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Concress oF THE UNITED StaTES, JoINT EcoNoMIc COMMITTER

Chairman Bolling Announces Hearings on Industrialized Housing by
the Subcommittee on Urban Affairs

Representative Richard Bolling (D., Mo.), Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Urban Affairs of the Joint Economic Committee, today
announced that the subcommittee will hold public hearings on indus-
trialized housing, July 9, 23, and 24. In announcing the hearings,
Chairman Bolling said :

“These hearings will supplement the compendium of papers by
experts on the subjects of ‘Industrialized Housing,’ which the sub-
committee released on April 28 of this year. We have planned to
receive testimony from the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment as well as from those 1n the industry actually working to put
housing production on an industrialized basis. The hearings should
develop valuable background for the subcommittee’s further studies
of long-range urban planning both here and abroad.”

A list of witnesses, together with the time and place of the hearings,
is given below. Additional witnesses may be announced later.

SCHEDULE OF HEARINGS

Wednesday, July 9, 10:00 a.m., Room 6226 New Senate Office Building
Harold B. Finger
Assistant Secretary for Research and Technology, Department of Housing
and Urban Development
Charles L. Biederman
Vice President, Technical Services, Levitt & Sons Corp., New York
Wednesday, July 23, 10:00 a.m., Auditorium, New Senate Office Building (G-308)
Ezra Ehrenkrantz
President, Building Systems Development Inc., and Associate Professor of
Architecture, University of California, Berkeley
Peter Terzick
General Treasurer, United Brotherhood of Carpenters, AFL-CIO
Thursday, July 24, 10:00 a.m., Auditorium, New Senate Office Building (G-308)
James R. Price
Chairman of Board, and
George E. Price
President, National Homes Corporation, Lafayette, Ind.
Richard Rosen
President, Urban Systems, Inc., Boston, Mass.




INDUSTRIALIZED HOUSING

WEDNESDAY, JULY 23, 1069

CoNgRrEss oF THE UNITED STATES,
SuscoMMITTEE ON URBAN ATFFAIRS
or THE JoiNnT EcoNomic CoMMITTEE,
Washington, D.C.

The Subcommittee on Urban Affairs met, pursuant to recess, at 10
a.m., in room G-308 (the auditorium), New Senate Office Building,
Hon. Richard Bolling (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

Present : Representative Bolling.

Also present : James W. Knowles, director of research; and Douglas
C. Frechtling, minority economist.

Chairman Borrixe. The subcommittee will be in order.

This morning the Subcommittee on Urban Affairs continues its
hearings on industrialized housing. At our opening hearing, held on
July 9, we heard from the Assistant Secretary of the Department of |
Housing and Urban Development, Mr. Harold B. Finger, and from
Mr. Charles L. Biederman, vice president of Levitt & Sons Corp., large
producers of onsite assembled housing. o

Before proceeding to this morning’s testimony, I should like to
enter into the record at this point the statement of Peter E. Terzick,
general treasurer of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters & Joiners
of America, who is scheduled to testify this morning but unfortunately
is unable to appear. '

STATEMENT OF PETER E. TERZICK, GENERAL TREASURER OF
THE UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS & JOINERS OF
AMERICA, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. Terzick. My name is Peter E. Terzick. I am general treasurer
of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters & Joiners of America, and I
sincerely appreciate the opportunity to appear before this subcommit-
tee to present my views on the subject under consideration by the sub-
committee.

First, let me say that the United Brotherhood has been deeply con-
cerned about the lack of progress in meeting the housing needs of the
Nation. Despite all the legislation which has been passed, despite the
great concern which many groups in and out of government have
manifested in eliminating the ghettos which plague our cities, the
housing problem grows more acute year by year for those in the middle
and lower income brackets.

Certainly, the inquiry bein%made by this subcommittee is both
timely and appropriate, The Housing Act of 1968, which had our

(203) -
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wholehearted support, envisioned some brave goals in housing. How-
ever, there are no indications in the present situation that these goals
will ever be met in the foreseeable future.

Nineteen hundred sixty-nine, instead of being a banner year in
house building, is going to be a rather mediocre one. And the pros-
pects for 1970 are no brighter.

Primarily, there are two problems in the housing field. One is
the inability of the industry to turn out 2,600,000 houses per year;
the other is the inability of low- and middle-income families to pur-
chase houses under the exorbitant financing rates now in effect. Rather
than being two problems, these items may be different facets of the
same problem. The industry cannot long continue building houses un-
less there is an adeguate market for them. Unfortunately, there can be
only very limited demand when land prices and finance charges sky-
rocket as dramatically as they have in the past few years. The poor
and the near poor are priced out of the market.

It is no exaggeration to say that the situation in housing is at
a crisis stage. On the one hand, need is growing at an unprecedented
rate, as the large group of war babies reaches marriageable age; but,
on the other hand, interest rates and land speculation are putting
decent housing beyond the reach of all but the relatively well off.

When the solutions to the housing problems that plague us today
are finally arrived at, I am certain that factory-built houses will play
a substantial role.

The United Brotherhood of Carpenters & Joiners has been in-
volved in the prefabricated home field for a quarter of a century.
We have more than a hundred industrial contracts with companies
manufacturing prefabricatd homes or components thereof. Last month
we signed a contract with the Stirling-Homex Corp. of Avon, N.Y.,
which manufactures modular homes.

Modular homes are a relatively new approach to the factory build-
ing of houses. Modules, consisting of one or more rooms completely
finished, are erected on an assembly-line basis in the factory. These
modules are then hauled to the building site where they are tied to-
gether permanently. They can be one-level houses or they can be
stacked to make two- or three-story dwellings.

Some 1,500 Stirling-Homex houses are to be built in Dayton, Ohio,
under the auspices of the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment. Dayton has one of the most rigid building codes in the

ation. However, the factory-built houses meet or exceed code re-
quirements.

It is expected that they will involve a cost of $17,000 to $18,000,
including the site. Rentals will range from $50 to $60 per month.

Corporations are entering the modular home field at a phenomenal
rate. We are now carrying on a dialog with several dozen companies
going into the field in all parts of the Nation. For our part, we wel-
come this development, and we will work closely with those com-
panies which are willing to recognize the United Brotherhood and
employ our people in the manufacture and erection of their houses.

However, I believe it should be pointed out that the advent of
modular houses built in factories cannot and will not replace conven-
tional construction. There is sound reasoning behind this statement.
There are four main cost categories involved in the price of a home:
land, materials, onsite labor, and finance.
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Of the four categories, the onsite labor cost contributes the least to
the ultimate cost of the home. In the October 1968 issue of the Journal
of Home Building, a breakdown of the sales price of an average home
in 1944 showed that 29 percent of the sales price was attributable to
labor costs. In 1966, that portion of the sales price attributable to labor
costs had dropped to 18 percent. This drop was due to increased pro-
ductivity, offsite fabrication, and other improved technologies in home-
building. Since, in this period, labor cost was the only category which
showed a reduction in the percentage cost of the home, it should be
obvious that the cost of labor is the Jeast amenable to reduction in the
overall cost of homes. v

Taking into account the spectacular increases in the price of land
over the past few years, plus the unprecedented increase in interest
rates, the portion of the housing dolrl)ar attributable to onsite labor
costs has actually been shrinking. For example, there has been a 36-
percent increase 1n the prime interest rate in the past 6 months. When
you translate the jump in mortgage rates from 6 and 614 to 814, 9,
and 914 percent, you add a cost factor that really submerges the hopes
of millions of people to own a home.

- By way of example, let me point out that a veteran of the Korean
war returning home in 1952 had little difficulty in finding a house with
a $10,000 mortgage at 4 percent. This made the monthly payments
around $47 or $48 per month. On a 30-year mortgage, the interest and
mortgage costs totaled about $17,000. Today, a Vietnam veteran who
obtained a $20,000 mortgage would face interest rates of 9 or 10 per-
cent. At 9 percent, the total payback in 30 years would be somewhere
in the neighborhood of $58,000. At 10 percent, the figure would come
closer to $64,000. Thus, it is easy to see that, while the interest rates
have more than doubled between 1952 and 1969, the payback costs
have more than tripled. This is a catastrophic increase, and no amount
of efficiency in construction can do very much to offset the gouging now
taking place in the money markets. o
La,n(f costs also increased dramatically. During the past 9 years, the
percentage of the selling price of a house attributable to land jumped
from 12 to 20 percent. Land has been increasing at the rate of 7 per-
cent per year on the average. During most of this period, wholesale
commodity prices rose by less than 2 percent. So land speculation, too,
has added substantial costs to the price of a home. '

In fact, it seems to me, the time has come when the Government
needs to be devoting serious thought to setting up a permanent land-
use policy. Because land has been a very plentiful commodity in our
Nation, no set of priorities has been developed for the utilization of
land. With the supply of land remaining static and the population
increasing at a geometric rate, these two factors are on a collision
course. Some hard thinking is needed on the development of land
policies which can insure orderly and efficient utilization of our
shrinking resources.

Among the measures recommended by the AFL-CIOQ is the estab-
ment of a housing land reserve, geared to increasing the amount of
land available for low- and middle-income housing%)oth inside and
outside of urban areas. Not the least important function of such an
agency would be the development of subsidy programs to assist in
reducing the cost of sewer, water, and other development costs which
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now place much existing land out of reach for low- and middle-income
housing.

Essentially, what is needed is a partnership between Government,
industry, and labor to attack the problem of inadequate housing. Such
a partnership was envisioned when the 1968 Housing Act was passed.
Unfortunately, the partnership has not emerged as yet.

As far as the United Brotherhood is concerned, we are ready and
willing to work closely with industry, Government, financial institu-
tions, and all other groups that have a responsibility in the field of
home construction to seek new approaches to solving the mounting
problem of adequate housing for all.

I am hopeful that hearings such as this one can help to focus atten-

tion on the problem and thus hasten the day when our housing goals
can be achieved.

Chairman Borring. The demonstration of this past weekend of
what can be achieved through the systematic application and orga-
nization of a variety of technologies—putting man on the moon and
getting him off again—makes it particularly appropriate that our
witness this morning is an exponent of the application of systems
procedures in organizing industrialized Luilding. Mr. Ezra Ehren-
krantz is the president of Building Systems Development, Inc., of
San Francisco, and associate professor of architecture at the Berkeley
campus of the University of California. His contributions to sys-
temetizing the building industry earned him the Engineering News-
Record award of construction’s man of the year this last February.
T would like the record to include the article on that award. Without
objection, that will be done.

(The article referred to follows:)
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SYSTEMS-BUILDER EZRA EHRENKRANTZ ... CONSTRUCTION'S MAN OF THE
' YEAR* ’

“The construction industry is sleep-
ing,” says 36-year-old architect Ezra
Ehrenkrantz, named by BNGINEERING
NEews-Recorp as Construction’s Man
of the Year.

Contending that it is “Victorian in its
work habits and building procedures,”
Ehrenkrantz has put construction on the
road to what he calls industrialization
by introducing systems building to
school and college dormitory construc-
tion. :

-Ehrenkrantz and his San Francisco-
based company, Building Systems De-
velopment, Inc. (BSD), have shown just
how industrialized the construction
operation may become. A couple of ex-
amples: The Board of Regents of the
University of California took bids for
$18.5 million worth of dormitories.
Florida took bids for 16 schools worth
$10 million. The two bid calls, though
for different types of buildings in two
widely separated areas, had one thing in
common: All the bidders on these
projects were manufacturers, not gen-
eral contractors.

As practiced by Ehrenkrantz, sys-
tems building involves large-scale man-
ufacture of various compatible building
components that have been developed,
in many cases, for a particular project.
After the components, such as struc-
tural system or partitions or HVAC
system, are produced and tested by their
manufacturers in a prototype structure,
the traditional segments of construction
come into the picture. .

Architects and engineers use the pre-
fabricated components in their design of
a building. Contractors then bid for site
work and the erection and assembly of
the various subsystems that together
form a systems structure.

e Component construction—An  ex-
ample of the Ehrenkrantz systems ap-

*Reprinted from Engineering News-Record, Feb. 13, 1969. Copyright 1969 McGraw-Hill, Inc.

proach to planning and design is his
first project, known as School Construc-
tion Systems Development.

SCSD, completed between 1965 and
1967, used the same set of components
for the construction of 13 elementary
and high schools in California. The total
value of the schools was $30 million, and
the components accounted for half that
amount.

On the basis of performance specifi-
cations, manufacturers designed com-
patible components to fit SCSD needs
and competed for contracts to supply
them. The project achieved a 20%
reduction in the cost of the building
components—structural-ceiling-lighting,
heating-ventilating-airconditioning, par-
titions, and cabinets and lockers.

SCSD had its immediate origins in
the late 1950s, when the U.S. was hit
by a shortage of school construction
funds in the face of an increasing need
for more and better schools. The
California legislature leaned toward the
use of stock school plans to meet the
crisis. Ehrenkrantz, then a practicing
architect in San Francisco, thought a
more desirable alternative could be
found in planning concepts derived
from Great Britain’s industrialized
building systems.

For aid in establishing systems build-
ing in California school construction,
Ehrenkrantz turned to Educational
Facilities Laboratory, Inc., of New York
City, a nonprofit corporation the Ford
Foundation established to help school
agencies and colleges in the design of
theii buildings.

EFL, which has since supplied most
of the money to finance the investiga-
tion of systems design for school con-
struction, granted $50,000 in 1961 for
a feasibility study of the use of a pre-
fabricated component system. SCSD
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was born and EFL eventually granted
$600,000 to aid the project.

Several California school boards were
alrcady looking for an economical al-
ternative to stock school plans. They
told Ehrenkrantz they would use a pre-
fabricated component system if it would
provide increased quality and keep
school construction costs within their
budget limits.

By mid-1962, SCSD’s project archi-
“tect, Ezra Ehrenkrantz, had convinced
13 autonomous California school dis-
tricts to use identical components in the
construction of their schools. This
offered potential components “manu-
facturers a large enough market to
interest them in competing.

¢ Untraditional planning—In planning
the SCSD project, Ehrenkrantz by-
passed the traditional method of pro-
gramming fixed spaces, to be arranged
and enclosed by an architect and en-
gineer and competitively bid by con-
tractors. Instead, he went to teachers
and students to find out what they
needed. From educators he learned of
the teaching methods in use and those
that might be used in the future. They
also told him what was wrong with
current technology and spatial arrange-
ments in existing schools. Their criticism
boiled down to lack of physical flex-
ibility—restrictive  structural  spans,
immovable interior partitions and the
lack of materials quality.

The user-need data collected resulted ,

in specifications establishing how ma-
terials should perform now and in the
future with other building components.

Ehrenkrantz convinced manufactur-
ers that because the performance spec-
ifications could not be met by any
existing building products, there must
necessarily be huge, untapped markets
if products could be designed that
satisfied the needs. This, combined with
the market in hand, brought in the de-
sired competition and, eventually, prod-
ucts. Almost 500 of 1,000 schools

constructed after SCSD have used one
or more of the components that resulted
from this pioneering project, Ehren-
krantz says, including demountable
movable partitions, flexible aircondition-
ing ducts, and lightweight, long-span
prefabricated steel trusses and roof
decks. Another 500 nonschool projects
used one or more of these components,

SCSD’s success, not only in the cost
and quality of its schools, but in the
wide acceptance of the components
designed for them, established Ehren-
krantz as the country’s leading prac-
titioner and theoretician of systems
building.

e Early Ehrenkrantz—The possibility of
applying mass-produced prefabricated
components to -California school con-
struction was by no means a chance
product of Ehrenkrantz’s impressive in-
telligence. He’d been hard at work on
the concept for several years and was
already well known at EFL long before
SCSD occurred.

After graduating in architecture from
Massachusetts Institute of Technology
in 1954, Ehrenkrantz went to England
on a Fulbright fellowship to work on
a master’s degree at the University of
Liverpool. During his two-year stay in
England, he also worked at the national
Building Research Station, outside of
London.

To solve a serious shortage of schools
immediately after World War II, the
British turned to industrialized con-
struction techniques, including prefab-
ricated components.

When Ehrenkrantz returned to the
U.S. in 1956, he talked with EFL offi-
cials about what he’d learned of British
school design and construction. EFL
assigned him to make a study of United
Kingdom procedures, which he com-
pleted in 1958.

Ehrenkrantz and the

California

school shortage happened at the right
time for each other. Since then, Ehren-
krantz has been making things happen
for himself.
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STANDARD school planning, containing similar classrooms
off control corridors (model, above), can be achieved with sys-
tems components if desired, says Ebrenkrantz. But the com-
ponents also permit walls to be demounted and relocated . . .

i

-

... or eliminated (model, above), if teaching methods change.
Spatial changes in a systems-built project are achieved
through longer structural spans, fewer interior columns and
adjustable mechanical equipment and lighting,.

e On the road to success—As a result
of SCSD, Ehrenkrantz established BSD
in 1965. Last year, BSD’s volume was
$1 million. The company’s 48-man staff
is involved in systems building programs
across the U.S., and is consulting with

™ school groups in Canada.

Last year Ehrenkrantz’s systematic
appraisal of the federal government’s
designated model cities won his com-

pany a contract for a preliminary study
that led to the Department of Housing
and Urban Development’s In-City pro-
gram for low-cost housing.

Later, Ehrenkrantz’s firm won a $4.9-
million contract from HUD for the
program’s second phase. Under Ehren-
krantz’s agreement with- HUD, Kaiser
Engineers of Oakland, Calif.—formerly
BSD's subcontractor on the project—



became prime contractor and BSD be-
came a subcontractor to Kaiser.

