


The Armstrong Commercial Corlon Flooring System.
A new concept that's been proved in use for over 20 years
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Today, all across the nation, many millions of
square yards of Armstrong Vinyl Corlon are
performing beautifully. And many of these instal-
lations have been in place for over 20 years.
That's just one reason Armstrong .090"” gauge
sheet Vinyl Corlon is one of the most widely

Coving where dirt can’t hide.

Flash-coving makes it simple to create a
gentle radius where floor meets wall, eliminating
the sharp corner where dirt can hide.

The pattern lasts and lasts.

Armstrong Vinyl Corlons are inlaid ma-
terials. Because the pattern and color go
all the way through to the backing, they
won't wear off like printed products And
because the inlaid construction is smooth and
dense, spills wipe
right up. Simple Eae
regular maintenance M.
keeps the floor look- §
ing like new. These

It looks monolithic. resilient floors meet

» the flame-spread ‘ e ' .

Yoggrelact)g ?r(])g:\?)?ltlr?l f wue e sl Iong ar_wd smoke-dgvelopeq (equirements of the most
ik bpeaiiso hemns widely recognized building codes and rggulatlons.
ave g seaitie. Eor Vinyl Corlon floors can be installed with a
example, you'll have perimeter bonding system developgd by
i 93;,/0 P Armstrong. In most cases, you can install them
seams with Vinyl right over an old floor and eliminate
Corlan thary it the a lot of work and expense. _
samma.ales of The Armstrong Vinyl Corlon Commercial
Flooring System. Specify it, and you'll get one

specified commercial floors. Another is the
system that makes it work.

IRk e, beautiful long-lasting floor. For more information,
Epoxy-bonded ) write Dep‘t 1BFAJ, FROM THE E'mooonwonu:wos
seams. 4 Lancaster, @ '
An exclusive Armstrong epoxy adhesive PA 17604. mstrong

chemically bonds the seams without heat or Sandoval”___ Brigantine® sm..e» p..m..o uo-mm
special tools. They won't come apart. And they e A :
von't trap dirt and moisture.

Wide range of colors and designs.

Armstrong Vinyl Corlon comes in five distinc-
ive chip patterns and 32 colors ranging from
yright and modern to neutral and natural.
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The 393-room Hyatt Regency Louisville on River City
Mall includes the Hyatt hallmark —a soaring atrium-lobby
filled with greenery and excitement. The three glass-
back, scenic Dover Elevators enable guests to enjoy a
breathtaking view while moving smoothly through this
17-story space. Four other Dover Elevators carry pas-
sengers and freight between levels of this busy convention-
center hotel. For more information on Dover Elevators,
write Dover Corporation, Elevator Division, Dept. 673,
P.O. Box 2177, Memphis, Tennessee 38101.

LEVATORS BY DOVER

Hyatt Regency Louisville, Louisville, Kentucky
Owner: LHR Partnership

Avrchitect: Welton Becket Associates
Contractor: J.A. Jones Construction Co.
Elevators sold and installed by

Dover Elevator Company, Louisville.

The elevator innovators.
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Exposed steel wall system
provides economy and energy
efficiency in new Chicago schools




The new 357,000 sq. ft.
Olive-Harvey College in south-
east Chicago was designed
to provide 8,500 full-time
students with programs cover-
ing the arts, sciences and tech-
nical areas of learning.

The building's 30-foot by
30-foot bay steel framed
structural system provides
good quality spaces for
students and faculty functions.

The building's enclosure of
insulated painted /4 in. thick
carbon steel plate with 1”
thick insulated glass on a 5-
foot module, was designed
in 10-foot wide full height
46-foot 6-inch sections for
rapid erection and early
close-in of the building.

This enclosure is not only
an effective barrier to the
high noise levels caused by
the heavy auto and truck
traffic from the adjoining
streets and expressway but
also complies with energy

TRADEMARK

conservation design require-
ments. Of the 59,150 square
feet of exterior wall surfaces
only 35% is glass.

