”
A hasty attempt at recollection does not lead one
to conclude that we have experienced these things
during the last forty years in America, and one
seems inclined to the belief that bells and bell-
ringing have gradually lost their popularity. Pos-
sibly the character of sound which some of them
gave forth may be responsible, if the premise is a
correct one, for therc arc few who cannot recall the
hideous clangings and bangings which once issued
forth from nearby spires. )

There are few who would not welcome the devel-
opment of such bell-ringing as may be heard, almost
throughout England, on Sunday mornings, but the
craft is not widely known and calls for superior
qualities. One is rather startled to learn, for exam-
ple, that “a peal technically consists of not less than
5,000 changes, no two alike, and rung without pause.”

There are interesting chapters on the various
aspects of bells and bell-hangings, bell-towers and
bell-frames, from the pens of different authorities,
and the architect in search of information concern-
ing thesc things would find himself well repaid for
an examination of the book.—C. H. W,

Decoration in England, from 1660 to

1770. By Francis Lenygon. B. T. Batsford,

Ltd., London. Charles Scribner’s Sons, New
York. $16.

Architects have been accused of indifference to
the text of a book, and of devoting their attention
exclusively to the illustrations. This is no doubt
true in many cases. Their fondness for the pictures
instead of the reading matter may be defended on the
ground that the latter is often as dry as dust and
presented in an uninteresting way. Besides, hasn't
he studied all about it in his student days in the
architectural schools? Then, again, the pictures tell
the story better and quicker, and why take valuable

time to wade through a mass of reading matter to
find little or nothing that one did not know before.
In my own case, I admit that I have many books in
my library with whose illustrations I am on the best
of terms, but with whose text I am almost entirely
unacquainted.

It will pay anyone to read the text of this work;
it is well written and bears evidence of much patient
research in the field of the origin and development
of the various features of English Interior Decora-
tions. It is a companion book to “Furniture in
England” by the same author. (See below.)

The characteristics of interior decorations are
shown by a scries of comparative illustrations
arranged, as far as possible, in chronological order,
with text in the form of three historical introductory
chapters on the three chief phases of the style. The
historical setting and tracing of the formative in-
fluence, English or Continental, is also shown. Each
feature of interior decoration is taken up and com-
pleted in order. First, there is the subject of ‘“Wood-
work and Paneling,” then the “English School of
Wood-Carving,” and following, chapters on “Door
Cascs,” “Chimney Pieces,” “The Hall and Stair-
case,” “Decorative Painting,” “Plaster-work,” “Wall
Hangings and Carpets,” “Fircplace Accessorics, Fire
Backs, Andirons, and Grates,” *“Door Furniture,
Locks, etc,” “The Lighting of Rooms.” These sub-
jects are all cleverly handled, readable, and admir-
ably illustrated.

The book is indeed well planned and executed,
and cannot fail to give enlightenment and pleasure
to the architect as well as the layman.

Furniture in England from 1660 to 1760.
By Francis Lenygon. B.T. Batsford, Ltd., Lon-
don. Charles Scribner’s Sons, New York. $16.

“Furniture in England from 1660 to 1760” is
another good book on this subject. It deals with
English furniture alone, and then only with the best
period of the later Renaissance. It is a companion
book to ‘Decoration in England” by the same
author, and the two should be considered together.

In it both illustrations and letter-press are classi-
fied under subjects rather than periods. This makes
it doubly valuable for study and reference, as well
as for general interest.

Practically all the furniture found in a modern
house is here included. First, there are chairs, stools,
settees with their upholstery; then beds, window cor-
nices, and curtains; tables; bookcases; cupboards
and writing tables; pedestals and brackets; stands
for cabinets; mirrors; clock-cases; veneer and
marquetry gesso; silver and silver-mounted furni-
ture, and lacquer.