Also last year, the University of
California accepted a BSD-programmed
package of new, standardized, com-
patible building components for its pro-
posed $18-million to $30-million Uni-

versity Residential Building Systems
(URBS) project. The new components
for the project’s structure and ceiling,
heating, ventilating and airconditioning
units, and partitions promises to in-
crease the quality and flexibility of stu-
dent dormitories without increasing
costs. From URBS will come a precast
concrete structural-ceiling component.
an inverted-T system with a cast-in-
place concrete floor, for use in buildings
1 to 13 stories high. The distance from
finished ceiling to the floor above is a
uniform {8 in. The system will offer
its greatest economy, say URBS offi-
cials, at relatively long spans of 30 to
35 ft. :

Another systems-building landmark
occurred last year. SCSD started to
prove the value of its flexibility. Barely
two ycars after completion of construc-
tion, interior partitions of some of the
schools are being demounted and moved
to new positions. The flexible mechan-
ical equipment and lighting components
are being rearranged accordingly. So
without any great expense to school

systems, existing structures are re-
arranged to accommodate changing
teaching methods.

Last year Ehrenkrantz also saw

launched or planned dozens of projects
and studies in the U.S. and Canada. His
firm was directly commissioned or con-
sulted for all of them.

They include:

¢ The $20-million Schoolhouse Sys-
_tems Project in Tallahassee, Fla., which
adapted SCSD's building components,
thus cutting the area’s standard school
construction costs in 1968 by 25%.

*The Great High Schools project in
Pittsburgh plans construction of five
new schools to accommodate the stu-

dent bodies now enrolled in 22 existing
schools. Each new school will cost about
$30 million.

e Academic Building Systems for
Indiana University and the University
of California involving systems building
of more than $100 million worth of
university classroom and laboratory
facilities.

¢ BSD participation in joint ventures
to study systems building for post
offices and Veterans Administration
hospitals.

Ehrenkrantz also was recently com-
missioned to apply the systems approach
to the planning and construction of
3,500 low and middle-income housing
units in East St. Louis, Ill.

e Missionary zeal—Despite the inroads
the systems approach made in 1968,
Ehrenkrantz’s ideas are controversial.
He must constantly explain the concept,
and it’s a task he never tires of.

No matter what he’s doing-—working,
lecturing, traveling or enjoying his scant
time with his wife and three children—
Ehrenkrantz is preoccupied with the
concepts of systems building. He’s
constantly probing to discover some new
facet, resolve some underlying contra-
diction or anticipate a problem. He in-
variably has an answer for his op-
ponents.

“The future of a large segment of
construction industry practice will be
in systems building,” he will predict to
any listener. He is quick to disassociate
his concepts of systems building from
modular box design, prefabricated con-
struction or packaged building. “The
systems approach to construction is
aimed at producing individually de-
signed buildings that use a high pro-
portion of systems components,” says
Ehrenkrantz.

Opponents of systems building argue
that it ignores construction tolerances.
Ehrenkrantz argues back that a major
goal of systems building is the solution
of the engineering-architectural prob-
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lems of incompatible edge conditions in
cxisting building components.

Others oppose systems building be-
cause it turns design over to many
sources rather than giving control to
one man or firm. Ehrenkrantz agrees,
and says this is an advantage.  “Prob-
lems are evolving at a rate greater than
can be handled by one individual,” he
says. “Our sociological and technolog-
ical knowledge is so vast and extensive
that many minds must be employed to
solve problems ‘and crises. To handle
today’s environmental problems, plan-
ning teams should consist of experts in
architecture, engineering, planning,
manufacturing, economics, manage-
ment, labor and the social sciences.”

e A wider choice—Some architects,
says Ehrenkrantz, dislike designing a
project from lists of preselected com-
- ponents. He says they forget that they
work with “givens” in virtually every
project that crosses their boards—that
enormous collection of products in
SWEET’s CaTaLOG and similar data. He
contends existing habits don’t lead to
improved quality of materials.

But, Ehrenkrantz says, systems build-
ing demands much improvement. He
recalls that in drafting the performance
specifications for partitions to be used
in the URBS project, investigation
showed that all available partitions fell
short of the performance programmed
for the project. He says they could not
meet edge conditions, or wear-and-tear
requirements. They lacked flexibility
because they couldn’t accept inter-
changeable surfaces, such as vinyl,
natural wood, or chalkboard, and fur-
niture could not be mounted on them.
Ehrenkrantz says that when no existing
partitions satisfied need, he concluded
that a vast market existed for manu-
facturers. Manufacturers were in a

position to “add to the keyboard of|

components used by architects,” he says.
“How can this possibly stifle cre-
ativity?” he asks. “The procedure

promises to 'increase the choices of
materials available to the design pro-
fessions.” He claims it also enlarges the
potential for innovation, because each
systems project should contain different
cost factors, different user-needs in
terms of location, climate, and spatial
and functional requirements.

Because of the nature of the ap-
proach, starting with desired user-needs,
says Ehrenkrantz, each project’s per-
formance specifications should be
noticeably different. He says this means
the manufacture of some components
that fit only a specific project. In other
cases, specifications should result in
unique ways of using existing products.

“The design professions,” Ehren-
krantz says, “must see the rise of the
package builder as a result of their
failure to deliver projects to the client
within the predetermined budget and
construction time.” The rise of systems
building, Ehrenkrantz claims, is an at-
tempt to wrest the initiative from pack-
age builders and convince clients that
architects and engineers can keep costs
within estimates and deliver the project
on time.

Unlike the package builder, however,
design professionals can offer the client
a unique product, numerous options in
design, environmental controls, spatial
relations and materials quality.

Currently Ehrenkrantz is applying the
systems approach to city planning. An
associate of Ehrenkrantz recently com-
mented: “He’s great at putting pieces
together. And his disposition is aimed at
alleviating social and esthetic ills in the
nation.”

As the pieces of systems building con-
tinue to fall into place and achieve the
desired goals, Ehrenkrantz looks for-
ward to the day when the construction
industry will wake up and see environ-
mental crises as its special opportunity
to improve life. “In this context,” says
Ehrenkrantz, “if the problems one faces
are looked upon as opportunities, then
may all our crises be big ones.”
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Chairman Borring. Mr. Ehrenkrantz’s presentation will be accom-
panied by slides to illustrate the various points he will make this
morning.

We welcome you this morning. You may proceed in your own way.
We will insert your prepared statement at the end of your oral
presentation.

STATEMENT OF EZRA D. EHRENKRANTZ, BUILDING SYSTEMS
DEVELOPMENT, INC.

Mr. EarenkraNTzZ. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Our group has become involved in an approach to construction which
we call systems building. It is a word that is used by many other people
to define hardware systems—whether it be the structure or the air
conditioning or other portions of the building.

I would like to define the word in the way that we use it because
otherwise my slides and the rest of the testimony will leave a number
of questions unanswered.

We are concerned with the total process of how to build. The building
process, in our approach, includes the need to equate the available re-
sources with the user requirements—that is, with the needs of the peo-
ple who will be housed.

The resources for any type of construction are five in number. To -

build, one must have land, financing, management skills, technology,
and labor.

If any of these resources is constrained from being freely applied to
the housing process, then a veto power has been asserted against the
construction of housing. If the land or the money or the management
skills through which the process of building is organized and planned
properly, without the technologies and the labor we still cannot build.
Since we must have all of these and cannot build if any one of the
resources is missing, if we are going to talk of a system of building we
must relate to all of these factors, in a total process. Even if a new
technology saves money, it cannot do its best job and it is not an
acceptable technology if it causes a greater cash flow due to the need
for more time to get the building built, or if a scarce building trade
skill is needed to install it, or if to deliver it to the job takes too Iong or
costs too much.

On the other hand, if a more expensive technology can speed the
process of building, if it has the capacity for saving money in financing
or in time, if it causes better performance or refuces operations and
maintenance costs over the useful life of the building—then in fact it
may be a technology which we can afford.

Our conclusion 1s that we must take into account not only hardware
systems that go into buildings, but the software as well—the marketing
and the management techniques that are needed to order the entire
process.

In the written presentation which I prepared for your subcommittee,
I have called attention to a number of points which I think can best be
explained through the use of slides. In these slides I will show projects
on which we have been working, and I will give examples of how we
apply our philosophy. _
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When we first started in systems building we were working on a
project for a group of school districts. Our initial effort was to set up a
new organization composed of these school districts. The group was
called the First California Commission on School Construction Sys-
tem. Its purpose was to build—get past the process where schools were
built one at a time—schools which did not meet educational needs and
which could not be built effectively within the State educational aid
budgeting.

|- DISTRICTS YORKING TOGETHER

The organization of the School Construction Systems Development Project—
. a “new client.”
: g

. 'We were concerned to develop a process through which we would
have a chance to build structures that would not be obsolete when they
were first occupied and to accomplish this we organized a new group.
The group included 13 separate school districts. These districts banded
together to provide a reasonable market. On the basis of this increased
market, it became possible for us to call on the building industry to
develop new products that would meet their very specific needs of this
known market.

Physically, we were looking to develop a keyboard—a set of build-
ing components—which all of the different school architects could use
to design individual schools.

In this case each of the school districts used its own architects and
each architect designed a unique school that would meet the specific
requirements of his school district. None of the schools look alike. All
have different needs and they express them differently.
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In defining the school needs we worked with the people from the
school districts—curriculum designers, teachers, superintendents.
Through this process the needs were defined. Then we translated those
needs into technical performance terms. It was on these performance
specifications that bids were taken.

On the basis of their bids, manufacturers were selected for parti-
tions, for ceilings, for air conditioning, for the building structure, for
the casework, and lockers, and for other components. Once they were
tested and developed, these products were used by each of the archi-
tects to build individually designed schools.

The process that is necessary for development has been demonstrated
on anotgxer project for student housing. The schedule which we devel-
oped shows that a 5-year period is necessary if all aspects of a new
building system are to be followed through with thoroughness—the
feasibility studies, the development of beginning user requirements,
and the development of contract documents, costs, and performance
specifications. Next, bids must be taken from industry to create new
products that do not exist but that meet the needs stated in the defini-
tion of user requirements. Then it is necessary to go to the develop-
ment of these groducts, the construction of prototypes units—all lead-

e

ing up to development of processes for large-scale production.
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The time scale of the University Residential Building System.

We find that, in the development process, if we do everything in an
orderly way as we relate sources to needs, the total process will neces-
sarily take a considerable period of time.

The nature of the development work that can be done changes with
time. As the time for a program of development increases, so does the -
level of developmental work that can be undertaken. If a project offers
only a very short period of time then it will be possible to only secure
volume bidding on existing components. If you have a great deal of
time for a project, you can base the volume bidding on performance
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specifications—and end up with the design of a complete new system
where all of the hardware is new, and where the definition of the
requirements to be met is also new. If we are to meet the major needs
of our country during the decades ahead, it is this kind of program
that can and must be developed.

SYSTEMATIC PROCESSES ' THE SCALE
P

& YOLUME DIDDING., PERPORMANCE SPECIFICATION,
COMPLETE SYSTEM DESION (SCSD® URBS®)

Work

£ VOLUME BIDDING, PERPORMANCE SPECIFICATION,
PARTIAL SYSTEM DESION

/A'wunl DIDDING, N-HOUSE' PARTIAL SYSTEM DESIGN
2'VOLUME BIDOING, SOME DEVELOPMENT, COMPLEX COMPONENTS
2 VOLUME BIDDING, SOME DEVELOPMENT

_LVOLUME BIOOING, EXISTING COMPONENTS

v

Time Por Program
t 10, cesigned by Owner's CensuRents
1 Schoo! Construction 8y Develop preject.
3. University Residentiol Building Syetems preject.

Programs to meet the major needs of our country cannot be accomplished
in a short period of time.

At the same time, we can move much more rapidly to meet the
immediate problems. That we cannot ignore.

In working to develop student housing for the University of Cali-
fornia, it has been necessary to account for changes in the size of the
student population, in the mix of students, and in the requirements of
the students themselves as values change. In designing for any group
of people, we must begin to define their user needs and this is so for
any group, and to accomplish it is a rather substantial task.

This type of work has not been done for housing. As a result, we do
not now have in existence appropriate statements as to what the
basic user requirements are that we are trying to meet as we build
any basic type of housing.

In looking at the prcﬁ)lem, we find that some of our requirements -
have held up over the ages. The need for someone to work or study,
a person’s need for light, the higher cost needed to provide for thermal
control by allowing air to move under a structure—these are uni-
versal requirements for man.

But there are other requirements—when and how do students or
other people join together in groups? These needs change over time.

In student housing we have found that different groups sharing
different facilities present a problem. Perhaps two students will share
a room in a building, but because of the way it is designed it may be
that 82 will have to share large bath facilities.

32-679 0—69—pt. 2——2
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We must pay attention to the differences that occur within different poeple.

In buildings designed differently, we may find a different mix. The
same two students may share a single room, but a group of eight stu-
dents may have their own bath and lounge facilities. When we take a
look at the behavior patterns occasioned by these different group-
ings—this clustering of people differently—we find that behavior
should have a tremendous 1mmpact on the design of facilities and on the
design of the hardware systems that are used to provide the facilities.

But we believe that this kind of work must be done, and we have
discovered innumerable instances where major problems have arisen
when it was not done but where the facilities being provided were

- considered the best that could be provided. .

Just to give an example. At one major institution six students were
housed in single rooms and they shared a common lounge. This was
considered the best possible way to live. But in studying what hap-
pened it was found that students had absolutely abysmal -academic
records. On checking for a substantial period of time, it was found
that the major reason was that since six people can fit in a car, when
the students went out for coffee breaks at night one student would ask
the second one to go, the two would ask the third to go along, and in
the end they would all go. This is a problem that is eliminated if eight
students study together. Eight do not fit in a car. The conclusion is
that we have had to experiment—in many ways.

There are different forms and different groupings. They may relate
to security patterns in housing and the way in which people may live
together and work together to jointly supervise their own facilities.
To test various patterns requires that there be side-scale experiments
that are not yet being made.

As we know, we must also pay attention to the kind of differences
that occur within different people, including simply their different
sizes.

In terms of aspirations we find that how people view where and
how they will live frequently takes forms and patterns that may vary
from group to group. These variations, too, may or may not be handled
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within a basic system, but in any case it is necessary to provide for
them in building design and configurations so that the major things
we build can be organized and designed in an efficient way.

‘We must be responsive, then, to people’s differing needs and aspira-
tions. We can do this by keeping account of the fact that one require-
ment is cost—and we must not limit ourselves to the first cost of a
building. In our work in student housing we have now taken bids that
included all costs of owning the buildings. This is the first time this
has been done. The cost per year of the components individually was
the basis for manufacturers’ bids. The bids included a formula for
the annual costs of debt service and the annual maintenance cost. In
addition, the maintenance cost included a 20-year contract. As a result,
we knew we had fixed prices and we knew that costs would escalate, and
we based annual operating costs on the characteristics of the technolo-

gies developed in the system.

Heating, Ventilating, Cooling Bid Formula

Lump Sum Bid
Annual
x0.074 Debt
Service
Weighting Factors
5 Year X0.2 Annual
Maintenance Maintenance
1 Contract : Cost . :

Annual
Operating
Cost

1 Operating Cost
: Calculation

af ;

Coe
‘s R
g &

Special bid formulas allow bids to include all costs of owning buildings—not
’ Jjust first cost. :

We worked out a system so that if the air-conditioning equipment
were not to perform up to the bidder’s projected level of efficiency—so
that more money would be needed to cover operating costs of the
equipment—then a deduction would be made from fungs paid in ful-

fillment of the maintenance contract. As a result of this procedure, it
became possible for us to compare annual costs of a system. Our
conclusion is that more sophisticated equipment frequently can be
developed if you include the annual owning costs of the equipment
and the total building in your calculations of what an item costs.

A system building approach does not mean prefabrication of specific
buildings. Instead, it increases and in fact provides the power with
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which one can design, working on basic modules so that anything
can be built within the system.

To get into the substance of requirements in the student residence
program we asked what the needs are for students. It is interesting
to note that not only at the University of California but at probably
95 percent of the institutions throughout the country, exactly the
same need for storage space and casework is provided for men and
women students. But in our work at the University of California we
found that there is actually a major difference in men’s needs for
storage as compared with women’s.
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WOMEN'S AVERAGE

Probably 95 percent of the institutions in the country provide exactly the same
storage space for men and women students, despite findings at the University
of California. (2 slides.)
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We are concerned with developing systems that enable the users
to have an impact on their environment. We want to and can offer op-
portunities for use of different materials that will provide an oppor-
tunity for variation. In the case of the designs for the University of
California students we have made it possible for them to supply their

" own coverings and surfaces for walls, as part of the system.

People using buildings have a great desire to express their own
individuality and their own approach to life. At the University of
California we developed a snap-in wall system, permitting the students
to supply their own surfacing and their own materials to cover the
walls. If a girl wishes to buy a bolt of red velvet she can paper her
room with it herself and when she leaves she can take the material
away.

If an institution begins to use heavier and heavier materials, hop-

_ing they will be able to be maintained or to stand up over time, what
they may be doing is to provide a challenge to the inhabitants. They
may simply be designing buildings which say clearly that “you can’t
destroy it.” In this situation, too often people will take the challenge.
Vandalism and carelessness will result.
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A building that allows individual expression can channel destructive feelings
into creative acts.