The new Olive-Harvey
College is a successful example
of the design flexibility and
practical economy of using
structural steel on the inside
and a painted, easily main-
tained, exposed light-weight
steel skin on the outside. The
Richard J. Daley College build-
ing in southwest Chicago
duplicates this structure and
exposed steel wall system.

To find out more about
these buildings, and for infor-
mation regarding the many
applications for structural
steel, contact a USS Construc-
tion Representative through
your nearest U.S. Steel Sales
Office. Or write for a copy of
the USS Exposed Steel Design
Data Sheet C.5/5a to United
States Steel, PO. Box 86,
(C1497), Pittsburgh, PA 15230.

United States Steel

Owner: Public Building Commission of Chicago, Chicago, lllinois
Operator: Board of Community College District No. 508, Chicago. lllinois

Architect/Engineer: Dubin, Dubin, Black & Moutoussamy., C.F. Murphy
Associates—A Joint Venture —Chicago. lllinois

Construction Manager: DDBM Inc., Chicago. lllinois

Curtain Wall Fabricator/Erector:

Chicago Ornamental Iron Co., Melrose Park, lllinois

Structural Steel Fabricator/Erector:

Wendnagel and Company. Inc., Chicago, lllinois
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EVENTS

Nov. 23-24: Defense Construction Mobi-
lization Conference, Fort McNair, Wash-
ington, D.C. Contact: Col. Robert M.
Gogal, Office of the Assistant Secretary of
Defense (MRA&L) IC, Room 3C762,
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301.
Nov. 30-Dec. 1: Passive Solar Workshop,
San Francisco. Contact: Passive Solar
Associates, P.O. Box 6023, Santa Fe,
N.M. 87501.

Nov. 30-Dec. 1: Construction Manage-
ment seminar, Washington, D.C. (Repeat
seminars Jan. 14-15, Orlando, Fla.; Feb.
25-26, Phoenix, Ariz.; Mar. 22-23, Pitts-
burgh; Mar. 29-30, Houston.) Contact:
Battelle Seminars and Studies Program,
4000 N.E. 41st St., Seattle, Wash. 98105.
Nov. 30-Dec. 4: Residential Energy Au-
diting course, University of Wisconsin,
Madison.

Dec. 1: Quality Management in a Design
Practice seminar, Denver. (Repeat semi-
nars Dec. 2, Seattle; Dec. 4, Los Angeles;
Dec. 7, Minneapolis; Dec. 8, Boston;
Dec. 10, Houston; Dec. 11, Atlanta.)
Contact: Don Thompson, Don Thomp-
son Associates, 3247 Embry Hills Drive,
Atlanta, Ga. 30341.

Dec. 5: Course on Earth Sheltered Hous-
ing & Passive Solar Systems, Jordan Col-
lege, Cedar Springs, Mich.

Dec. 5-12: Caribbean Solar Tour, spon-
sored by Jordan College, Cedar Springs,
Mich.

Dec. 7-9: Lighting World International
exposition and conference, New York
City. Contact: Robert A. Weissman, Ex-
hibit Manager, National Expositions Co.,
Inc., 14 W. 40th St., New York, N.Y.
10018.

Dec. 8-11: Conference of Thermal Insula-
tion, Materials and Systems for Energy
Conservation in the ’80s, Clearwater
Beach, Fla. Contact: Marjorie C. Mat-
thews, Oak Ridge National Laboratory,
P.O. Box X, Oak Ridge, Tenn. 37830.
Dec. 9-10: Life-Cycle Costing workshop,
University of Wisconsin, Madison.

Dec. 9-10: Professional Marketing Work-
shop, Los Angeles. (Repeat workshops
Feb. 4-5, Washington, D.C.; Mar. 25-26,
Oklahoma City; April 29-30, Atlanta;
June 3-4, Chicago.) Contact: PMW Reg-
istrar, BIDS, Inc., Operations Center,
P.O. Box 3344, Springfield, 111. 62708.
Dec. 10-11: Construction Cost Estimating
and Bidding seminar, Towson, Md. Con-
tact: Center for Management Develop-
ment, College of Business and Manage-
ment, University of Maryland, College
Park, Md. 20742.