A chapter is given to cach of these heads, and
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each is fully illustrated. The ground covered is
divided into three periods:

1. The Dutch and French Influences from 1660
to 1715,

2. The Venetian Influence from 1715 to 1740.
(This period is called “Early Georgian.”)

3. The French Rococo Chinese and Gothic
Fashions, and the Classical Reaction, 1740 to 1760.
(This period is called the “Later Georgian.”)

The part played by architects designing the
furniture for their buildings is a most important fac-
tor in the development of furniture types.

Increasing interest in architecture resulted in the
development of numbers of amateur architects.
There were at this time numbers of amatcur archi-
tects well versed in classical architecture. They helped
to give variety to the different kinds of furniture.

Two very interesting examples of architects’
tables are given. During this period the taste of
amateurs for architecture rendered necessary special
tables suitable for drawing, reading, and writing.
Great ingenuity was displayed in their design and
construction

The examples chosen to illustrate the various
subjects are in many cases unusual and not always
beautiful, but we must remember that the book is a
record of the fashion or taste in furniture at different
periods, and changing fashions often produce queer
and inartistic things. In showing these odd types
the author is adhering to his plan to be historically
accurate.

Tapestry Weaving in England from the
Earliest Times to the End of the

XVIII Century. By W. G. Thompson.
B. T. Batsford, Ltd., LLondon. Charles Scrib-

ner’s Sons, New York. $12.

The increasing interest of the general public in
tapestries and woven stuffs for hangings and the
like, is due to the greater opportunity that is now
afforded to know about them through intelligently
written and well-illustrated books.

Only the fortunate few may have the extreme
pleasure of ownership, but the museums and art
galleries offer to lovers of the beautiful the sight of
many rare examples of the handiwork of little-known
artists of the past. Under the stimulating influence
of such books as “Tapestry Weaving in England,”
one’s enjoyment of their study is vastly increased.
It is a comprehensive treatise of English tapestries
and tapestry making. Each chapter treats of the
history of an epoch in its risc and decline. Consider-
able space is given to inventories of tapestries con-
tained in various famous collections at the time of
their change of ownership and before their dispersal.

. An earlier book on the “History of Tapestry” has
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been written by Mr. Thompson. This one deals with
English tapestries exclusively.

Our education in the matter of tapestries of
English manufacture has been neglected, owing to
the fame of the Gobelin and Beauvias tapissiers,
and also, as Mr. Thompson naively says, “to the
excessive diffidence of the English people in pro-
claiming their artistic achievements in the applied
arts during past times.” In order to make himselfl
clear he early defines what he means by “Tapestry,”
“as being a hand-woven material of ribbed surface,
resembling rep, but into which the design is woven
during manufacture, so that it forms an integral
part of the textile. This may be woven on an upright
loom, or upon a horizontal loom in which treadles
play an important part, but the resulting fabric is
the same.” This definition is illustrative of the
extreme care with which the subject matter of the
book is kept true to its title.

Tapestry weaving in England had its beginning
in very early times, but the best work here, as else-
where seems to have been done by “‘tapicers,” of
Flemish origin. They came over from the continent
by invitation usually, but often because of political
disturbances or religious persecution. The tapes-
tries of the earlier centuries were not remarkable,
and it was not until the beginning of the seventeenth
century when the industry was started at Mortlake
by King James I, and directed by Sir Francis Crane,
that England could boast of the finest hangings
made in the world at that period. While royal pat-
ronage continued, the Mortlake tapestry industry
flourished; but the civil wars and the frequent
changes of government occurring in such rapid
succession seriously affected it. By the close of the
century it practically ceased to be of note. William
111 did not patronize English production, but sent
to Flanders to have tapestrics woven for him. It is
curious to note that, although the civil wars caused
the destruction of plate and other valuable objects
of art, hangings scem to have escaped violent de-
struction.

In the eightcenth century there were still tapestry
workshops in various places, but none to compare
with that which had been at Mortlake. “In the
latter half of the nincteenth century two important
attemps to revive the industry were made. That at
Windsor, characterized by energy in production and
many hangings, was destined to but a short career.
That at Merton Abbey has reached its Jubilce.”