It is much better to think in terms of developing our structures
so that we can say: “Express yourself.” Then we may find creative
rather than destructive expressions of use.

Perh?ips a case study of our work to develop user requirements
has to do with their study habits. We find that students study in-
frequently at desks. Most of the time they study on other surfaces at
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other places. Partly this is because desks are often not appropriate
for study. But we have also found that one of the locations where
students want to read large books is in the bathtub. We have there-
fore set specifications for gesign of a bathtub that will include a back
seat that would be contoured for reading.

Since a shower is also required, and a shower needs a greater
width of space than a tub, we had to work to design a surface for
study, in the tub area.

We also found that one reason large groups of })eople sharing a
bathroom do not take baths is because of dg’bris eft in a tub b
former occupants. As everyone knows, when you try to clear a tu
by running water into it, the debris flows upstream and stops at
exactly the same place where it began. With the shelf at the side
of the tub, a water exit under the shelf becomes possible. It then
becomes possible to clean the tub by regular flushing action.

These small items illustrate how people use buildings. If we are
to design buildings for people on a large scale, we must begin to
understand what the needs and the living patterns are. We must
design with the kind of spaces that there should be in rooms and
for the furniture that will go into it. We must also think in terms
of the way in which you move through buildings.

‘We have been studying the diﬂ%rent Wid%hS of housing, and we
have found great problems when we try to relate how people live to
the dimensions that permit a housing manufacturer to move his units
along a highway. At 12 feet it may be possible to develop units
that will meet Kighway codes, but whether you can also develop
units that will provide the best use of space for people who are to
live in houses o¥ these widths may be another question. If you take
a look at the differences between what you can do in a space of 18
feet as compared with 12 feet or 22 or 19 feet, and if you want
to find the best range of sizes for family housing, you will con-
clude that 19 to 22 fgeet are more appropriate dimensions for users
gf %ouses than 12 feet—which is the width you can move along a

ghway.

Yet ay; we think of gearing up for production of housing, we may
begin to overlook these needs and we may work only with what we can
move along highways or with what meets other, more technical,
requirements.

n examining the need for variety and flexibility, not only in the
sizes of dwelling units but also in room sizes, it is possible to arrive at
different options as to how our study of user requirements helps us to
develop insight into changing trends and the way in which spaces are
used and the way in which people live now or desire to live in the
future. When this is done, buildings can be responsive to change and
can be thought of as having a dynamic life over time. Buildings can
respond to a range of user requirements, so that the facilities can, in
fact, be designed to have different initial forms. But no matter what
tille form is, buildings will evolve over time as the needs of users
change.

Asg:ve consider the requirements of buildings we must keep in mind
the first cost—that is, what we must spend to build—and we must de-
velop techniques to cost buildings not by the different trades that are
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needed but by the work that is done. We must compare one floor system
_ that costs $4.83 with another at $3.71 per square foot. These can be com-
pared in constant dollars for the same client, the same program.

As we look at the different parts of a building that performs dif-
ferent jobs, we must develop a costing context that enables us to see
how the various parts perform. We must know how to relate the costs
to how well we can accomplish such things as sound separation and the
thermal requirements of space. In one residence hall that we studied,
the walls were designed to provide for 45 to 50 decibel sound separa-
tion. But at the same time, the door was purposely undercut so that
there would be a return for the air-conditioning system. The result was
that, while the sponsor was paying for the higher level of acoustic con-
trol, only a sound separation of 10 to 15 decibels was being achieved. A
lot of money was wasted on the acoustic performance of the walls, be-
cause there was no total building system designed to meet a consistent
set of performance requirements, '

In our program for the University of California student residences
we agreed to a slightly lower level of sound control for the walls, but
at the same time we changed the doors to achieve acoustic performance
at the level of 25 to 30 decibels instead of the former 10 to 18; as a
result, we will have less total cost, but a higher level of performance.
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Performance specifications translate user requirements into a technical form
to which industry can respond. (2 slides.)

In our work to develop good lighting in schools, we have found a
need for low brightness and low contrast in the lighting, so that the
blackboards can %)e seen without glare and the printed pages can be
read comfortably.

In this case we set forth a series of performance requirements, and
when they were presented to the lighting industry, half the industry
said the standardg could not be met%ecause they contradicted the laws
of physics—which was a pretty strong condemnation of the perform-
ance specifications. The other half of the industry quietly designed
systems that are not doing the job effectively.

We developed a combined lighting and ceiling system that covers
large areas o? the ceiling. The system requires that there be a capacity
for acoustic absorption n the ceiling and that air be able to move in
and out of spaces.

By developing performance specifications, a method is evolved for
translating user requirements into a technical form that industry can
respond to and this type of vehicle for translating needs into technical
terminology is needed.

If industry is to gear up and produce, industry needs specifications
which are understandable, which can be tested, and through which
industry can develop and test products and can show that the producers
will in fact meet the carefully stated needs.
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In many cases, before sending performance specifications out to bid,
it becomes necessary to be sure that there are ways for industry to meet
the requirements. Therefore we have done our own design work inter-
nally, to develop components that will prove the performance needs
_can be met, before we go out to bid.
The tooling and the manufacturing capability of industry invari-
ably provide better ways of doing jobs than we iave conceived—once
we go out to bid. But first we have to show how the job can be done.

THIS KIT OF PARTS
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A VARIETY OF HOUSE TYPES.

The components from a recent housing program.




224

In other cases we indicate through diagrams a range of ways in
which a given set of performance specifications can be met, then we
find that manufacturers will be able to bid who represent a wide range
of materials—one using timber, another steel, ans another concrete—
all to meet the same set of sp%iécations. In saying what the job should
be rather than how it should be done, we have found that we can get a
tremendous range of competition.

Now, as we start a new building program we know that we must
be concerned with the entire process by which buildings are built—
from the use of raw materials at the start, right down to completion
of the buildings.

For instance, in a recent housing program it was our purpose to
design a kit of parts that can be produced effectively, to provide a
large variety of different housing types.

The program for doin% the job }%ady to be well ordered, and so, as in
our other work, a critical path flow diagram had to be designed show-
ing how all of the parts would go together. Then it had to show how
just the smaller subsections would fit together at the building site—
to do a total job within an assembly process.

In that case we are working with pieces and parts, as they are pur-
chased, as the components are put together into modules, and as those
modules are developed into buildings. Because of shipping, in some
cases you may ship the components to the site. In other cases you may
want to have modules at the site. This will vary with each different
situation.

INVENTORY COMPONENT SITE PREPARATION
SHAPING ASSEMBLY SITE ASSEMBLY
PURCHASING COMPONENT TRANSPORT

RECEIVE RAW MANUFACTURE. TO SITE
MATERIALS

COORDINATION OF TOTAL BUILDING PROCESS

As we start a new building program we must be concerned with the entire
process by which buildings are built, from raw material to completed
building.

But how the sequence is arranged provides a control of all the pieces
and parts—so that they will all work with one another and do a total
job, and so that the job provides for appropriate variations to meet
needs, and so that entire process will move quickly, meeting a given set
of user requirements.

~
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‘We were working in a student housing system, now being tested by
the University of gzlifornia, where well over 30 different manufactur-
ers designed and bid unique products.

The system developed includes a new type of concrete structure. The
wet members of the structure are perforated, and the services needed
in the buildings can be moved in two directions through this rather
unique type of concrete structure.

In developing this material and system, we have come up with some
particularly interesting technical developments. For example, the con-
crete memgers are pierced to provide penetration through them for
mounting air conditioning, piping, conduit, and other service com-
ponents. In testing the strength of the material, the Portland Cement
Association found that the concrete members were made stronger when
regular holes were cut through the members. In this extremely interest-
ing discovery, we learned that the process of cutting the holes in-
creased the strength by 25 percent. We then found that we had been

receded in this discovery by the aerospace industry, where a group had

een testing frames to achieve a particular structural strength. Findin,
that the frames failed in the same place each time, the technical sta
finally yielded to the derisive cries of the custodian of the laboratory,
who said “cut holes where it fails.”

After many failures, one of the engineers cut the holes, and the
structure did not fail. Everyone crowded around the laboratory.
custodian and asked why. His comment was, “Well, you know, toilet
paper never tears on the holes.” An interesting thing is that with the
concrete members it took 7 years for this piece of information to be
transferred from the aerospace industry to the building industry—
accidentally.
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Over 30 different manufacturers designed and bid unique products for this
student housing system.

In the structure I am describing we were going for long spans to
provide for flexibility in the arrangement of space. We had also
developed an air-conditioning system that was designed to be com-
patible with the structure. One of the interesting things here is that a
building system was designed through the process that saved about 8.5
percent in the first cost of construction. Much more will be saved in
owning costs of the buildings over time—very substantially more. It
is hard to tell at this point just how much. In addition, the performance
has been improved because the average span will be raised to 30 feet
from a nominal 14 feet, so that the spaces provided in the building
would be extremely flexible, In these buildings the partitions are
100 percent demountable, and each student has complete control of his
or her environment.
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Through this process, the performance was improved tremendously.
A significant market was provided for which manufacturers could
develop new products to meet new performance specifications, and the
first cost of the building was less.

Our first experience with this process was on the school project,
where our first costs of construction were 18 percent lower than the
costs for building conventional schools under some aid programs. The
performance was improved very considerably in this first project.

Since that time, costs have been reduced rather than raised. The
actual cost of building schools with the systems-designed components
was less this past winter than it was in August of 1965 when our first
school went under construction with the components.

With the increases in volume of construction, we have found that if
you plot this volume on log-log paper, on a 94-percent slope, the costs
will go down along that line as the volume of production increases.
Fortunately in the school program, the use of the components has

roceeded at a faster rate than building cost escalation. As a result,
1t is in actual dollars paid on a bid that the school districts are spending
less for components than they were in August of 1965, and this 1s
obviously counter to the normal trend in the building industry.

In the student housing system, the development of components took
about 5 years. Industry designed the components. In another case a
team of five different consultants worked for a large school district, to
develop a system for educational parks and in this case the time avail-
able was shorter, with the five consulting firms undertaking the system
design directly.

any different procedures can be used. Each procedure will have a
different time span, and different potential payoffs in terms of intro-
ducing new technology. But all can provide an ordered way to innovate
and develop new products to do a specific job of meeting user
requirements.

In the initial school project we had a group of over 40 manufacturers
who participated in a bidding procedure to develop components that all
worked together to do the educational job required. These components
are designed so that they fit together. Within this program we have had
tremendous cooperation from the building trades, from code people,
from many others.

We had a number of significant changes, and many firsts. For ex-
ample, flexible ducts provide for very good flexibility of air condition-
ing within our spaces. This was the first flexible airduct developed in
the country.

‘We have five or six other such firsts within a program based on only
$25 million of school construction—this was the carrot that we pre-
sented to industry for development of new products. However, the
market was clearly representative of unmet school needs throughout
the country. Therefore it enabled us to indicate that the $25 million
was really a pump-priming situation rather than the total market.

‘We have developed new materials which provide fire protection for.
steel. The steel itself was used in new ways, so that the weight of the
steel structure was about half that of conventional structures needed to
span the space.
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Our average span for schools using this system is 60-plus feet. The
Eartitions are completely demountable. Any educational space can
ave its own thermal control system in that space. The components are
so designed that no two building trades need to occupy the same space
within the building as it is being built.

The air ducts are right under the structure, the hatched-in space, and
the grid spaces are where the conduits for small pipes go. What was
designed offers the chance to develop an order for all these components
so that they—and the coffers and the lighting and the ceiling com-

onents—will work together at a level of efficiency which is much
igher than normal at the building site.
ormally we save 20 to 30 percent in time and these savings relate
to the cost of getting schools constructed.

The components respect the locations in which they are supposed
to move. One small new item that we developed is a little attachment
device which holds a group of runner that then supports the coffer.
This device is called the spider. It attaches to and levels the structure.
It holds the runners for the ceiling and the air conditioning, and it
combines the work of four different manufacturers althougi itisa
single product.




The little “spider” at the bottom of the truss performs several critical functions
while combining the work of four different manufacturers.
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Unless you know that .the products of different manufacturers are
to be used together to gain significant volume, obviously it would not
pay to design a specific piece of hardware, since tooling for such a unit
may cost something in excess of $20,000.

The need is for predictable long-term markets, if one is going to de-
velop hardware which will tie together the components of many manu-
facturers. This kind of efficiency can be developed under prefabrica-
tion of the structure and of the air conditioning, but also of the light-
ing elements and of everything that goes into the building. It can also
relate to organizing their delivery to the site in an effective manner.

In our projects where companies are developing new technologies,
you get a sense of why time is important.

In one situation we have begun a process to wind housing around
a base structural material. In the process, a glass reinforced plastic
material can be wound in a variety of shapes. The shapes can be cut
into panels, or into building products, or for use as total shapes. They
can then be assembled in many ways, and put together.

A room-sized mandrel around which plastic is wrapped to form housing.

The shapes can be completely wound on a mandril. Normally that
would have to be done with a steel form which would retract, to get the
building units off of the mandril.

To go through the processes needed to develop such new technologies,
however, takes both time and substantial money. It is necessary, there-
fore, to know that there is a market at the other end of the process.

As we look at housing programs, too often there is a demand to get
under construction a very few months after a project is conceived. We
are not given time to speci‘r'{l requirements that will make it possible for
companies people to act that are willing and able to go through a
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developmental process—beginning with finding out needs and develop-
ing new technologies in a step by step procedure that will end up with
products which will actually do the job.

We cannot deny the need for immediacy, nor am I suggesting that
we do so. But we must begin to work on two different tracks in our
timing, at least. On one trade we must use what is available to meet
our immediate requirements. But we must also move on a longer time
schedule if we are to develop better products that will meet more
well-defined user requirements—unless we are to continue stirring
around to meet current needs within the current year. In my view,
this is one of the really major problems of the construction industry.

We have not taken the opportunity to husband markets, to give in-
centives that offer a sufficient opportunity, that sufficiently define what
the requirements are, so that industry has a chance to do what it can
do, what it has shown in our California school project that it can do.
So far, this opportunity has not been given in housing—to develop
truly new technologies and systems based on known markets.

As you develop components for housing you come up with a set of
parts which can provide innumerable options relating to how they
are put together. '

We can have a group of choices as to housing cores, for the services,
a group of bedroom options, and literally 2,000 different planned
opportunities based on a single set of components.

We have developed a_few examples—taﬁ&g a two-story, two-bed-
room unit and using the same components; and a two-story, five-,
bedroom unit, again with the same components; and then, one-story,
three-, four-, and five-bedroom units.

In these different designs we have used different core units, because
when we went from three to four bedrooms the number of bathrooms
changed, and different kitchen combinations were used. These are not
just changes in facilities. They relate to different internal arrange-
ments as well.

As to the external design, we have bulk sketches of the kind of
variety that is possible. Then in relating the designs to the sites, it be-
corlr)leskpossible to mock up a whole phase of different ways of working
in bulk. ~

Our work on these plans and designs was for public housing and i
is now in the form of a proposal which has been submitted to the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development.

s you develop components to meet the performance by industry,
you must go through a testing program. In the California school proj-
ect, we were testing the use of the structural components. In testing we
used a tent to keep the solar heat off the structure, so that solar ex-
pansion and contraction would not affect load testing and so that load
requirements could be met and code approvals secured. If the market
is large enough you can test. Almost invariably, if you can provide
good test results you can meet any set of code conditions.

We have found that when we have had a large enough market so that
the volume market will permit testing, codes have offered no obstacle.

After we passed the load requirements test in the schools program,
we had to go for fire testing to assure that the ceiling components and
structure t%lat were combined for use together would meet a 1-hour

32-679 0—69—pt. 2——3
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fire requirement. After 70 minutes of fire exposure the structure held
up and we got our weight permit.

For our thermal environment in the same school programs, we
had to meet very stringent performance criteria. We specified plus or
minus 2 degrees summer and winter, in any space, at both the breathing
level and the 6-inch level. We used the 6-inch level because in our
physiological studies we discovered that the average teacher had
rather poor circulation, and that normal air stratification caused him
to have cold feet. The teacher who had access to the thermostat turned
the temperature up—making it too warm for the children and putting
them to sleep, or nearly so, and—incidentally—using a great deal of
extra money in terms of energy to heat the space.

In developing this type of criteria, and insisting that they should
be met for 20 years under maintenance contracts, we provided a very
stiff requirement for the bidders. The air-conditioner manufacturers
‘had to design air supply and return diffusers that would work in a co-
ordinated way with the ceiling products of another producer. The
reason was that the shape of a Iighting coffer will affect the air dyna-
mics within a space, and that it might make it either possible or im-
possible to meet performance standards that bidders were prepared
to contract to maintain for 20 years.

So in this kind of development process where the testing is done—
in the case of the coppers in cardboard—the testing was done over
a 9-month period. ‘

Thermal couples on poles placed in classrooms were used to see that
the requirements could be met, and then in our mockup building
we tested the performance. The standard was met, with plus 1 or minus
1 degree. Fortunately we found that a 100-watt bulb gives off the
same heat and energy as the average high school student, and so we
could simulate student loads in and out of the buildings rather easily
by using light bulbs., .

The work was done in a mockup building that was specifically con-
structed for the testing. Laboratory testing of segarate components
means nothing. Our traditions are to test walls and the ceilings sepa-
rately for acoustics—and then we find that the sound goes through the
joints between the two. _
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Field testing provides the opportunity to “take the temperature” of the building
and discover whether the work must be redone.