Dec. 11-13: ACSA/CSBA Joint Annual
Conference, San Francisco. Contact:
Jacquie Howell, Conference Executive,
ACSA Foundation for Educational Ad-
ministration, 1575 Old Bayshore High-
way, Burlingame, Calif. 94010.
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Dec. 12: Harvard Architectural Review
Forum, “Urban Monument,” Cambridge,
Mass. Contact: Paul Bentel, The Harvard
Architecture Review, Gund Hall, 48
Quincy St., Cambridge, Mass. 02138.
June 6-10: ATA National Convention,
Honolulu, Hawaii.

LETTERS

Registration and Exclusiveness: In recent
issues of the JOURNAL, letters have ex-
pressed some well developed concepts asto
why the National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards should not require an
individual to have only a professional
degree in architecture from an accredited
school for certification. Beyond the philo-
sophical reasons, there is a very practical
reason that should suggest that our pro-
fession tread very lightly on this subject.

We are in danger, in many sections of
this country, of loosing uniform registra-
tion for architects. For several years argu-
ments have been made that “registration”
has in fact restrained trade or competition
more than it has protected public health
and safety. If we apply such restrictive
rules for registration so as to make archi-
tecture an exclusive organization, it would
add fuel to this fire.

There is no question that registration
is an important element toward maintain-
ing basic standards of professional prac-
tice, but let those rules encourage com-
petency and responsibility. Let us remem-
ber that registration is intended to main-
tain minimum standards and only motiva-
tion and inspiration with basic skills will
produce excellence. At a time when the
community desperately needs more highly
competent and motivated architectural
leaders, let us not be accused of making
the profession inaccessible to hundreds of
young aspirants.

We, as a profession, have and will con-
tinue to face challenges to our profes-
sional standards on many fronts. If we
can truly demonstrate that the rules and
standards do significantly maintain the
competency and integrity of our profes-
sion, then we will win those confronta-
tions. However, if we can’t, we may truly
face suspension of registration in many
jurisdictions. J. Michael Lloyd, AIA

Farmington, Conn.

Photo Contest: I must compliment you
and your jury for the photo contest awards
but. .. on page 56, award of merit, detail
of the Golden Gate Bridge, by John W.
Moore Jr., the jury says, “The bolts al-
most seem to be in motion . . . a small
scale demonstration of engineering dis-
cipline.”

Could that august body have been con-
fused by the difference between bolts and
rivets? F. Xavier McGeady, AIA, P.E.

Severna Park, Md.

Congratulations on your presentation of
the 1981 photo contest winners.
‘0§ 23ed uo ojoyd
S, UlIPOqOIS [2sseY payI| A[[eoadsa |
Gordon E. Landreth, AIA
Corpus Christi, Tex.
Kassel S. Slobodien, AIA, writes: 1 felt
I was in good company when the awards
leaned so heavily toward the “art form”
style. Compliments to the editors!

I was dismayed to see that my photo
was printed on its side. A printer’s error,
no doubt. The shadows appear as though
it was taken in a rocket to the moon—
with the sun below.

(Above, the photo as intended—FEd.)

Energy efficiency research: In the news
segment of the August 1981 AIA Journal,
is a story titled “Building Industry Said
Unable to Shoulder Energy Research”
(page 20). We at ARCO Chemical agree
with much of what is said.

The article, however, leads the reader
to believe that the private sector is not
actively participating in research for im-
proved energy efficiency in buildings.

On the contrary, ARCO Chemical Co.
and Drexel University, with funding from
other private companies, have established
the Center for Insulation Technology in
Philadelphia. This ambitious program
brings bright, eager young minds, sea-
soned professionals and research dollars
and experience together in a unique ven-
ture. Compared to Uncle Sam’s former
efforts, our scope is dwarfed, yet, as in
many things, quality, not scale, may be
preferable.

At ARCO, Drexel et al. we're doing

our share. Frank X. O’Connor
Residential and Spec. Applications
Specialist

ARCO Chemical Co.