The inventory lists contained in the book should
be of great value to collectors. They, however, have
but small interest for the general reader. The illus-
trations are numerous and are carefully sclected, and
each one is so carefully described that it requires
but little imagination to picture the thing itself.

E. W. Donn, Jr.

362




Obituary

Abrahalm Salm

Elected to Honorary Corresponding Membership,
1914,

Died at Amsterdam, Holland, June 13, 1915,

Carl F. White*
Mr. White was born in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1881.

His preparatory work was carried on in the Univer-
sity School in Cleveland, and he spent a few sum-
mers, before going to college, working in the office
of Meade & Garfield as a draughtsman. He took
the architectural course at Cornell University, and
graduated in 1905. After another year of draught-
ing work and superintending in a New York office
he formed a partnership with Henry L. Shupe, of
Cleveland. Mr. White became the Secretary of
the Cleveland Chapter in 1914, and was carrying
on this work with great efficiency until his illness.

Douglas H. Thomas, Jr.*

Mr. Douglas H. Thomas, Jr., was born at Balti-
more on March 5, 1872.

*See page 306 of the Journal for June.

News

The Competition for the Prize of Rome
of the American Academy in Rome

The usual competitions of the Academy, in archi-
tecture, painting, and sculpture, were held this year
and, in addition a new one in landscape architecture.
Fellowships were awarded as follows:

Architecture, Philip Shutze, of Columbia Uni-
versity and Georgia School of Technology.

Sculpture, Joseph E. Renier, National Academy
of Design.

Painting, Russell Cowles, National Academy of
Design.

Landscape Architecture, Edward G. Lawson,
Cornell University.

These fellowships are of the value of $1,000 a
year for three years.

The drawings sent in competition for the above
Fellowships will be on exhibition at the Fine Arts
Building, 215 West 57th Street, New York City,
until August 20.

The work submitted in competition this year is

He graduated from Johns Hopkins University in
1893, and entered the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology in the same year. After spending two
years in the study of architecture at the Institute,
he cntered the office of Winslow & Wetherell in
Boston, which he left in 1896 for a trip abroad for
purposes of study. After a winter in Italy, he spent
a year in Paris in the Atelier Duret, returning to
represent Winslow & Wetherell, in Baltimore.

In 1900 he formed a partnership with J. Harleston
Parker under the name of Parker & Thomas. Arthur
Wallace Rice joined the firm in 1907, and it has
since been known as Parker, Thomas & Rice.

Mr. Thomas met with a fatal automobile acci-
dent, being instantly killed on June 11, 1915.

He was heart and soul in sympathy with the
Institute and all for which it stands. He enjoyed
the high regard of all his fellow practitioners, and at
the time of his death was President of the Baltimore
Chapter and a member of the House Committee of
the Institute.

Personally, Mr. Thomas was a peculiarly lovable
character, faithful to the highest idcals of his pro-
fession, and his loss is a very real one to the city of
Baltimore and to the profession of architecture
throughout the country.

Notes

notable as being the highest grade of any competition
heretofore held under Academy auspices. The
winners are expected to arrive in Rome by October 1.

The following have completed their terms in
Rome, and are expected to return in October:
Kenneth E. Carpenter, architect; John Gregory,
sculptor, and Eugene F. Savage, painter.

Awards of the School Medal of the
A.1LA.

Up to the present time the school medal for
general excellence throughout the school course in
architecture has been awarded to the following
students:

Harold Hammond, University of Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia, Pa.; Raymond M. Kennedy, Cornell
University, Ithaca, N. Y.; Henry Palmer Sabin,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Boston,
Mass.; Joe Hunter McDonnell, Columbia Uni-
versity, New York City; Albert J. Loubet, Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley, Cal.; Alan McDon-
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ald, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.; Owen
J. T. Southwell, Carnegie Institute of Technology,
Pittsburgh, Pa.