All of our performance requirements are based on field testing. Thus
we can develop opportunities to go in and take the temperature of the
building, so to speak, and discover whether the work must be redone.
Otherwise we have no control over the total process. =

In this mockup building we went through a sequence: all the parti-
tions and the celling components were moved six times, and the air-
conditioning was rezoned in a complete move by one man in 1 hour.
These components are now being used that way in schools, and it is
awfully interesting to see teachers determining how educational space
should be used over time. :

I believe these approaches can be translated so that we can organize
space for our housing requirements, and live in a dynamic way, and I
believe that today it is an absolute requirement. .
~ In some cases we have provided relatively rationalized housing pro-
‘grams, where we have just used existing products in a systematic way.
We have one such housing project now under construction in Detroit
of 500 units. In this case our costs were about $2 more per square
foot than the program described above.

Changes in volume or scale reduce what you can do with design
configurations in terms of pitched roofs and offsets, and the costs can
be very much different in small versus larger projects. ’

When I talk of flexibility with a standard set of parts, I am going
to run very quickly through a range of the schools designed with the
SCSD system. One is an elementary school that was built on a sloping
site; it meets a variety of changing requirements internally.



The walls themselves are magnetic tackboards, allowing a forest of different
things.

The walls themselves are magnetic tack boards. Items can hang from
the ceilings, and frequently there is a forest of different things.

O s 5 2 5

-

One of hundreds of different SCSD school buildings now in use.
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Twenty months after our first school was occupied, there were 900
school buildings in use. This gives an indication of how fast good
products can take over and get used, once they are developed.

(The prepared statement of Mr. Ehrenkrantz follows:)

PREPARED STATEMENT OF EZRA D. EHRENKRANTZ

Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, I am delighted to have the
opportunity to share with you my thoughts concerning a systems approach
to construction. My firm has translated these thoughts, based on initial work
in the field of educational facilities, to our work in housing. I hope that they
will be of use to your committee.

INTRODUCTION

In the United States today the traditional building industry is unable to meet
the pressure of demands for the production of its required physical facilities.
This inadequacy is not due to ill-will or to lack of resources and technical
capability, but rather it occurs because the organizational context in which

. the construction industry works has not developed. the capacity to do the job.

Each group within the building industry is locked within a series of checks
and balances of its own, and each has a particular stake in some aspect of
the status quo. It may be that building codes, labor jurisdictional disputes, atti-
tudes of contractors, subcontractors and professionals do prevent innovations
from being applied. We must acknowledge, however, that each group is at-
tempting to make positive changes within an organism that provides so many
constraints that progress is minimal.

It is essentially the total structure of the building industry that inhibits the
effective development of new products, components and construction. The scale
at which individual projects are built does not provide a sufficient base for
construction efficiency to be developed in a manner analogous to other industries.

Our limited basic resources of land, finance, technology, management, and
labor must be properly used. National housing problems call for a concerted
attack on every phase of the process by which housing is provided for the pur-
pose of reducing costs and/or improving performance. Technology cannot solve
the basic problem alone, but it can make a significant contribution when devel-
oped in concert with other resources and directed at real needs. It is evident
that new technologies can reduce somewhat the initial construction cost of
housing and can significantly raise the quality of the physical environment
without raising the cost. Improved technology, more so than any of the other
resources, holds the potential of industrializing housing production. Without
technological advance, low cost housing needs cannot be met. There is simply
not enough land or enough skilled labor to give everybody a hand-built frame
house on an open lot. ’

User REQUIREMENTS

If technology is to provide for the real needs of people seeking housing, their
requirements must be understood. Current building programs for lower or
moderate income housing too frequently relate to patterns of life assumed appro-
priate or acceptable for people who can independently afford good housing. These
programs may not recognize the variety of life styles, family types, and condi-
tions of lower and moderate income families. These families frequently have
more complex living patterns, such as those occasioned by single parent house-
holds and extended families. Middle income families have resources to supple-
ment major living requirements outside their household, such as nursery schools
and recreation which they can pay for and reach. Low income families fre-
quently do not have the money or mobility to satisfy these requirements. The
dwelling unit and its immediate neighborhood must, therefore, provide for a
broader range of activities than those required for middle and upper income
families.

The appropriate study and expression of activity patterns which may be stated
as “user needs,” has not yet been made. Consequently, it is difficult to specify
exactly what should be developed to provide appropriate housing for lower or
moderate income people. Technology thus is frequently misdirected to solve
assumed, rather than real problems. Technical problems are easier to define and
solve than social problems. The end result of working on unreal problems is
failure and, unfortunately, failure repeated over time results in disenchant-
ment with technology.
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THE NEEp FOR LARGE PREDICTABLE MARKETS

Any approach to the development of new technology must begin with appro-
priate market studies of the nature and quantity of real and perceived needs.
New developments must deal with systems of delivering housing which will meet
these needs. One must ask before developing new products, “Who am I designing
for and what are their requirements?”’

Competition exists between all market opportunities for men and money. It _
is one thing to define needs and another to get people to work on methods of
providing for them. Incentives must be created to attract manpower to the
development of new products for housing, rather than for other markets which
may offer a better return.

The scale of operations will be determined by the market size and this scale
will have a direct effect on the manner of utilizing resources. A large organized
volume of new housing construction would make possible levels of efficiency and
management not normally available within the construction industry. This
volume may range from five thousand to fifty thousand units in a single program.
Each level may provide for different approaches to production, such as use of a
more capital intensive plant and more effective scheduling of manpower. Change
in scale of operation is essential as a prelude to new developments. In order to
satisfy the needs of a large housing market made up of different user groups,
a high level of product sophistication is required. Designs must be developed so
that standardized building components will fit together in different ways to pro-
vide for this variety. This flexibility could permit the aggregation of many specific
markets to create volume. The present practice of developing new ideas through
custom building one project after another, limits the scale of the market and
results primarily in decorative changes. Significant development cannot ocecur
without a more thorough approach to construction and this requires the market
to justify it.

UNDERSTANDING THE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

A systems approach to construction which allocates resources to needs is
essential to the effective development of new technology in building. It calls for
the rational development of new products and procedures in response to a given
situation of user needs and markets. Initially, needs are defined in social terms.
It is therefore important to develop a method of communication so that the basic
user requirements can be translated into meaningful terms for industrial response
in the creation of new products. Performance specifications, which state what
technology must do, rather than how it must do a job, can provide such a method.
Social needs can be expressed in terms of performance requirements. These
requirements can be understood by industry and they can provide a meaningful
target. This work must then be related to target costs. In the process, trade-offs
between required levels of performance and attendant costs must be made.

The cost of research and development, tooling, production, and marketing is so
great, that it is difficult to expect companies to undertake major programs of in-
novation purely on a basis of speculation. The future opportunities must be-
spelled out in detail. This is particularly true in an industry where each project
has been regarded as a custom situation. Competitive bidding has made it difficult,
if not impossible, to introduce innovations effectively as it is very difficult to set
up competition on a new invention as required on public work. New ideas have to
be available from at least two other manufacturers before it is legitimate to
specify a given product. This procedure reduces the incentive for major innova-
tion. Another major drawback to introducing new products is the fact that the
learning process increases initial costs. Unless one has substantial markets for
the amortization of these learning costs, innovative projects are penalized. It is
difficult to find the people willing to pay more for a given project, on the basis that
future projects will be cheaper. Industry is reluctant to pay these costs, because
they have no assurance that future designs will use the same products. Because
of these and other constraints to innovation, it is important to develop a sys-
tematic approach which provides for research, development, tooling, production,
and construction of buildings in an organized way. An effective method must be
provided for the delivery of new technology.

The fact that technology has not kept pace with requirements in construction
is primarily due to the lack of significant markets and mechanisms for proper
introduction of the work. This has resulted in the financial failures of many new
approaches, which in turn have reduced the interest of many companies to make
further investments. The Lustron House, which was designed for mass produc-
tion with considerable government support in the fifties, provides one such ex-
ample where the lack of an organized market was a primary cause of failure.
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THE SYSTEMS PROCESS

A systems approach is not limited to any specific technology but tries to equate
resources and needs. One may find that the best utilization of resources for a
particular problem may be obtained through improved procedures for building
at the site. Each case must be related to available technology, needs and dollars
without preconceptions as to how the job should be done.

The systems approach begins with an identification of the user requirements
including the potential changes in use to which a building may be put over its
useful amortized life. This provides the basic user criteria which the system
will have to meet. The criteria may include: acoustic separation between apart-
ments; level of thermal control; the properties of surfaces for impact, fire, ab-
rasion; the amount of area required for different functions; the relations of
spaces one to another; the relation to outside areas; organization of the spaces
to provide for security; and the management systems for operations and main-
tenance of completed buildings. The development of criteria and their relation to
cost requires trade-offs in allocation between the different factors. One must not
put too much of the resources into the thermal environment if, as a result, one
takes the money away from appropriate party walls to provide for acoustie
privacy. It is in this way that one can balance the organization of the resources
to do a proper job. )

It is important to recognize that building systems concepts cannot be applied
dogmatically to buildings or to organizations. They must be evolved in each new
situation creatively. The systems approach is a process to apply careful study to
everything that is required. If a building, a neighborhood or a community is to
be. developed efficiently, it is necessary to start with a knowledge of what is
needed and what resources are available. .

In organizing for a new scale of development, one must acknowledge that for
each situation there are many alternative strategies. One must develop the proce-
dures to evaluate these alternatives and make appropriate decisions. The basis
for developing these decisions does not exist and we are not doing sufficient ex-
perimental work to develop it.

SCSD—AN ExXAMPLE OF THE SYSTEMS PROCESS

When we find that agencies acting as clients for housing are unable to organize
their building program so that appropriate solutions can be found, it may be nec-
essary to develop a new type of client. We have had an analogous experience in
education, where individual California school districts had difficulty in providing
new buildings which met educational requirements within the budget. In the
California School Construction Systems Development project, better known as
SOSD, our first task in the development of a new building system was to create
a “new client” composed of thirteen school districts. The size of this “new
client’s” market provided the incentive to induce manufacturers to develop new
building components. These new components had to meet sophisticated educa-
tional requirements while providing versatility of individual design.

Our mandate was to hold the line on costs, while providing for greater flexi-
bility and better school environments that would respond to changes in educa-
tional programming. In response to a‘committed market of $25 million for the
school buildings, the industrial participants eventually spent approximately $10
million on technological development. It was possible to obtain this level of
commitment because the SCSD market was considered as 2 pump-priming mech-
anism for larger markets.

In the program, industry produced systems which in many instances exceeded
the specified requirements. In addition, an overall saving of some 189 in first cost
was realized on the installed components. These components accounted for 45—
559 of the total building cost. The quality of construction provided favorable
projections for future savings in operations and maintenance costs. For example,
the saving of one watt of electricity per square foot over one year in an average
high school is equivalent to the salary of one teacher. If a high school uses three
watts per square foot more than is needed, as was sometimes found to be the
case, savings in electricity could pay for three more teachers. It is quite possi:
ble that in publicly administered housing, savings in operations and maintenance
may be sufficient to provide for substantial improvements. If insufficient attention
is paid to the cost of maintenance in the initial design, the high cost of upkeep
will cause neglect with attendant deterioration over time.
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In a study of the operations and maintenance of 250 schools that was per-
formed by Benjamin Handler of the University of Michigan, it was found that,
when related to its cost over a forty-year life, the first cost of a school approxi-
mated one-eighth of the total forty-year owning cost of the school. Money spent
on financing the school equalled that of the entire first cost. Operations and main-
tenance costs were approximately three and one-half times the initial cost. Altera-
tions needed to keep the buildings from becoming obsolete averaged two and one-
half times the first cost.

In September 1966 the first SCSD school was opened and by the fall of 1967,
the components produced for SCSD had provided spaces for nearly 19,000 public
school students in the project’s thirteen schools. Within twenty months after first
occupancy, there were 900 buildings in which SCSD-designed components were
in use. The first cost of using SCSD components was lower during this past winter
than when they first went out to bid in August of 1965. Due to the increased
demand for production, it has been possible to reduce prices faster than building
costs have escalated.

In the SCSD program it was possible to obtain longer structural spans than
those used in conventional school construction and demountable partitions with
surfaces to accept chalk or tack usage for purposes of flexibility. Other new
products developed for this project included: improved lighting, ceiling com-
ponents, air conditioning and casework which contributed significant advances
related directly to educational requirements. The use of industrialized components
reduced construction time by approximately 10 to 30%.

INSIGHTS DEVELOPED THROUGH QUR SYSTEMS WORK

Although SCSD is our only example where the final results are in, we have been
involved in a number of other systems developments. These include student hous-
ing for the University of California, projects for a number of government agencies
and we are working on a variety of housing programs—ranging from units for
families requiring public housing to vacation homes for well-to-do buyers. In
some of the programs we are working to develop new technologies for the produc-

‘tion of hardware only. Bach program requires different strategies to meet its

unique user requirements, but the basic process remains the same. While we see
great potential for improvement in the SCSD program, we have learned that the
opportunities for system building increase with the complexity and cost of the
project. As we take a 1ook at housing, we find that the opportunities for substan-
tial cost reductions through use of new technologies are not likely to be as great
as they will be in more expensive and complex types of buildings. An industrial-
ized building process can make possible a savings in the assembly of the building,
but these savings may be offset by requirements for higher quality materials to
be used for precise manufacture. For this reason, we must look to programs which
attrack the entire process of housing production and delivery. To this end, the
new technologies may make their contributions more to the organization and
management of efficient total programs, than to major initial savings in first
construction costs. At the same time a number of building systems that are now
being developed in the United States do have the possibility of making significant
savings in terms of first cost. I would add the cautionary note that we should
not evaluate these programs on the basis of their first cost alone. Rather, the
basis for judgment should be how they contribute to the annual cost to the user,
the total quality of housing and to the methods and speed with which it can be
built. In a specific instance, we found that a 50% reduction of construction time
for housing clusters in a project reduced the cash flow requirements by 3509 for
the same number of units. In such a case, one might even accept a slightly higher
first cost for construction.

THREE APPROACHES TO CONSTRUCTION

There are three models of how we can organize to build our urban environ-
ments:

1. Conventional construction, which is not able to do the entire job today be-
cause it falls short in terms of cost and capacity. There is not only a housing
shortage, but a greater proportion of the American public is unable to afford
new housing each year because building costs are rising faster than the GNP.
We must therefore look to new methods, at the very least, to pick up the slack.

2. Prefabrication, which mass produces houses like automobiles. This is a
strong direction in which many companies are now working, albeit with rela-
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tively unsophisticated techniques. It results in the design of houses which are sold
off the shelf for a variety of needs whether they are appropriate or not. If this
is the only available way to fill the housing gap, it must be used. However, one is
concerned that the counter reactions to the provision of space designed to fill
immediate needs, which is not responsive ito those needs, may help create our next
cycle or urban sluras.

3. Systems building, where the task is to equate user requirements with re-
sources in a creative and responsive manner to provide best value for the dollar.
One must take advantage of industrial efficiency by using standard mass produced
products. This need not be any more confining than the keyboard of a piano is to
a composer, if we have a framework where the different components can be
used together in an interchangeable manner. In fact, it can provide an opportu-
nity to gain more freedom and design flexibility than exists today with conven-
tional construction. This is especially true if we include the constraint of cost.

NEED FOR LONG-TERM PLANNING

The necessity to push in the direction of efficiency and economy of housing
in response to developing pressure is obvious. The real question is whether we
can organize this work so that it results in a society which respects the indi-
vidual or not. In retrospect,if one wishes to view the government supported post
World War II housing program with a jaundiced eye, one may say that they
acted initially as a cream separator to take the middle class out of the cities
and then through urban renewal to displace the poor, breaking down the social
bonds of a once stable community. New construction was required, but we are
now living with at least some problems that were occasioned by those programs.
Industrialization of the building process is necessary to house our needy and
increasing populations but considerable research effort is required on quality as
well as quantity.

In using systems approaches and standardized building components, we need
not create sterile or uniform environments. The limitations to a building’s con-
figuration and appearance need be no more stringent than those of the design-
er’s vision, while retaining the opportunity to work within the context of cost,
time and user needs.

We must be certain that the new round of increased housing production which
will emerge will not sow the seeds of our next cycle of urban problems.

THE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

We and others have found that the development process requires a five to
seven-year period. This is true of building system developments that have oc-
curred in many countries. The cycle is based on the need for newly-developed
technologies to go through the various stages from basic research to design, to
development and testing, and then to application. We must take short cuts to
start providing housing more rapidly, but we must simultaneously begin work
on longer range programs if we are to provide lasting solutions.

I believe that it is important to develop building technologies and systems that
are based on American expectations and standards of living, and that take
into account an appropriate mix of what our people need and aspire to. We
cannot hope to adapt systems developed in Europe or to develop instant and
lasting solutions. We must undertake major long term development programs.
It is only in this way that we will be able to harness the industrial potential
of United States industry to the country’s needs. A proper institutional structure,
time and the systems process can be the source of significant technological
breakthroughs; these may relate to the quality and cost of the products which
enclose and service our spaces, as well as the method of assembly. Incentives
for long term development coupled with an organized process to make it possi-
ble to introduce the results of this work onto the market in a profitable manner
do not exist or are so constrained that ideas which merit pursuit frequently
are abandoned.