“You don't have to be
the biggest to be insured

by the best”’
“Shand,Morahan?”
“Shand, Morahan”

It’s the growing consensus of the leading archi-
tectural and engineering firms in the land: the
E&O program available through Shand, Morahan
& Company is about the best coverage you can
have, at a most competitive premium rate. That’s
why so many of the ENR top 500 design and con-
struction firms are choosing our insurance.

But your firm doesn’t have to be among the
biggest to enjoy the best in Architects and
Engineers Professional Liability insurance.
Shand, Morahan also extends its uniformly excel-
lent claims-made program and unmatched stan-
dard of service to more and more medium and
smaller-sized firms as well. These firms enj oy
the same experience and attention that only the
nation’s foremost source for professional liability
insurance can provide.

If your present Architects and Engineers
Liability policy or premium might benefit from an
analysis and comparision with ours, we welcome
your insurance broker’s inquiry. Whether you're
among the biggest, or just want the best.

-.. Shand, Morahan
D B & Company, inc.

One American Plaza, Evanston IL 60201
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Cryotherm Treated
blinds reduce solar
heat gain by 55% (12%
more effective than con-
ventional blinds).

You've always known that win-

dow blinds are energy efficient.
They keep out undesirable solar
radiation in the summer, let in and
retain valuable solar radiation in

the winter, while diffusing sunlight
to provide glare-free illumination
all year.

And now there's something new
in blinds. The Cryotherm Treated
Riviera™ Blind by Levolor. An inno-
vation in window treatments that
makes blinds more energy-efficient
than they've ever been betore.

Cryotherm is a mirror-like
metallic finish that is more than just

beautiful. Its sleek surface promotes
direct reflection of the entire solar
energy spectrum—including infra-
red heat—and allows individually
adjustable heat control with glare-
free comfort. A definite asset in
today's glass-faced buildings.
Exactly how effective is this new
treatment in reducing heat gain”?
We asked the Stevens Institute of
Technology to find out. Their find-

Detailed information about the use of these blinds in both summer and winter environments is available.

© 1981 Levolor. A product of Levolor Lorentzen, Inc

Please write: Levolor Lorentzen, Inc., 1280 Wall Street West, Lyndhurst, New Jersey, 07071
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Mutschler cabinetry.
For clients who insist

the best things in life
are a necessity.

Mutschler has the thoroughly
proven ability to meet an ar-
chitect's most imaginative
design requirements. In fact,
over half of all Mutschler cabi-
netry is custom designed
specifically to an architect's
specifications. Mutschler's
carefully crafted and engi-
neered cabinetry can meet
any room's requirements.

For 88 years, Mutschler has
anticipated storage needs —
and then met those needs
with imaginative solutions. Be-
cause what cabinets accom-
plish counts as much as
appearance. Today, Mutschler
storage features— many of
them exclusive — represent
cabinetry’s highest standards
in usefulness and practicality.

The people who make
Mutschler cabinetry in the
small town of Nappanee, Indi-
ana, have steadfastly held
out against the assembly line
philosophy. Craftsmen who
care, the best materials, de-
sign ingenuity —these are
Mutschler's secrets.

For detailed information about
the versatility of Mutschler
cabinetry and our special
Architect Direct Sales pro-
gram, please contact:

Ron Ringenberg
Mutschler

302 S. Madison St.
Nappanee, Indiana 46550
219/773-3111

Mutschler Cabinetry and Bruce Hard-
wood Floors are Triangle Pacific
companies

Mutschler's new Spectra design in a kitchen by Charles Mount

Mehie

In cabinetry it's Mutschler, and it always will be.
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OUR HANDICAPPED
RECESS GIVES
NON-HANDICAPPED
ACCESS.

Specifying a handicapped drinking fountain for a
narrow corridor can be a bit challenging. The

more the protrusion, the narrower the corridor. At
Haws, we believe that drinking fountains should
compliment good architecture. So we designed our
model HWCT6. For the handicapped, a wall recess
permits complete access. For the non-handicapped,
an uninterrupted corridor permits normal access.