Building Data League, Incorporated

Two years ago the Architects’ Bureau of Tech-
nical Service was established in New York, for the
purpose of securing, through standardization, a
measure of uniformity in the wording and phrase-
ology of architects’ specifications. But an attempt
to sift and correlate many specification descriptions
and expressions relating to the same subject indi-
cated that the written words represented ideas
cither indefinite, or else different and ofter conflict-
ing.
There are as many ways of describing a method
for placing a brick in the wall as there are specifi-
cation writers. The fact would not deserve mention
if at least a majority of the specification require-
ments provided in substance for the same method
and one compatible with modern practice.

A continuation of the study of prevailing con-
ditions made clear the necessity of combining with
the proposed specification service, if the Bureau's
aims were to be realized, a service through which
architect and engineer could readily secure accurate
and reliable information on the quality and fitness
of materials and on the adaptability and efficiency
of methods and devices,—not in general but in par-
ticular; and that this information must be in such
form that the architect could determine whether the
claims made for products were warranted, and
whether the materials delivered for use or offered
for approval were in readity those required.

This consideration touched the very heart of the
cvery-day problems of architect and engineer, and
also offered the solution of the sales problem which
confronted the conscientious, intelligent manu-
facturer.

It became a matter, therefore, of the gravest
importance that the service should be maintained
on a high moral plane, and developed not by one
brain but by many; that there should be zealous
adherence to the basic principles of confidence and
codperation; that mutual understanding be substi-
tuted for recrimination and strife, with their atten-
dant waste, and the codrdination of hitherto con-
flicting efforts.

From this point the road ahead was clear. Every
vestige of commercialism was cast aside. A number
of progressive minds were focused on the problem,
and on the 11th of May, 1915, Building Data
League, Inc., came into existence.

The League is a corporate association of con-
sumers in the field of building organization, with the
following objects:

“To secure, through coéperation, exact and reli-
able information on the quality and relative econ-
omic values of the vast number of materials, meth-
ods, and devices, offered for use in the construction
and equipment of buildings.

“To determine through research and investiga-
tion, the suitability of products for the purposes for
which they are offered in the market, and the limits
of the field of usefulness for each.

“To establish through the publication of specifi-
cations, standards of good practice in the use of
products.”

The two essentials to successful and economic
results are: The use of suitable materials, and their
proper use. Through the League’s investigations
and service, each of its members may readily possess
himself of the knowledge which constitutes the only
basis of sound judgment on these two essentials.

Through codperation with the League, by sub-
mitting his product for investigation and registra-
tion, the manufacturer may apply to the improve-
ment of his product the energy and money hitherto
expended in the effort to make the blind sec, the
deaf hear, and the skeptical believe. And the price
the consumer pays, which includes the cost of the
effort to sell to all those who do not buy, may be

reduced. SuLLivaNn W. JONEs.

A Chronological Catalogue of Buildings
and Associated Arts

In an article under the above title, in the Journal
of the R.I.LB.A., for May 22, last, Mr. Barr Ferrce
advances the suggestion for, and the reasons why,
such a catalogue should be compiled. He proposes
a list of “all buildings of architectural merit every-
where in the world,” built up to the year 1800, and
that, as much of the necessary work has alrcady been
done, there is the more reason for doing it again
“‘on a scale at once broadcr or narrower.”

There would also be listed other forms of art
which were originally related to the structure itself,
such as sculpture, painted decoration, glass, mosaics,
and the permanent features in churches.

Mr. Barree lays great emphasis upon the chron-
ology of a building as its life-history and as the “‘one
great fact with which architectural history is con-
cerned.” But he recognizes the difliculties which lie
in the way of assembling and preparing such a mass
of chronological data, and suggests a systematization
under a general board of editors, to be assisted by
special students for certain work and local students
for buildings within their region.

To defray the cost of the publication, he suggests
contributions from learned societies and institutions.
No doubt the close of the present war will greatly
stimulate consideration of the suggestion.
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