Our emphasis is on speed. Existing pressures require that the work be done
by individual companies and designers on a solution oriented basis. When this
is done, one inevitably concentrates on specific interests in particular mate-
rials—such as steel, concrete, wood or plastics, or in different construction ap-
proaches such as box or panel construction—each having a different measure
of fabrication on-site or off-site. We must at the same time direct a portion
of our effort to a problem oriented approach.
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There are about 400 companies presently working on new developments for hous-
ing in the United States. Most of these are producing components that do part
of the total job. Very few companies have total building systems that can do
the entire housing job—systems that are developed and in use. The technologies
of the various portions of a house made by different companies must be co-
ordinated if a total system is to be developed. Without long term planning op-
portunities, a company may develop some new ideas but will do so in the con-
text of existing products on the part of other suppliers with whom the new
work will be used. As a result, we are now faced with the problem of trying
to develop new building systems for housing on an ad hoc basis without the
opportunity to take advantage of our national capabilities.

We must also recognize that a realistic development cycle must be evolved
if there are to be true breakthroughs. Long term development is required, and
we must have programs to motivate this type of development. In the School
Construction System Development (SCSD) project in California, it took us
more than five years to develop our program and to achieve first occupancy.
That kind of time is not normally offered for project development.

Experience in the United States and other countries shows that there must
be a predictable market to use the technologies at the end of the develop-
mental period, or it obviously does not pay to go through the process. Programs
have been cycled in some countries so that three systems are continually in
development or use—while one system is being used for large scale construetion,
a second is being tested through prototype models, and the third is in the be-
ginning stages of conceptual design. As a system in use phases out, the system
at the prototypical stage may take its place while a new system will go into
the initial design development phase. This kind of eyclical schedule requires
long term planning.

Our firm has participated in crash programs. One cannot stand back when
needs are so urgent. Within this context we have done the best job that we could
do. It is exciting to be working on a variety of programs at different time scales
and we must be willing to respond to immediate problems with urgency. How-
ever, it is extremely important that a significant allocation of funds and resources
go to the development of longer range programs for housing technologies. These
programs should have goals established that are related to basic needs and
meeting people’s requirements with the opportunity to do something other than
an off-the-shelf, rapid-fire program.

CONCLUSION

In looking at the state of construction in the United States today, we must
come to the conclusion that we are at an impasse in terms of our ability to get
value for the dollar. We have not.yet created institutions whose building markets
will permit the development of a building systems approach that provides for
desirable cost, time and performance characteristics. Until we develop the capac-
ity to do this, we will continue to work at the craft scale, or with solution
oriented prefabricated housing. This is not acceptable if we are to do the job
that must be done to provide good physical facilities in a good urban environment
for our people.

In order to combine markets and to design appropriate individual buildings,
major systems programming is needed. This cannot be done if we are going to
rely on short-term, ad hoec programs in which ground must be broken a year from
the time when the idea occurs to someone to build. This is the norm on which most
of the work going forward in the United States is based at this time. Unless there
is a payoff, a creative role for those people who are anxious to be involved in
finding long term solutions to these problems—and unless we can provide the
time and the money needed for such a true payoff—we will not be able to improve
our buildings and our urban environment in a carefully planned, increasingly
livable way. At this juncture it appears that one alternative is a deterioration
in the American way of life, and this is a prospect which no one cherishes.
Instead, we look to the future in realistic hope. Through a systems process, I
believe we have an opportunity for that hope to be realized.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

Recognizing that the traditional building industry cannot meet current de-
mands for housing and urban facilities, we should:

1. conduct concerted attack on every phase of the process by which housing
is provided. Technology is a prime factor, but only part of the total package of
land, finance, technology, management and labor;
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2. understand and provide for people’s specific requirements; in particular,
recognize that lower income people have less buying power, less transportation
mobility, even some living patterns and family types which vary from families of
more means. Define user needs;

3. express user needs (physical and social) in terms of required performance
to which industry can then work. Make appropriate trade-offs between perform-
ance and cost responsive to user requirements;

4. provide incentives which will attract men and money to developing the
housing industry and its products;

5. organize an initial and continuing volume market to permit needed efli-
ciencies, as well as to promote research and development by industry and to
amortize “learning costs” ; :

6. reduce building industry constraints to innovation ;

7. support the introduction of innovations in to the market through national
testing, temporary certification and permanent certification procedures;

8. use Federal programs as major testing grounds for innovation ;

9. design buildings and award building contracts in consideration of initial
construction costs, operations costs and maintenance costs—not on initial
construction costs alone;

10. assure the development of building standards which have national accep-
tance and which will permit the marketing of housing on a nationwide basis;

11. expand the Federal role now beginning in HUD of supporting, with money,
experiments and large-scale production in housing programs, especially programs
dealing with long range planning, research, development and testing;

12. recognize that we must move immediately on both short and long range
programs.

Chairman BoLuing. Thank you, Professor Ehrenkrantz.

Mr. ExrenkraNTz. I think this gives a very quick runthrough
and, perhaps, illustrates what we are concerned about when we speak
of a systems process developed from needs through the physical facili-
ties which will meet those needs, with attention to the total manage-
ment process by which the whole job is done, including the potential
creation of a new type of client, a new entltf', to sponsor the work
if existing organizations do not have the scale and capability to do
the job. _ _

hairman Borrine. Mr. Ehrenkrantz, that is a fascinating pre-
sentation, one of the most interesting things I have seen in the years
that I have been alive, and not just around here.

_There are some questions raised by your slides and by your testimony
and I won’t attempt to pursue them all. : :

We have a problem that I would like to see if we can resolve at
least in general terms, and that is that so much of the strength of your
presentation rests on the illustrations that I wish we could work out
a method between you and the staff so that when we present our report
we are able to present those illustrations that lend themselves to such
treatment in a somehow more or less coordinated fashion. I realize
it would be asking too much for you to work out a presentation that
would solve that problem in a whole report, using everything that you
have used, but I would hope that you would be willing, as you have
been to come here, to work with the staff so that we could present in a
written congressional report, with all the limitations that that involves,
some of the rather dramatic material that comes up between your slides
and your words. . ) ’

r. EnrRENKRANTZ. Fine, we will work on that.

(Illustrations are included in oral presentation of Mr. Ehrenkrantz,
preceding.) s : :

" Chairman Borrine. I think it is very important that we 2ccomplish
that, because this is a really enormously interesting presentation.
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There are a number of other things that T am not oing to attempt’
to pursue in detail, but I think will need a little clari%catlon. :

For example, I followed most of it, but I think I got lost on exactly
what a winding process was. I am not going to ask you even to describe
that now because I think I understand it in general enough terms, but
I think between you and the staff we can clarify things like that so that
our report conveys more broadly some of the exciting ideas that you
have presented. I enjoyed, for example, your illustration of the dis-
covery of the strength of the materials being increased by making holes,
that 1t had been discovered entirely independently in one industry,
and had been lost for several years before it appeared in the other.
I think this may be the most useful function that this subcommittee
can perform in more widely disseminating information, a great deal
of which, it seems to me, is unique.

So I hope that that rather complicated task is not imposing on your
good humor, because I think the report could be very useful.

I have some general questions. I won’t attempt to go into all of the
things that come to mind, but I am an ex-teacher, a former teacher, and
I wonder if you found out generally why teachers have bad circulation.
[Laughter.]

Mr. EBRENKRANTZ. T think an awful lot of teaching is done with
teachers sitting at their own desks and over the years this may——

Chairman BorLing. May take its toll of the circulation of the ex-
tremities. :

Mr. EnrenkranTz. That may be one of the factors.

The other thing is that perhaps the ventilation systems have not been
good for a long enough period of time so that the physical facilities
may have well contributed to those problems as well. T really do not
know specifically.

Chairman Boruine. I think it is sort of interesting that it would
turn out to be that way. Being in a business now that requires more
circulation, perhaps, than teaching, I hope we do not all suffer from the
same debility up here.

You indicated on several occasions in your comments that while you
felt there was a considerable ability to carry over these techniques into
housing, that housing nevertheless presented problems of a different
order—at least I think I understood them to be of a different order.

Is that because it is less possible to agglomerate, or whatever the
word is, the market?

Mr. Enrenkrantz. No. I think it is possible to organize markets
within housing. I think one of the major problems is that in working
with housing you are dealing with simple products that are being
used today which are extremely cheap. In developing new technologies
we frequently find that in order to be able to machine them, to produce
them, to protect the edges in shipment, we have to use better and more
expensive materials. Some of the savings that are made in labor and in
precisely putting things together must be used to pay for the higher
quality materials.

The opportunity for cost savings in housing, I believe, is less than in
more sophisticated types of buildings. This makes the job in housing
more difficult in terms of reducing costs than in hospital or school con-
struction where so much money is going into the building of rather
complex functions. But through the coordination of different activities,
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the services and coordinating the enclosure with the structure, I believe
it is relatively easy to make very major cost savings.

Chairman Borrine. What I really had in mind was: Would it be pos-
sible to organize the kind of market for housing that would actually
include a project of whatever type that would be really a community ¢
I mean if we got over into the size of the kind of building that is envis-
aged—I am not now talking about new towns alone, but it would in-
volve that quantity of construction—in other words, a community
rather than a housing unit or a series of housing units, would that per-
haps meet the problem or not?

Mr. EsrenkranTz. I think it would meet the problem, and I think
we also have the techniques to develop a system which permits great
variation, so that we W?ll not have to search among different groups
in a community and try to respond to the needs of this or that group.
But we could understand the range of variations that must be met, and
I believe it is possible to develop a technique, a given hardware system
that can meet a wide range of needs—and so that you could offer hous-
ing for the elderly as well as family housing with the same group of
components. I do not think that we should be looking for a specific
group of people that you must isolate as being unique to build up the
market. You can do this wtih generic communities, and from many
cities and locations. : v

Chairman Borring. In effect, what you are saying is that one of the
things that has concerned a great many people, at least in this coun-
try, who have gone to some of the totalitarian countries to see what °
their experience have been, what their success or lack of success has
been. You are saying that the fact that we live in a society in which
nobody can tell us exactly where and how to live, as can happen in
other societies, that this difference does not preclude our ability to
achieve a demand for a product that can be built in such a way that
we save a great deal in costs.

1 probably said that badly, but the point is that we have through
other approaches the ability, or whatever the phrase is, to put to-
gether a market, a free choice market, which will be substantial enough
to meet the improved cost factors that result from substantial numbers.

Mr. EHRENKRANTZ. Yes. I think we have an opportunity to develop
a hardware system which can provide for the efficient use of automa-
tion or large-scale assembly techniques, which can be responsive to
the needs of the individual. I think this capability exists, and I think
it provides the opportunity that we have in this country for aggre-
gating markets.

‘We do not have to classify people. We can develop systems that can
respond to their needs. In doing this I think we can develop a rich-
ness in our urban communities, because the most interesting things
that we find within our cities and particularly in the older portions
of cities, are in those places where the stamp of people using them and
living in them over time has made its imprint. I think we can do this
in new construction so that not only can we provide for the needs
of people but also that we can provide for them in a way that will
establish a much more human total urban environment.

Chairman Borrine. You mentioned new construction. This sys-
tems approach—is it possible to use it in rehabilitation of structures?

Mr. EureNEraNTz. Yes; I believe that it is. I think that one can
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use the approach for rehabilitation. There are a number of directions
in which we have done some background work. While we have not had
any application directly in the field of rehabilitation, I feel certain
from the experiences which we have had that this can be done.

We are now, for example, working on a study for HUD of self-hel

and mutual aid housing that includes rural as well as urban rehabili-

 tation. We have begun to see in studyin% the problem that there are
duals

different skill capabilities of indivi that will enable them to
perform more or less efficiently. We see ways of developing products
so that the actual inhabitants of the buildings can contribute to reha-
gll}tatjilg them and can get a high equity on the time that they spend
oing it.

I believe that specific hardware can be developed in building prod-
ucts and components for this purpose.

Chairman BoruiNg. So you are saying, in effect, the possibilities

‘are virtually unlimited if you could get a set of circumstances in which

you had the opportunity to test the method ¢

Mr. EHRENKRANTZ. Yes.

Chairman BorriNg. You emphasized the need for not only meeting
the problems that exist with the ability that we now have as best we
can, but also the need to recognize that a good deal of this is required
in planning and in execution prior to beginning construction, a sub-
stantial amount of time for what really sounds to me like a reasonable
application of the scientific method of building. How much time are
you talking about ¢

Mr. EnreNkraNTz. Four or five years. In some countries one finds
l1))rograms of this type going on in a 4- to 7-year period, on an orderly

asis.

I found a case in Czechoslovakia which was rather interesting. They
were keeping three separate systems going on at all times: One in
use, another in testing, and a third in design. Every 2% years or so
the one in use will phase out, the developmental system phase into use,
and the design system will go into development, and design of a new
system will start.

So a cycling process has developed. The user requirements may not
have been part of that cycle, which is essentially the technology
development cycle.

Chairman Borring. We clearly have to put in a larger element of
responsiveness because of the nature of the free choice society as
opposed to one that isnot. L

Well, as you may or may not know, we started out the activities of
these public activities of this subcommittee by listening to a very dis-
tinguished anthropologist, Dr. Edward Hall, who talked to us about
the difference in different cultures in the use of space. He has another
book about the different ways in which people of different cultures
communicated with each other. You have emphasized repeatedly the
fact that if we were building a structure for different kinds of people
and using different ways or building different structures we must
take this into account. .

Has enough work, in_your opinion, been done yet in the field of
housing to have a very clear idea of how the rather remarkably differ-
ent people of this rather remarkably diverse country react toward
housing? Have we done anything like enough on that yet?
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Mr. EarenkraNtz. My reaction is that we have not begun.

Chairman Borrine. I think that is a good way to describe the situa-
tion. We have not begun.

Are there any special factors in your California school projects
that you feel were of benefit to the success of the system, that would
not be present in other areas of the country? I am talking about
geography or government or any other factors in California. I am
trying to get you to tell me whether you think this applies as well in
most areas, or whether there is a fundamental physical difference or
governmental difference or attitudinal difference in that area?

Mr. EarenkranTz. I think that there is generally a little bit more
of a frontier type of an attitude there than perhaps exists in other parts
of the country. But the components that were developed there have been
used in most of the States for construction of schools, since that
project began. Work has been undertaken now in Pennsylvania and
n a number of other places so that California was not unique. Because
of a bit of a free-wheeling attitude toward new ideas, it may have pro-
vided a very good host for the first application. But I do not see any-
thing that would prohibit this kind of approach being done elsewhere.

Chairman Borring. That leads reasonably to my next question: I
would like you to respond in general to what kind of reaction you
get from traditional builders and traditional manufacturers of tradi-
tional materials when you come up with an approach? Did you meet a
great deal of resistance, some resistance, or what? I am trying to find
out.

Mr. EareNkraNTz. We had a very mixed kind of value in terms
of reactions. It was awfully interesting to see in different sectors of the
building industry what kind of reactions we received.

There were some who supported our programs very stron, ly. and
others who were antagonistic at the start. There were some who were
initially antagonistic, but since they have seen what happened in the
total program, they have come around and have become very strong
supporters. o

The support within given industries has varied greatly. You find
in air conditioning that a group of major firms was very much for
it, and another group of major firms was very much against the sys-
tems approach.

Some people congratulated us when we asked for bids to include a
maintenance contract for 20 years. They said :

Now we don’t have to worry about having to cut back on quality of the products
so that we can pass a 1-year warranty with the lowest costs. We know we have
to perform for 20 years, and we can look to do the best economic job.

Other people raised up their hands in horror.- ‘ '

I think the key thing is that there was sufficient support in all
sectors of manufacturing so that it went ahead. Some people became
involved because they were afraid they might miss out. Others saw
it as an opportunity. The motivations varied.

Among contractors, in two areas we had bids on projects where
contractors who built the first school had a chance to bid within
our program on a second school. In one case the winner of the first
school was the lower bidder in the second—he was the second lowest
bidder by about $500. This indicates that once involved, they want
to continue to stay involved and they bid sharply.
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With the building trades we had very considerable support. We
worked with the unions at the time we developed the user require-
ments. A committee was developed which worked with us, and 1t re-
viewed the needs before these needs were translated into performance
requirements. Next, the committee reviewed the performance and
then the designs asthey were evolving.

There were innumerable major jurisdictional disputes that had to
be settled during the developmental phase. This was done by labor,
since they knew the problems in advance and they knew why we
worked in a particular way.

We did not lose 1 day on any job for the SCSD project either in
California or, to my knowledge, in the extension of this work to other
States around the country. But we worked with the unions from the
beginning and their members did not come onto the building site only
to find that they were expected tor work in a new and unique way.

Chairman Bowrring. In other words, you planned your human prob-
lems as far as construction work is concerned as well as you tried to
plan your physical buildings for human use.

Mr. EarenkraNTz. The management process of the whole problem,
I think, is a much greater one than the technical problem. They have
to go together.

Chairman Borring. I would agree.

I have one last question that I surmise you may be able to answer.
Is there any estimate of cost for a thorough study of user needs in
housing? Any wild idea as to what it would cost? I spent a good many
years before I joined my present committee assignment on the Com-
mittee on Rules, as a member of the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency. One of the reasons why I left that committee willingly was
that I saw it was approving vast sums of money on housing programs
that I did not think was going to achieve the alleged objective. I do
not think I have been disproved in my view. One of the things that
disturbed me as long ago as the early 1950’s was the fact that we
seemed to be planning and encouraging the building of housing that
nevitably would either not be adequate to human beings short term
and long term or would not be satisfactory, although perhaps ade-
quate. We have spent almost no money that I can find of substantial

roportion in trying to find out how to build the least expensive hous-
Ing that will be fully adequate for the human needs of the variety of
people who make up the culture of the United States.