Bringing refreshments to all people may not be the
easiest way to manufacture drinking fountains. But at
Haws, we think it's the only way. For complete
information contact:

Haws Drinking Faucet Company
P.O. Box 1999, Berkeley, CA 94701
Phone 415/525-5801 — TELEX 33-6358

Tiaaasvs |
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Energy

Most States Adopt Codes Using
Component Performance Model

The California Energy Commission re-
cently adopted stringent energy standards
for new housing that allow either a pre-
scriptive or a performance approach. The
adoption of this code reinforces Califor-
nia’s position as one out of only five states
whose energy code is not totally based on
the American Society of Heating, Refrig-
erating and Air-Conditioning Engineers
standard 90-75.

States are required to develop and carry
out an energy conservation plan under
the federal Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act of 1975. The act requires imple-
mentation of several energy conservation
strategies, including mandatory lighting
efficiency standards and insulation require-
ments for new and renovated buildings.
Only two states, Alaska and Louisiana,
do not have energy codes. Besides Cali-
fornia, Arizona and Pennsylvania are the
most recent states to adopt energy codes.

The ASHRAE 90-75 code is basically
a component performance standard in
which the building components, such as
the envelope, lighting system and HVAC
system, must meet certain levels of effi-
ciency. Section 10 of the ASHRAE stan-
dard does allow a total building perform-
ance approach, but the process is ex-
tremely complicated. The National Con-
ference of States on Building Codes and
Standards, Inc., estimated in 1980 that
only 2 percent of the designs submitted

Energy
Most state codes use component

performance approach (above)
Conservation services programs 16
Institute
Board gives energy program top

priority through 1983 18
Energy workshop schedule 18
Cities
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Practice
ASC/AIA continues to withhold support

of intern program 31
Barriers compliance board 84

in states that use ASHRAE 90-75 as the
basis for their energy code use the total
building performance approach. This
compares to a rate of 33 percent in North
Carolina where the code mandates the use
of the total performance approach for all
buildings over 15,000 square feet in size.

In the California residential code the
total building performance approach
establishes energy budgets (based on re-
search undertaken for the federal De-
partment of Energy’s proposed building
energy performance standards) for 16
climatic zones. To evaluate a building’s
performance two computer programs can
be used, DOE-II and Cal-Pass.

In addition, the commission is develop-
ing a point system for simplified budget
calculations that will rank the energy
savings of various design, material and
efficiency features. Positive points will be
given for passive solar components. This
point system is also designed to help con-
sumers measure the energy efficiency of
housing products.

The California Energy Commission
believes that, mostly through the pre-
scriptive approach, the use of passive
solar designs will increase in the near fu-
ture. This part of the energy code provides
three “packages” for energy-conserving
houses. The first calls for passive solar
designs with 40 percent of the window
area facing more or less south (plus or
minus 22 and one-half degrees), leaving
one-half of the concrete slab floor ex-
posed (although it can be covered by tile
or linoleum), low R-value insulation
in the ceilings and the walls and in some
climate zones optional shading devices.
These energy measures are expected to
add $500 to $4,000 to the cost of a new
house, the commission says.

John Chandley of the commission ex-
pects that the market response to the new
standards will go generally in the direc-
tion of this passive solar package. Once
builders “begin to appreciate the com-
petitiveness of passive solar design, the
building industry will move more and

more toward using these less costly con-
struction techniques,” Chandley says.

The second package incorporates a
more traditional design approach that re-
quires on the average R-30 roof and R-19
wall insulative values, although the values
depend on the climatic zone. This ap-
proach is expected to add $1,000 to
$5,000 to the cost of a new house, says
the commission. The third package calls
for the use of a solar hot water heater and
allows lower insulative and glazing values.
This system will cost between $2,800 and
$6,000, says the commission, but the
homeowner can take advantage of a 55
percent energy conservation tax credit.
The models used in the development of
these packages was a 1,384 square foot
house, but Chandley says they can be
applied to any size house.

In most areas of the state, the com-
mission expects that the owner of a new
house will achieve net savings in five to
ten years. And the commission says, the
standards will cut in half the energy used
by the heating, cooling and hot water
systems. The standards will go into effect
after a design manual and the point sys-
tem have been available for at least six
months or by July 1, 1982, whichever
comes later.