I am just curious, if you have a wild idea, as to how much it would
cost.

Mr. EnreNkranTz. I can preface it by stating that our ability to
study student user needs for the University of California in prepara-
tion to developing the student housing building system cost in the
order of $150,000.

If we talk of basic needs of particular groups that can be isolated
for housing, then something in the order of a half million dollars to
a million dollars could -profuce a study which would develop hypoth-
eses on which desiﬁns could be based. One would then have to look
back and analyze physical facilities designed to meet these hypotheses,
tﬁ ie% how they work, and then it would be necessary to build from
that base.
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The point of entry to do major studies, I believe, would be a half
million to a million dollars, to take wide sectors of the country. Per-
haps 98 percent of the country could be covered with something like
five such groups.

Chairman BorLine. Would you be a little more precise in what the
five groups would be ? Just give me one illustration.

Mr. EurenkranNTz. 1 think one obviously would have certain re-
gional differences that relate to climate, patterns of life, use of outdoor
space, scale of the urban community that might change community
facilities available to people living in housing. Whether you live in the
suburbs or in the heart of the city, the mix of things that must be

rovided within the dwelling unit might change because of the context
n which the housing was placed. :

You would therefore be looking for an urban situation where cer-
tain ranges of services and activities would be available—say within
walking distance.

You would also have to look at suburban communities which I be-
lieve are most in need of a good user requirement study because in
suburbs we spend money on two cars and many other things in order
to make it possible for a family to survive. To find out how can we
deal with the nature of their problems, and if there were a way to
analyze in four or five different major organizational cuts at the prob-
lem, I think that a very substantial portion of the requirements could
be covered. :

Chairman Boruing. Thank you very much, Mr. Ehrenkrantz. Do
you have anything you would like to add?

Mr. EarenkraNTz. No. Thank you.

Chairman Borring. Your testimony has been to me absolutely fas-
cinating. I am very grateful to you for coming and also for under-
taking to help the staff in trying to convey as much as possible of
what you have said to us here. I must say I am encouraged to know
that you exist, and to listen to you. I repeat our gratitude. I am only
sorry that this happens to be a day in the year in Congress when
there are too many committees meeting in too many places and, there-
fore, other members of this subcommittee were unable to attend.

This subcommittee will recess today to meet tomorrow morning in
this room at 10 o’clock to hear further witnesses. Again, our thanks.

Mr. EarengranTZz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(Whereupon, at 11:35 a.m., the subcommittee was adjourned, to re-
convene on Thursday, July 24, 1969, at 10 a.m., in room G-308, the
auditorium of the New Senate Office Building.)
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INDUSTRIALIZED HOUSING

THURSDAY, JULY 24, 1969

Congress oF THE UNITED STATES,
SuBcoMMITTEE ON URBAN AFFAIRS
or THE JoiNT Economic COMMITTEE,

Washington,D.C.
The Subcommittee on Urban Affairs met, pursuant to recess, at 10
a.m., in room G-308, the auditorium of the New Senate Office Build-
in%, Hon. Richard Bolling (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

resent : Representatives Bolling and Reuss; and Senator Javits.
Also present: James W. Knowles, director of research; and Doug-

las C. Frechtling, minority economist.

PROCEEDINGS

((llhairman Borring. The Subcommittee on Urban Affairs will be in
order.

This morning the subcommittee continues its hearings on indus-
trialized housing in order to hear from officers of two firms in the
building industry : National Home Corp., Lafayette, Ind., a firm en-
gaged in factory production of housing, and Urban Systems, Inc., of
Boston, Mass. » ,

We will hear the first group and then the second witness separately.
Our questions will be concluded with the first group before we get to
the second. ,

Mr. James R. Price, chairman of the board and chief executive offi-
cer of the National Homes Corp., will lead off. I would appreciate it,
M. Price, if for the benefit of the committee and the record you would
introduce your colleagues. You may proceed in your own way.

STATEMENT OF JAMES R. PRICE, CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD,
NATIONAL HOMES CORP.; ACCOMPANIED BY DAVID R. PRICE,
'PRESIDENT, NATIONAL HOMES CONSTRUCTION CORP.; FRANK P.
FLYNN, JR., PRESIDENT, NATIONAL HOMES ACCEPTANCE CORP.;
EDWARD DURELL STONE, JR., CONSULTANT ON SITE PLANNING
AND ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN; MILTON P. SEMER, WASHING-
TON COUNSEL

Mr. Price. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee. My name is James R. Price. I am chairman of the board and
chief executive officer. With me is my son, David Price, at the end of
the table, who handles the construction for National Homes. They are
one of the 15 largest homebuilders in the United States, and a member
of the Housing Producing Council. Next to him is Edward D. Stone,

(249)
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Jr., who advises National Homes on the sociological and environ-
mental aspects of housing, and is a very important member of our team.
To my right is Milton Semer, our Washington counsel. Next to him
is Frank P. Flynn, who heads our National Homes Acceptance Corp.,
which has made over two and a half billion dollars’ worth of loans
since 1947. The Acceptance Corp. is an important part of our company
in providing both permanent and construction financing for all of
our Government programs.

This is the management team that has developed over the years a
wide range of capabilities including: Land acquisition and develop-
ment, site planning and environmental design, construction, mer-
chandising and sales, governmental relations, construction and per-
manent mortgage financing, business management, and marketing
services.

I greatly appreciate your inviting us to discuss the role of indus-
trialized housing in meeting this Nation’s critical need for housing.
I would like to briefly summarize my presubmitted prepared state-
ments, just hitting some of the highlights.

National Homes is the largest home manufacturer in the United
States. Over the last 29 years we have produced 350,000 homes. One
point I think is significant: Last year taking the average of all the
homes we shipped—which was 16,000, and into some 37 States—the
retail price, including lots, financing costs, points, everything that
goes toward cost, was $18,350. The national average for all home
building was $25,400. I think this pretty clearly demonstrates even
at the early stage of our technology there can be a significant saving
made. I say “early stage” even though we have been at it 29 years, be-
cause we are not as far as we are going by a long shot. We will manu-
facture this year 24,000 living units. In the first 6 months of this year
we showed a sales gain of 32.4 percent over the same period last year,
while the industry itself was only showing a 6-percent increase. Our
single-family house production was up 30.3 percent while the industry
was down 4.6 percent.

At this point, I would like to point out a significant fact. A worker
earning $10,000 a year, according to the norm set by FHA, should
spend 20 percent of his income for mortgage payments, which would
include principal, interest, taxes and insurance. Today this man cannot
afford to buy a $20,000 FHA -insured home.

I want to point out, also, that taking our whole population, people
earning $10,000 and less represent 65 percent of our population.

Our $10,000-a-year worker can afford a monthly payment of $166,
but his payments on a $20,000 house, at the 7.5-percent interest which
we currently have, with a maximum 30-year mortgage, amounts to
$173. So he 1s not eligible for homeownership. By increasing the term
to 40 years, still keeping your 7.5-percent interest, you would reduce
the monthly payments by $8.23, to $164.77 a month and the worker
would be eligible. This would help close a gap in homeownership that
is not being served by anyone.

I want to point out that we do have subsidy programs that, on a
limited funded basis, supply some housing to families earning $7,500 a

ear or less, but there frankly is no program for families earning
tween $7,500 and $102000 annually. They are in no-man’s land: No
subsidy and no eligibility and no homes.
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Since 1941 National Homes’ products have been union made and
carried the union label. The building trades have handled our products
in the entire United States and in many of its possessions. The Broth-
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners organized National Homes’ first
manufacturing plant when they won an election in 1941. All National
Homes’ manugcturing plants have been organized by the Brotherhood
of Carpenters over the years. In addition to Lafayette, our plants
are located in Effingham, I11.; Horseheads, N.Y.; Martinsville, Va.;
Thomson, Ga. ; Tyler, Tex., and New Albany, Ind. Builders franchised
by National Homes are independent businessmen, and there are more
than a thousand of these builders serving our major markets in 37
States generally east of the Rockies.

I would like to make some mention about our degree of industriali-
zation. I would like, also, to identify some of the different types of
factory manufactured products used to provide assistance and shelter.

The conventional builder who operates on-site is increasingly call-
ing on factories, both small and large specialty shops, for prefinished
windows, doors, wall sections, cabinets, roof trusses, and the like. Vir-
tually all homes built today in the United States have some degree of
prefabricated parts used in them. Eighty percent of our builders rely
heavily on these components. I want to call your attention to the
fact that this compares to the European countries where they refer to
their open system. National Homes does not supply components for
this conventional system. We have really two technologies that we
work under. Both of them meet the FHA and Government engineering
standards. Our first technology—which does tie into the European
system—is referred to in Europe as a closed system, which really
means this: The system uses large sections of walls, floors, trusses.
They are designed and built in an integral system. The components
are unique and not interchangeable with any other system. In other
words, we undertake the design of a building as far as style, size,
arrangements, and so forth, and these related items are marketed
as a package. As you can see there in this picture, we have cranes
mounted over our tractors and all our homes are erected by cranes.
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In these vans that you see could be any of the variety of our tech-
nology number one. Our teamster driver at the site operates the
crane and two or three workmen set the building in place. They can
set up any of our buildings in a single day. We have different types
of homes. The type that you see here in the second picture is an op-
eration in Chicago where they are erecting three houses a day with
these cranes.
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This is a completely prefinished in-plant housing system. There is a

utility core lowered into it for plumbing, heating, fiber glass bathtub
, and so forth. The carpeted floors are predone, and the interior walls

and doors are all finished in the factory. These are occupied 4 days
after erection. ' o R S

Going on to our third picture, we manufacture a range of houses |
up as high as $150,000. o ‘

Chairman Borrine. I missed the figure.

Mr. Price. $150,000. The picture you see on the screen here is about
a $65,000 home today.




Now, here in our fourth picture, using this same factory system we
have built a variety of garden apartments, townhouses, et cetera, and
this picture illustrates a typical example of our product.
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The mobile homes industry was the first to use three dimensional,
totally manufactured, structures mass-produced in this country. The.
spectacular rise in the mobile home industry is because mobile homes
are primarily economic. I want to back up just one step right here.
Since no one is serving the $10,000 and under income group with con-
ventional homes, basically, the only thing they can buy today is a
mobile home, or rent a $125 a month apartment. The reason that mobile
homes have experienced substantial growth, starting in about 1959,
is because they have operated primarily in areas beyond where build-
ing codes and zoning laws were enforced. They used construction
techniques and space which were—and are—less than acceptable by
Government housing standards. They are independently financed by
our banks and lending institutions with early unlimited funds because
they are not limited to mortgage rates on financing. They are not
inhibited in any way by the Government. This is the industry that has
been supplying first-time home buyers who have no other opportunity
for shelter. Last year one out of five homes purchased was a mobile
home, and mobile homes this year are up 30 percent. They are going to
produce 400,000 shelters for families this current year.

I want to point out, though, that a major proportion of these mobile
homes are sold to young families. You can purchase a mobile home
with earnings of $350 a month. Fifty percent of our youth in this
country do not go to college. They ordinarily marry young and ordi-
narily they start families young. They go into our business community
primarily as factory workers, service trades, policemen, firemen, et
cetera. They must have shelter. The only thing I can say about mobile
homes is, probably thank God we have them %ecause they are provid-
ing some shelter units, but I feel better planning and environment
should be taken into consideration. Mobile home parks, since they are
primarily low-income housing communities, should have more empha-
sis placed on planning, environment, social facilities such as day
nursing and meeting rooms, because usually the husband and wife
both are forced to work.

National Homes is in the shelter business and the home pictured
here demonstrates the product of one of our divisions. This is a typical
mobile home that we produce.




Chairman Borrineg. Put a price on it for me, will you?

Mr. Price. Manufacture of mobile homes in Florida, Georgia, Texas,
Phoenix, Indiana—will range in price in Florida and Georgia from
a low of $3,500 to a high of probably $4,750 in the Indiana area.

Chairman Borrine. What do you have in them, I mean what is
behind those walls?

Mr. Price. Behind those walls is a complete plumbing system with
a bathroom containing all the amenities we would have in an ordinary
bathroom. Your kitchen comes complete including your range and
refrigerator. The superstructure is ordinarily wood studs. The perim-
eter 1s covered with aluminum without any backer, and it has a gal-
vanized sheet metal roof system.

The main thing that I am concerned about is that while we must have
mobile home units because we have got to provide shelter units for our
youth we must be cognizant of the environment created. I have been
told that many people are concerned about how long the houses will
last, and my answer to that is, if {lou take a look at the temporary
‘World War I buildings around Washington, you will realize that noth-
ing last longer than a temporary building. The only thing I can tell
you is that the space that we are providing in them is unsatisfactory
by today’s standards.

Chairman Borring. There are——

Mr. Price. Maximum size permitted is 12 feet wide by 60 feet long
on most U.S. highways. The 60 feet is measured from the tip of the
tow tongue to the back of the unit. So the exterior is 12 by 65, and if
you multiply that out, you have less than 700 square feet. In this 700
square feet would be a two-bedroom or a three-bedroom or a four-
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bedroom structure. I'm not knocking it. I am saying since we have no
other provision for housing—even though we have an expanding popu-
lation—however, we should make sure that we raise these youngsters,
who are going to be tomorrow’s America, in an atmosphere that will
help develop fine redblooded Americans.

hairman BorrLing. I am not knocking it either. I am just in-
terested because in some of the places I drive in this area you will see
an old tin shack on a farm andp beside it will be a brand new mobile
home. Clearly, the people that are living there find it more economic
to buy the mobile home than to try to %o anything about the shack.
It is an interesting sociological fact.

Mr. Price. Here is the real fact behind the whole thing. I came from
a small town in Indiana called Fowler. I had an aunt living in Reming-
ton, a town of a thousand. She died last year. As a kid, when I was in
Remington, it was primarily a community of retired farmers living
there in their nice homes. To my amazement, now the town is now
full of mobile homes. You can get the answer when you analyze the
situation. The highest paid man in town was the postmaster, making
$7,200 a year, so the only thing people could afford to buy was a mobile
home. Remember, all you have to do to buy a mobile home is to earn
$350 a month, have a warm wrist, and sign on the dotted line.

Chairman Borrine. That is a new application to the principle
of the warm body.

Mr. Price. That is right. There is one other thing I want to draw
to your attention: a mobile home is handled, floor planned, and
financed the same as an automobile. It depreciates—and there is a
blue book and a red book on it—at the same rate as an automobile.
When it is one day old, it is secondhand. It has depreciated one-third.
Then in 3 years it -is-down to $1,500. So you never accumulate any
equity to improve your station in life where you can afford to buy up
to a larger home. But keep in mind these units are not financed as
homes. This is personal property. It is called a mobile home for a
purpose: there is no real estate tax against it. It still is serving a
housing need.

I want to get into National Homes’ largest expansion. Qur greatest
investment is in what I call our technology No. 2—industrialized
housing. In July of 1968, National Homes started a new plant in
Lafayette, Ind., to produce homes for low- and medium-income
families for sale in inner cities as well as suburban and rural areas.
We manufacture a three dimensional modular unit completely finished
in our plant, including plumbing, wiring, heating, air-conditioning,
appliances, floor covering, curtains, drapes, furniture, if desired. We
have single-family units as well as townhouses, and garden apart-
ments, with sizes ranging from one to five bedrooms. These building
have Federal engineering approval by FHA and HHA as to the
structural systems, design, room sizes and arrangements. This product
has been completely pre-engineered, programed, and computerized.
We use highly automated assembly lines. The Brotherhood of Car-
penters and Joiners organized one new Lafayette plant the minute we
opened it last year and their members are working there under ideal
conditions, year round. This mix of man and machinery makes possible
a building system of high quality because we have rigid in-plant
quality control.
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The carpenters in cooperation with the various Government pro-
grams, provide an in-plant training program enabling us to hire
unskilled workmen and teach them a skill. This new housing product
naturally carries the union label. Teamster union members deliver our
units to the jobsite.

We know that last year the United States had about 1,600,000 hous-
ing starts. The building construction workers in this country were
strained to do that job. We have a national goal to construct 2.6 million
housing units a year. We have got to look to this labor force of building
tradesmen to do the job. We know the high income people of our coun-
try are going to continue to have custom-made conventional homes, and
perhaps they are going to need an increasing proportion of the man
hours of this skilled force. We have to innovate through mass produc-
tion a way to provide housing for the low- and medium-income group
utilizing the skills that are available in order to produce the numbers
that we need for one people. '

I want to go through National Homes’ initial delivery of its in-
dustrialized houses at 50th and Blackstone, Chicago, Ill. T have a
Eicture of it here. I got a signed contract from the Chairman of the
ousing authority on the 8th of August.

I called Ed Stone, and he flew in and we did the site plannin
over the weekend. This was a redevelopment area where they ha
torn down buildings. We had rubble and debris to move and clean
out before construction. We did our complete site planning, and pre-
installed, trees, the sod, the communal areas, the patios, so a min-
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imum of site work was all that was needed when our modular unit
arrived. We sent eight four-bedroom, 1,200 square foot, bath and
a half, air-conditioned townhouses—at 7 o’clock in the morning on
August 20. You can see in this picture how we had prepared the site.
The crane started putting those modules into place. .

By 6 o’clock that night it was completed, the first family was moved
in, and this picture shows the way 1t looked in a night shot. People
streamed through these units till midnight, with the Iines four blocks

long.