The only other state that offers a point
system in its residential energy code is
Florida. Points are calculated for the
energy used for heating, cooling and do-
mestic hot water. Penalty points are given
for high energy consuming features and
credit points for the use of nondepletable
energy sources. A similar approach is pro-
vided for highrise residential buildings.

The Florida energy code, as well as
the North Carolina code and the Califor-
nia nonresidential code, include com-
ponent performance criteria based on
ASHRAE 90-75, but also allow a total
building performance approach. For non-
residential buildings in Florida, the an-
nual energy use of a building design is
calculated by estimating the energy con-
sumed by nine specific building elements.
This sum is compared to maximum allow-
able design energy budgets of thousands
of BTUs per square foot per year. There
are 12 building classifications and nine
climatic zones.

The California code for new nonresi-
dential buildings establishes budgets of
maximum allowable energy consumption

continued on page 16
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per year in terms of thousands of BTUs
per gross square foot of conditioned floor
area. There are 15 categories of buildings
and 15 climatic zones.

The North Carolina code sets budgets
for peak hour building energy perform-
ance for buildings over 15,000 gross
square feet. The code establishes maxi-
mum allowable simultaneous loads in
terms of BTUs per gross square foot.
There are seven categories of buildings
and four climatic zones.

In Kansas the state energy code is ad-
ministered by utility companies and new
buildings must comply with the standard
to be connected to the utility service. The
code requires that the total heat loss of
the building not exceed 35 BT Us per hour
per square foot of floor area, establishes a
minimum efficiency level for aircondition-
ing equipment and incorporates the light-
ing energy criteria of ASHRAE 90-75.

The Wisconsin nonresidential energy
code varies from ASHRAE 90-75 in that
it specifies a thermal performance value
of the entire exterior envelope instead of
separate overall thermal transmittance
values for exterior walls and roofs. Ther-
mal transmittance values are expressed
in BTUs per hour per square foot of
above-grade exterior envelope and repre-
sent maximum allowable design heat loss,
excluding infiltration and ventilation.
Thermal performance values vary with
the number of stories of the building.

Of the other states, 12 have adopted
ASHRAE 90-75 as their energy code,
while others have adopted codes based on
the 90-75 standard, such as the Model
Code for Energy Conservation in New
Building Construction (MCEC, 15
states) and the model energy codes of
Building Officials and Code Administra-
tors International (BOCA, three states),
International Conference of Building Offi-
cials (ICBO, three states) and Southern
Building Code Congress International
(SBCCT, two states). Thirteen states have
developed their own codes using ASH-
RAE 90-75 as a technical basis or adap-
tations of one of the model codes.

States have often significantly modified
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ASHRAE 90-75 and the model codes by:
e amending the lighting energy criteria

to make it less difficult to enforce;

¢ providing additional prescriptive ap-
proaches for one- and two-family houses;
¢ upgrading requirements for thermal en-
velopes, especially exterior walls, to be
more stringent;

¢ providing ways to consider the effect

of thermal mass in the building envelope;
® requiring vapor barriers in residential
construction;

¢ updating requirements for the efficien-
cies of HVAC system equipment and
water heater equipment;

¢ limiting over-sizing of HVAC systems;
* revising systems analysis requirements
to be either more specific or less specific
relative to the comparison between a
standard design and an alternative design.

Senate Urged to End Funding
For Conservation Services

AIA and 10 other organizations have
urged the Senate to eliminate funding for
the residential conservation service pro-
gram, which they called “federally sub-
sidized competition to small businessmen
who wish to provide energy audit and
energy conservation services.”

The residential conservation service
program requires that large natural gas
and electric utilities offer consumers on-
site energy audits and related conservation
services. The commercial and apartment
conservation service program requires
that utilities provide simplified energy au-
dits for their customers.

At this writing the Senate has not rec-
ommended funding for the commercial
and apartment conservation service, al-
though $7 million has been appropriated
for the residential conservation service
program (RCS). An amendment offered
by Sen. Robert Dole (R.-Kan.) would
eliminate funding for the RSC program
and redirect those funds to state and local
programs.