50th AND BLACKSTONE

I think this is a good demonstration of what we can do to utilize
better our already short supply of skilled labor. Shortening the onsite
construction time provides a great savings because security in inner
city costs $70 a day, and construction loan interest costs $7 a day. I
think we all agree that these two costs, $77 a day, are significant.
Conventional construction in the inner city is running 18 months and
is adding a terrible cost burden to housing that does not have any-
thing to do with quality or better living.

We have created a wide range of townhouses that have durability,
which are maintenance free, of good quality and architectural design.

I would like to show you some pictures here. The first shows you an
example of one of our traditional designs that we offer, and the next
picture shows you a contemporary. This contemporary design is being
used in the Atlanta, Ga., 600-unit award that we won. It is also being
used in a public housing project in Monroe, Mich. The third picture
shows the colonial styling of some of these townhouses.
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COLONIAL

The following picture demonstrates what we are doing in single
family units. You can see the house is made in two sections, and even
the brick is put on in the plant.

TRADITIONAL
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To help our small builders in small towns like Remington and
Fowler, we have a system using hydraulic jacks on a trailer so that
they slide the house on and off the trailer. You move your people in
that night with one of our homes. On the big jobs—like the one we just
did, a 200-unit contract in East St. Louis yesterday—David’s depart-
ment will erect the homes and cranes will set them at the rate of a
dozen a day. You can set a home every 30 minutes with our own con-
struction company doing the work. .

Chairman Boriine, What kind of cost on that last unit—roughly?
I don’t mean precisely. .

Mr. Price. ft is a hard question for me to answer because if you are
talking about the South, the cost of the house including land would be
less than $12,000. On the other hand, if you are talking about Chicago
where we have a $4,000 land cost, it would be around $16,500.

Chairman Boruing. Thank you. -

Mr. Price. Does that answer your question ¢

Chairman Borrine. Yes; that is fine. :

Mr. Price. I would like to point out a related item. Those are today’s

rices. As we crank up to real mass production, these costs can be sub-
stantially lowered.

Since 50th and Blackstone in Chicago, we have completed 75 more
four-bedroom townhouses and they have all been occupied through the
winter. It gave us a great chance in conjunction with Forest Products
Laboratories, with Purdue University and the technical section of
FHA to analyze and determine some testing results that you cannot
determine in laboratory research. We found that certain groups had to
have an 85° temperature as a comfort level while the average home is
engineered for a 75° mean temperature. We found that we were hous-
ing from nine to 18 children in these units. We found that the humidity
level produced problems that are not generally found in single-family
dwellings where you have only two or three children. Second, we have
been very careful in selecting materials for these buildings. We use
industrial grade hinges and hardware. We use industrial grade win-
dows with thermopanes so there is no problem of having to take
out storm windows. All windows are removable from the inside for
washing. Every care has been taken, because that is our philosophy.
One way or another the Federal Government is going to buy the houses
initially, however, the community or the individual is going to be stuck
with home maintenance. So our homes are built as tough and mainte-
nance-free as possible. We have a finish on our inside walls where you
can take an indelible ink pencil, write your name on the wall, and wipe
it off with a damp cloth. (Elhildren can write on it with crayon and you
can clean it off.

I am trying to show you the depth of the planning and thought
engineered in our homes. I have not covered it in here but it was in
my statement. We got in this business clear back in 1943. We have been
in and out of industrialized housing, but the conditions have not been
right until now to talk about mass producing.

e have additional contracts in Chicago for a thousand indus-
trialized homes, and have another 2,000 lots coming in sometime this
week for us to analyze and have processed through CDA. We have
108 units in East Chicago Heights that have been precommitted on
June 30 on (d) (3), and 5161‘8 are another 900 in with recent 236 fund-

32-679 0—69—pt. 2——5
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ing. They should be funded in the next few weeks or a month. We have
115 in Monroe, Mich. We have 162 that are committed under 236 in
Lafayette, Ind. We have 269 in East St. Louis; 197 in Springﬁeld,
Ohio. And we are working with many, many cities in the Midwest,
because our plant is there.

I had a meeting Monday before I came to Washington with a group
from Cleveland and have agreed to put a hundred in there before win-
ter of this year.

We started a second manufacturing plant in Thomson, Ga. It will
be ready to go into production September 13. The reason for starting
this plant is twofold. No. 1, we won a national competition. Some
year and a half ago President Johnson made some Government sur-
plus land available for housing in Washirigbon, D.C.; in Atlanta, and
in Louisville. The housing authority in Atlanta set up criteria and
held a contest. We won the contest, which was judged by a profes-
sional jury. I have with me here today Edward Durell Stone, Jr., and
I would like for him to go through this project so you can see the
depth of the thought and the planning that goes into each of these
projects. We are opening the Georgia plant not just so that we can
produce for Atlanta, but we have a hundred units to produce for Sum-
ter, S.C., also. We have not even started the marketing effort for this
plant, but we expect to expand our capabilities in this art rapidly.
We intend to build three plants capable of doing 9,000 each next year.

Chairman Borrine, Thank you, Mr. Price. Mr. Stone, you may go
right ahead. .

r. Stone. Mr. Chairman, thank you: Let me first say that when
National Homes approached our firm to assist them we were vitally
concerned with the state of housing in the Nation today. We were
particularly gratified at being able to take some action with an exist-
Ing capability to perform. Also, we were delighted with Mr. Price’s
attitude—National was trying new ideas, new approaches to the devel-
opment of housing particularly for the lower and middle income
groups. :

I would like to leaf through the Atlanta project in a moment. It
might be helpful to review the way we addressed it and the way I think
with refinement we will continue to approach comparable problems.
First of all a solution to be satisfactory has to be responsive to the -
needs of the people you are going to serve. In other words, the needs of
the low-income family group are quite different, let us say, than the
housing for the elderly in terms of not only their space needs, the
arrangements of the necessary internal space, but also in terms of the
amenities that are provided in trying to meet life styles and social
needs.

There are certain fundamental and social and human needs that are
universal to all family groups: Sense of identity, privacy—both visual
and noise privacy—comfort in terms of climate control, relationship to
open space, arrangements of open space, recreation, shopping—all of
these are readily identifiable goals for all family groups.

However, within this general context you have to identify the spe-
cial needs of any given group for which you may be trying to solve a
problem.

This was the methodology, or the system, if you will, with which we
approached the Atlanta challenge. We had a given site. The area is
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quite a steep site adjacent to a Federal penitentiary. It had some other
problems, like an interstate right-of-way bisecting it. With the site and
the ultimate user identified we brought together what we felt was the
appropriate planning team. We had physical and financial planners,
because this was an economic as well as a design competition, as well as
the research and development people from the industrial side. In order
to better understand the specific needs of the user group we brought in
a social planner who had been active in the Atlanta area to enable us to
establish dialog with the people who were, in fact, going to live in the
houses in the community we were planning. We had a need for some of
the life science applications, geologists and ecologists. So we brought
this group together with representatives of the community. I think this
is most important and this must be part of the planning group if you
are to truly respond to the needs of the ultimate user.

The physical plan, then, should speak to the end results of all this
compilation of research. I believe it has, and the jury certainly felt so.

One thing that I would like to comment on 1in a general way, as
a designer, 1s that industrialization and industrialized housing need
not equate with monotony of design or decrease in quality of housing.
If you consider the row houses in the East 60’s in New York City,
for example, they are about as architecturally monotonous as any-
thing you can consider. But they create a street scene of proper scale
and proportion. Trees have been added. There have been accent points.
In other words, repetition is not in and of itself a bad thing in terms
of an urban design solution to a problem. :

I think there are a number of other examples that can be cited.
If you are concerned with creating spaces that are meaningful in a
visual way, the architectural backdrop need not be marble palaces.
It can be quite a different thing. BEE . R

So what we have been concerned with, and I think the Atlanta
project is a pretty good example, has been the creation of a total
environment utilizing, if you will, industrialized components. This
project is, by the way now just about to get under construction. If
I could ask you to follow with me very briefly, thumb through the
book which constituted our proposal (see appengix, p. 287) and which,
incidentally, was performed under time pressures that seem to be
consistent In this entire industry. There is never enough time but
you have to respond within that time allocated. ‘ '

There is a general planning concept—see p. 289 of appendix. We
were considering essentially a mixed use community with subcom-
munities developed within it. It was to be pedestrian-oriented ; in other
words, no through vehicular traffic in order to create safe neighbor-
hood environments. It was not to relate itself to an internal town
center with shopping, offices, the administrative function for.this
smaller community, schools, and parks. See p. 290 of appendix.

If you will come along to the next page of the appendix we out-
line the social objectives that we were trying to achieve. Essentially
to bring decent housing at a price that could be afforded through
this industrialized process. We were trying to create a stable total
“environment that would give people a sense of identity, relationships
within subneighborhoods within the entire project. This was a pro-
gram designed primarily for ownership, which I think is a very
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meaningful and desirable goal rather than a strict rental program if
at all possible. (See appendix, p. 292.)

If you will turn to the next page, you can see the site analysis
that we were faced with. This is getting now into the physical planning.
We had to buffer the project from the penitentiary. We wanted to
preserve as much of the tree cover as was possible. We Lad to reconcile
ourselves to this interstate right-of-way going through the site with
appropriate buffering. There was a railroad on another side of the
site.

We had some rather difficult site problems. We identified an ideal
functional diagram. An exterior vehicular loop penetrated the park-
ing areas related to larger clusters of housing and pedestrian circu-
lation and bicycle circulation then linked the entire plan together.
(See appendix, p. 294.)

This diagram, in turn, related to the overall areas of that sector of
the community.

The specific plan itself is outlined under the general concepts (page
10 of appendix). The cruciform townhouse clusters evolved g‘om
our discussions with the people in the community. If this had been
a middle income, white suburban kind of community the amenities
provided would have been quite different. There would have been
a different emphasis—you think in terms of tennis courts but this
sort of thing which is not relevant in a situation like this. We were
specifically told by the community that recreational amenities was
not a relevant solution. What was more important was to create sort
of an urban street scene, and the social spine this cruciform identi-
fies. There are subneighborhoods even within the cruciform class
and these clusters in turn relate to the larger project as a whole.

If you will, just leaf through the consideration of pedestrian bi-
cycle circulation, and then a garden entrance court (see appendix,
pp- 297 and 298). This was along a pedestrian mall that served these
clusters of townhouse units. Each of these townhouse units, inci-

dentally, as a dividend to the cruciform system looks out over a park-

way, a green area. So on the one side you have the urban street scene.
On the other side you are oriented to park.

This goes on and it is spelled out 1n somewhat greater detail. These
units can be offset in a plain so you get visual variety, creating en-
trance courts, additional privacy both in the approaches from the
pedestrian mall and in relationship to the green space behind. (See
appendix, pp. 299 and 300.)

Another perspective illustrating the townhouse mall (page 801).

But in summary, what we are talking about here I think is the
creation of a total environment—whether we have industrialized
housing or onsite fabricated housing does not matter. I think the
objectives we should seek are a meaningful social context, social,
and physical context, for the communities we are trying to serve.

The report of the jury is also a part of our display. Our compe-
tition was quite good—strong, if you will. We are very proud to
win this, because I think it represented a real breakthrough for in-
dustrialized housing. Some of their comments were as follows: “The
site plan proposal was considered excellent by the jury particularly
with respect to creation of an optimum living environment.” It goes
on, “For the following reasons.” Well, I think you can create the
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environment regardless of the building system, if the building system
in fact meets those needs that have been preidentified.

I think that is what we are really trying to do.

Thank you, sir.

Chairman Borring. Thank you.

. Mr. Price. I would like to add this, that all projects of any size
that we do will adopt this same environmental approach as has been
described here.

I also want to stress that we are not just selling houses. We feel
that we are selling neighborhoods and communities. I think that is
the element that has been lacking in a lot of our planning, or lack
of planning, at least since World War II.

ur national housing goals cannot be met unless large volume mass-
produced housing is brought into the picture. In order to double the
amount of housing that we have by the year 2000, maximum use has
to be made of the inner city land that is available. The amount we do
have is going to have to be determined by the administrative as well
as Congress and HUD. Then we will have to provide the land, because
we cannot make new land on which to put the number of houses that
are needed. :

We have got to utilize this inner city land so that we are not creat-
ing slums but are getting maximum utilization of the land.

1 want to call attention to another problem. While we hear we have
from 13 percent to as high as 24 percent of inner city land available,
this land is not available today. Because it was made available through
slum clearance projects, with an objective not to replace housing but
to improve the city’s base, the end use of this inner city land has been
predeclared for apartments, high-rises, commercial, industrial. It is
going to take a permissible land use change by HUD to make available
whatever quantity of this land is deemed desirable for low- and me-
dium-income housing. The change is necessary so we can take the blot
off the title to this Jand. You cannot build on this land as long as it
has a predetermined and recorded end use.

Our suburbs present, a problem, too. The suburbs today do not want
low- and medium-income families. They have protective zoning. They
have acreage requirements, things to prevent it. We have a major
problem facing us. We already know that we have to double the
amount of housing between now and the year 2000. We know that we
have to put it on land, so when you are talking about reaching the
goals land is the No. 1 thing, and I am talking about usable land.

We have the technology to build homes right now. We need mass
orders, but mass orders cannot be achieved until you have, No. 1, mass
land. My parting statement is this. Top priority ought to be given to
the goal of a decent house and a substantial iving environment for
the American family. We placed man on the moon in 934 years because
we funded it and went for the objective. I think it is time that we
place top priority to the goal of a decent home and suitable environ-
ment for every American family, proving adequate funding should
be devoted to housing, our greatest problem on earth.

Chairman Borrine. Thank you very much, Mr. Price and gentle-
men.

Mr. Reuss.




268

Representative Rreuss. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and once again
}Ix want to congratulate you, sir, for creating these trailblazing
earin, :

Mr. Price, it is good to welcome you again. You will recall not so
many weeks ago you appeared before our House Housing Subcommit-
tee and we had a colloquy about the possible use of your industrialized
techniques in my city of Milwaukee, and we worked out a very con-
structive visit by some of your fine people to my city.

Mr. Price. Yes.

Representative Reuss. I want to thank you for making that possible.
Something may come of it and I hope it does.

Mr. Price. I had been told that there should be another sometime
before September on this subject.

Representative Reuss. Good. Let us make it August.

Mr. Price. I was told you were going to name the date.

Representative Reuss. Fine.

Mr. Price. We are always ready. I can go right now.

Representative Reuss. I have just one question on costs, and here I
am anticipating a bit, Mr. Chairman. I have looked through the in-
triguing statement of Mr. Rosen, our next witness, and early in his
statement he says the following:

The report of the committee—
Mr. Bolling’s subcommittee—

issued in April of this year suggests clearly why few homebuilders have adopted
building systems as a means of lowering their costs of production. Most building
systems derive economies when the scale of the project itself is large. In particu-
lar, your report points out that unless a project consists of four or more stories,
conventional construction is likely to be no more expensive than systems
construction.*

The portions of this April report which I believe Mr. Rosen had in
mind are contained on pages 65 and 67 of the report, and I will para-
phrase them. We quote from a finding of the national building agency
of the United Kingdom that the cost benefits of industrialized con-
struction techniques were found to be concentrated in housing of more
than four stories. And then again, further on are detailed findings
about construction in Rochester, N.Y., where on a low-rise apartment
only a 7-percent savings was realized in total direct project construc-
tion costs. For a high-rise apartment it was estimated that the savings
over conventional overall would be on the order of 16 percent.

I would welcome the comment of you and your associates on this, T
have the feeling and the hope that even in single family construction
you are able to make a measurable saving over conventional construc-
tion. I wonder if you can comment on that. And this is in no way to
undermine Mr. Rosen who got his data from our report. But our data—
some of it—is not very modern and the rest of it relates to just one
experiment in Rochester. I am wondering if you can bring us up to
date on this.

Mr. Price. I would like to answer it. There are many elements in-
volved in your question, and I will take them consecutively.

Insofar as demonstrating savings in single family units, I feel that
we have demonstrated it already in the South Carolina area. Our pre-
finished homes where you set them with the crane are being marketed

*“Industrialized Housing,” materials compiled and prepared for the Subcommittee on
Urban Affairs, Joint Economic Committee, April 1969, p. 65.
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“today for $12,700 including land and septic tanks. Our new modular
three dimensional homes, even at the beginning rate of production in
these plants, will cut a thousand dollars off of this price. Additional
savings can be achieved when you can get these plants into high pro-
duction ; however, there is no one that can really give you the specific
figures. That is going to take some real calculating by our engineers.
This cost saving is a research project that we have underway, and it
is going to be real substantial.

I have made a thorough study of the report on European systems.
I have personally inspected them almost annually in the various coun-
tries. I have been in Norway and studied their systems. I have been in
Japan and studied theirs. I also made a detailed study of this report
that you referred to, and I have my brief notes before me.