In arguing against the RCS program
the 11 organizations pointed to estimates
by the Department of Energy that “at
most only 7 percent of the eligible cus-
tomers will participate.” DOE also esti-
mates that the cost for implementation
will be $4.9 billion and because of the
statutorily imposed limitations on what
utilities may charge for RCS audits, “all
customers on the utilities system will have
their rates raised.” The 11 organizations
also pointed to a recent Oak Ridge Na-
tional Laboratories study that suggests
low- and fixed-income people are less
likely to participate in the RCS program
and that it will be actually subsidizing
the audits of middle- and upper-income
people.

The organizations also argued that the

program discourages small businesses
from providing solar and energy conser-
vation services. “At a time when high
energy prices, tax incentives and state and
local energy policies are creating a flour-
ishing market, the RCS program is man-
dating that public utilities perform rate
payer subsidized services in competition
with independent small businesses,” the
letter states.

Joining AIA are the Air Conditioning
Contractors of America, American Con-
sulting Engineers Council, American Gas
Association, Mechanical Contractors As-
sociation of America, National Associa-
tion of Home Builders, National Associa-
tion of Plumbing/Heating/Cooling Con-
tractors, Washington Gas Light Co., EN-
SEARCH Corporation and Columbia Gas
Distribution Companies.

In a separate letter AIA President R.
Randall Vosbeck, FAIA, called for the
elimination of the commercial and apart-
ment conservation service, as well as the
RCS, to “provide a greater incentive for
many more small businesses to provide
energy conservation services, without the
burden of federally imposed competition.”

Design Professionals Promote
Cooperative Energy Programs

The Interprofessional Council on Envi-
ronmental Design at its September board
meeting called for cooperation between
architects, engineers, landscape architects
and planners for the advancement of en-
ergy-conscious design, along with the
teaching of energy-conscious design prin-
ciples and development of supporting
research.

The ICED board adopted statements
provided by its energy conservation issues
committee, which had previously decided
that energy-conscious design was a com-
mon goal of all ICED member organiza-
tions—AIA, American Consulting Engi-
neers Council, American Planning Asso-
ciation, American Society of Consulting
Engineers, American Society of Consult-
ing Planners, American Society of Land-
scape Architects and National Society of
Professional Engineers.

On the need for professional coopera-
tion in energy-conscious design of build-
ings, the board agreed that in the future
“there will be a need for well-balanced
teams of professional people properly
educated and qualified to handle the many
different problems of energy-conscious
design for the total physical environ-
ment.” ICED board members agreed to
be a “framework” for the “voluntary de-
velopment of interdisciplinary trust and
understanding.”

On professional education, the board
agreed to support cooperative educational

continued on page 18
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programs among member societies, such
as AIA’s “Energy in Architecture” pro-
gram. Cooperative efforts should also in-
clude sponsorship of seminars and work-
shops; self-study programs; resource data
books; collection of operation data for
existing buildings; recommendation of
necessary capital and operating energy
conservation measures to make buildings
more efficient, the board agreed.

On the need for energy research, the
board adopted a statement saying that
such research “will benefit the design pro-
fessionals and the public through in-

Institute

creased awareness of their individual re-
sponsibilities and the interdependent na-
ture of their activities, and will foster
more effective cooperation in the process
of designing, operating and retrofitting the
built environment.” Research should be
geared, said ICED, toward a better under-
standing of the knowledge necessary for
energy-efficient planning, design and op-
eration of communities and buildings;
identification of what relevant knowledge
is available, along with translation of this
knowledge into useful design information,
and a study of areas where needed knowl-
edge is insufficient or nonexistent.

Board Gives Energy Program
Top Priority Through 1983

The Institute’s “Energy in Architecture”
program will receive top priority through
1983, AIA’s board of directors agreed at
its August meeting in Charleston, S.C.

The program was first approved by the
board in May 1980 to help architects “un-
derstand and practice energy-conscious
design as naturally as they concern them-
selves with good design itself,” said the
Institute’s energy committee, which de-
veloped the program. AIA board mem-
bers and sta