The only thing I can say is that each of these have been a research-
type project. There was no productivity feeding it, and their costs ran
high. In' Europe because of the lack of natural resources they are
forced to use concrete systems. In their small component concrete sys-
tems in Europe they have found that they can economically deliver

from 60 to 70 miles; their large components which would be com-
parable to what I do here in America, is deliverable up to 30 miles.
Russia is the only one to date that is producing a third dimensional '
module. Thirty miles is the maximum range for the U.S.S.R. unless -
they can use water for transportation. They have three major plants,
one with a 30,000%annual capacity in Moscow ; one with a 15,000 annual
capacity in their second largest city, and another plant with 2,700
annual capacity in another. )

In the United States we have had as part of this report about seven
various concrete systems. The test findings show that they ran exorbi-

~ tantly high costs, $31 a square foot for the hotel that was built in San
Antonio. And in each one of these systems they found the maximum
transportability to be 7 miles. They also found that they had cracks
and small spalling. I have seen the units in Russia. The first units done
in Russia weighed 45 tons. It took gantry cranes and naturally it was
uneconomical. In order to reduce their weight to 7 tons they used what
we would call translucent ceilings and roofs. The industrialized hous-
ing report quotes said they looked like covered wagons in this country,
and they looked that way to me. U.S.S.R. space requirement is sub-
stantially less than ours, and we are used to a higher standard of
living than they are delivering there at this time.

I do not know what he is speaking of regarding Rochester. The
only thing I know of Rochester, is gxat Stirling Home built some
12 or 15 public housing units, but Stirling Home is not a mass pro-
ducing outfit. National Homes does not claim to be at any ultimate
in third dimensional production. But a year from today I will be,
because I have got sound orders today to get my plants to optimum
and run them there. Then I can tell you costs. Tge figures I am quot-
ing today covering my costs are really learning curves. So in the lon
range when you really get a plant up to its optimum production an
level out, you are going to make terrific savings.

Now, insofar as the variety of this mix, what I have shown here
today has been single family and two-story high units. We have this
product engineering approved to go three stories high. We are now
working and are going to make a submission under Operation Break-
through for incombustible units five stories for cities like New York
City, and 10 stories high for senior citizens, elevator-type buildings.
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We are not going to use concrete because in the United States we have
a wealth of other products, such as dry systems that are light in weight
and transportable up to 300 miles economically. We are adding to the
team that you see sitting here, Mr. Edward Durell Stone, Sr., who will
be our leading architect on this team for our Breakthrough submis-
sions. So we are going to add to our technologies two missing links,
. and we are not stopping with what we showed you today. We are
exploiting further variety and appearance. We have always used good
name arc%itects in this endeavor. I have used a Washington contem-
porary architect, Goodman. I have used Royal Barry Wills for my
Cape Cod. I have used Herman York. I have used Smedling from
Orange, N.J. for my French provincial and my colonials, so I do not
spare the rod on my research, development, style, and design. National
last year alone, in 12 months from the time I started in April until
April of this year, spent $1,800,000 in research as a company in third
dimensional modular construction.

Each country uses what building material they have available. In
Japan, I went over to the Expo, and in their first venture they had
built a building, using a third dimensional modular system. They built
their modular units out of steel because steel is readily available. They
set them in a structural frame much as talked of in this country. The
interior finish was of finished plywood which they are famous for
producing and ship to us, for our use. In Norway, I visited the largest
home manufacturer, and he is in the modular business. Naturally, since
this is a lumber country his were completely wood. We bypassed
wood in our system except for the structural frame for one reason,
maintenance. We have selected materials that would have

Representative REuss. What was the one reason ?

Chairman Borrine. Maintenance.

Representative Rruss. Maintenance,

Mr. Price. We selected aluminum, brick, and stone for exteriors be-
cause we have tried to do everything we can to produce maintenance-
free homes. We know that it costs more to build for low income than it
does for an average unit because it takes more abuse. Low-income fam-
ilies do not have enough income to afford to pay a plumber, an elec-
trician, or any service personnel to maintain their shelter units. They
do not make enough money to do this. So we are trying to give them
as nearly as possible a maintenance-free shelter.

Representative Reuss. May I ask this question. Let us assume that
it is a year from now, and that you are geared up closer to the optimum
industrialized production that you hope for. What savings in per-
centages would you hope to be able to obtain over conventional
building methods in each of the following three types: high-rise
apartments, low-rise apartments, and—make it four types—individual
homes, and scattered site individual homes?
- Mr. Price. I think that the saving curve is going to be the same as

relates to each of these types. As I stated earlier, the average product
that I shipped last year, which included homes from as low as $12,500
to as high as $150,000, retailed to the consumer including lots, financ-
ing charges, et cetera, cost $18,350. Your national average construction
cost was $25,400. So there is some significance here. We are going
to take this cost on down. I have a plant in Lafayette that is capable
of producing 9,000 living units a year. I will have it up to that rate
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by midsummer of next year. I will be able to accurately tell you
how much we can take off, whether it is 25 or 30 percent. But that
is not the real optimum that I am after. If we are going to meet
the challenge of 2,600,000 a year—and that rate may need to be in-
creased as you study it in more depth—you are going to need plants
like automobile plants that should have capacities of 30,000, 60,000,
90,000 houses a year. As I see this now—and I realize it is early to have
a prefixed conclusion—there are only two cities large enough to have a
plant to serve just the city, and that would be New York and Chicago.
I think the balance of the country is going to be served by plants
like automobile assembly plants serve a 300-mile circumference work-
ing with a common market, massing the market to get the true advan-
tages. When you do that you are going to cut your cost in half, at
least.

Representative REuss. So that——

Mr. Price. Land, more expertise, better land plannin% is the key
to reducing land costs because there is not any more land being made.
Not only is land getting higher all the time, but we are using it very
wastefully. The planners in the past were advocating the suburbs to
go to haif-acre tracts and full-acre tracts. Well, that is almost as ,
ridiculous as why a 2 by 4 is 16 inches on center. Using 2 foot on
center, the cow used to walk from the barn to the kitchen. So they
put it 16 inches to keep her out. That is a fact.

Representative Reuss. Of course land costs, I think we can leave
that out of our comparison because a sensible conventional builder
presumably can plan his land as sensibly as an industrialized builder.

Mr. Price. I do not think so for one reason. There are about a hun-
dred thousand conventional builders—you have a few large ones, but
the balance of them is too small to afford the research, development
and the planning expertise to plan land wisely. Suburbia land origi-
nally required half-acre sites because of the wells and septic tanks,
but because now we have put in sewers and streets and all the ameni-
ties, there is no longer that need. However, today, in order to insure
that low- and medium-income families do not get in, suburbia is even
raising the lot size requirements to an acre.

Well, the only thing I can say is, here is a natural resource that
should be getting better densities than we are getting. I realize that
I am talking long range, but it is going to have to be met. The children
are already born who In some 21 years are going to have families
and we are going to have to have a place for them. It is up to us to
be thinking,

Representative Reuss. To conclude, leaving to one side all the other
cost problems of homebuilding in this country, zoning and suburban
physical attitudes and building trades’ practices and building codes
and use of materials, putting those to one side, it is your view that a
modern industrialized large-scale producer of homes can beat a con-
ventional builder on the same plot of land whether scattered site or
suburban or whatever, and whether it be single family, rowhouse, de-
tached houses, semidetached, low rise, high rise, you can beat a con-
ventional builder, you hope, by as much as 25 percent and maybe
better. Is that a fair summary ¢

Mr. Price. We are doin gat right now.

Representative Reuss. So that you would—
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Mr. Price. We go a lot better than that.

Representative ReEuss. You would not sit still for the allegation that
industrialization is suitable only for the larger conglomerates of
homes——

Mr. Price. No; I can give you many examples.

Representative Reuss (continuing). To wit: apartments?

Mr. Price. I can give you one. Denton, who was chairman of the
Melon National Bank in 1957, called me by phone and said that he
had an architect to design him a home, they took bids on it and it
ran $325,000. He had read in a national publication that I had Good-
man as an associate and wondered if they could come to Lafayette.
He wants to see if we could use our systems to produce the home
with the style, the space, and the feeling that he wanted. To make a
long story short, we did. It was turnkeyed out to him for $125,000.

I can give you another minor example. In 1966—that has not been
very long ago—my son David Price started what we call National
Homes Construction Co. I might say without any prejudice that he
uses only National Homes components in his construction. He has
risen from zero to the 11th largest homebuilder in the United States
in that length of time. How do you think he got it done ?

Representative Reuss. Thank you very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Borrine. There are a couple of fill-in questions that
I would like to ask. They will inevitably jump around because
they come from the total of the contribution that all of you have
made.

You were talking about one aspect of the financing that we could
meet the need at the present ability to produce and cost of the
$10,000 income man by increasing the mortgage from the 30 to 40 years.
Now, that gets me into the financing end of it pretty obviously, and
it also leads me back into the durability end of the products. And it
also raises this whole question of the relationship of the product
to the maintenance and so on and so on. It raises a whole flock of
questions as to that one, and I would like to get at some of them.
What is the increase in cost, total cost to a theoretical home buyer
who in one generation or two is going to pay off a 40-year mortgage,
from 2 30-year mortgage to a 40-year mortgage?

Mr. Price. I want Frank Flynn who is my finance man to answer
that question.

Chairman Bouring. I just want a general answer in gross terms.
And I am perfectly well aware that there are very few people, very
few families that will own the house from beginning to end, but I am
curious as to the theoretical question.

Mr. Fuynn. Well, in theory, Mr. Chairman, between the 40-year
loan and the 30-year loan, the interest, approximately, will be in ex-
cess of 25 percent because the term is increased. Of course, we know
that this is the inevitable result of lengthening the term. I think it
important from an economic standpoint, and I believe the individual
himself is not concerned with the total cost of that product but with
the monthly cost and how it fits into his budget and his ability to pay.

I think the best example of that is the fact that our whole economy
is based on credit, credit involves interest, and interest is money. The
40-year term will create a higher total eventual cost but it will permit
this individual to own a home, buy a home now, pay for it later.
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Chairman Borrine. Well, that, of couse, leads back to the point
that I think Mr. Price made when he said that one of the advantages
of homeownership is that the individual sometimes consciously and
sometimes less consciously builds an equity which has a very signifi-
ganq,la very significant effect on the individual and the future of that

amily.

And that is the reason I raise the question. There is no argument
about your point that a great many people look at the monthly pay-
ment and not the overall cost, and they do not look at the equity. But
I am curious about the thing—we started out, as I stated earlier, with
an anthropologist as our first witness in the first of our hearings, which
are intended to be broad ranged, and I am curious as to your reaction
to that equity aspect of it.

Mr. Price. I have another statement to add to what Frank has al-
ready said. I want to point out, No. 1, that in your subsidized programs
you have 40-year terms now. We have the same quality product wheth-
er you are putting it under your 203 (b) regular FHA or your 221(d)
(2) or any other program. The quality level is the same. So if in spe-
cial funded programs you use a 40-year term, I see no reason then why
we do not apply the 40-year term to programs the Government does not
have to fund, that do not affect Federal budgetary matters. Here is
the reason people buy mobile homes. They shut their eyes to that, be-
cause they need living space. We have people in income brackets from
$7,500 to $10,000 that are in no man’s land. We have been very fortu-
nate since our product in all cases undersells the general market. In
spite of our having supplied 350,000 homes, conventional homes are
the majority. Our homes appreciate the day they go on the market
rather than depreciate. The first home that we built back in 1940 sold
for $3,250; a year ago it sold for $14,000. One of the reasons we have
sold 850,000 houses is because of consumer referral. I learned a long
time ago that if we sold a house for $7,000 and the normal market was
$8,000, when it sold secondhand it sold at $8,000. We are not the pre-
dominant in the market. So I do not worry about equities. They have
got ability in appreciation, yet everyone assumes that in homeowner-
ship you have got to consider it not as an investment but as a place.
to live, an environment and a family-raising center. 4

Chairman Borrine. Thank you. The whole question of the level
of interest would make a further interesting discussion. If the interest
came down a point or two points, or we got it to what we call a more
normal interest rate. That would have a tremendous impact, too,
obviously.

Mr. Price. Now, you are talking about things you don’t have any
control over.

Chairman Borruine. I understand that. Some people think the
Congress does and some people think it does not.

Mr. Price. I decided no one does. :

Chairman Boruine. Well, so obviously you are not concerned
about the life of your product in terms of a 40-year mortgage?

Mr. Price. Well, no, I am not because our product has been given
the longest economic life assignment assigned to any construction in
the United States by the Bureaun of Standards.

Chairman Borrine. Now, one more specific question. You have
talked a good deal about costs. What has been the impact of your costs
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of the general economic situation? And I know that includes a lot
of different factors?

Mr. Price. Well, it is a known fact that building costs have been
raising at the rate of 1 percent a month for the last 18 months.

Chairman Borrive. Continue please.

Mr. Price. We have been able, through automation, crane setting,
and so forth, to avoid raising prices by an 18-percent increase in 18
months. Our price rise has probably moved up closer to nine, because
we are able to do more automation, more systems, more planning to
augment some of these things that seem to be unresolvable.

alrman Boruine. Well, clearly, Mr. Price, you have had a
success 1n terms of producing a product that has found acceptance and
has given pleasure. I am sure that you have not been in business this
long without having other aspects of success. Have you had any experi-
ences that might be helpful to us where you did not have a success,
where you built a product that did not ha pen to suit the environment
that it was in? I am asking the question gecause we often learn from
the nonsuccesses as much as we learn from the successes. What are
the difficult areas, the most difficult areas that you run into in this kind
of thing—building a product that will suit a group of people in a given
area? Is the sociological, architectural aspects the most difficult to
master ¢ Or is it more difficult than the technology of mass production ?
What are the most acute problems that you face?

Mr. Price. Well, in answer to your statement, the reason I have
not run into any such problems as you have outlined is for one simple
reason : It is the company marketing policy. We have carefully searched
and thoroughly examined every facet before we go to the mass mar-
ket with products. I use Forest Products Laboratories, and have
ever since the founding of National Homes, to assist us with their
findings and research, and to test our products before we ever put
them into the market. I have utilized area architects, and environment
people. We warranted our homes long before FHA required warranty.
I have warranted our homes unconditionally since we started. We
have shipped 350,000 homes, and we have spent an average of no
more than $10.50 in taking care of latent defects over that many homes,
which speaks pretty well for the homework that we have done before
we went to the market.

Chairman Borrine.. I would say you did, Mr. Price.

Mr. Price and your associates, we are grateful to you for your contri-
bution to the society, and also to the hearings of this subcommittee, and
we wish you well. Thank you very much.

Mr. Price. Thank you very much.

(The prepared statement of Mr. Price follows:)

PREPARED STATEMENT OF JAMES R. PRICE

As Harold B. Finger, HUD’s Assistant Secretary for Research and Technology,
has testified before this Committee, the subject of industrialized housing “gen-
erates very clear reactions—pro and con—in industry, in labor, in user groups,
in communities, among governmental officials.”

DEGREES OF INDUSTRIALIZATION

Let me identify some of the different types of factory-manufactured products
used to provide shelter.

The “conventional” builder operates on-site, but is increasingly calling on the
factory for finished windows, doors, wall sections, cabinets, roof trusses, and the
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like. Virtually all housing built in this country contains one or more of these
factory-built components. This type of construction requires skilled labor which
is in short supply ; the labor shortage alone would make it impossible to increase
the volume of housing starts to the level of the National housing goal of 2.6
million units a year. This type of construction is also wasteful of financing re-
sources; at current rates, it costs seven dollars a day in construction loan inter-
est over an average building period of five months. In the inner city, security costs
alone are seventy dollars a day.

. The National Homes Corporation does not build conventionally. It works with
two basic systems, or technologies:

(1) The first technology (sometimes referred to as a closed system) uses
large sections of wall, floor, and truss, which are designed and built in an inte-
grated system. The components are unique and are not interchanegable with any
other system.

This technology has two variations: (a) when a living unit is delivered un-
finished with only exterior doors and windows installed in the plant, leaving to
be installed on-site the plumbing, heating, wiring, and the like, it can be ready
for occupancy in 4 to 6 weeks, compared with 6 to 8 months for conventionally
built houses ; (b) when one of our homes is completely prefinished, inside and out,
including plumbing, wiring, heating, carpeting, and furniture, it can be erected
in a day by our Teamster driver, using a specially designed crane mounted on
a tractor-trailer, and 3 to 4 building trades laborers, and occupied 4 days later.

(2) The second technology is a totally finished, three-dimensional module,
or sectional, unit which can be ready for occupancy the day after it arrives at
the site. The mobile home industry is the principal user of this system. The Na-
tional Homes Corporation, although it delivers thousands of mobile homes each
year, is currently concentrating on developing this second system into a sophisti-
cated approach quite different from a mobile home, to meet our National housing
goals, especially the goal of providing adequate shelter for low and middle-income
families in our urban centers.

The totally industrialized house is not new to this country. As early as 1943,
the National Homes Corporation manufactured and delivered 1,000 modules on
a Federal Government conitract to house atomic energy personnel in Oak Ridge,
Tennessee. More recently, in 1965, we delivered 1,350 factory-finished 2-story units
on a Federal Government contract to military bases all over the world.

Both of these industrialized housing projects were feasible because (a) land
was controlled by the Federal Government and therefore free of any code and
zoning restrictions, and (b) the size of the order was large enough in volume
to take advantage of industrialization.

In 1968, we built a new factory especially designed to produce the totally man-
ufactured house for the inner city, and our first delivery was to Chicago.

50TH AND BLACKSTONE

The following excerpts from TIME magazine and BETTER HOMES AND
GARDENS describe the National Homes’ initial delivery of industrialized hous-
ing units to 50th Street and Blackstone Avenue, in Chicago, on August 20, 1968 :

HoOUSING
LOW COSTS THROUGH INSTANT BUILDING

The fleet of trucks rumbled out of National Homes Corp.’s prefabrication plant
in Lafayette, Ind., shortly after midnight, laden with six-ton sections of ready-to-
live-in housing. Their destination was a Chicago ghetto 125 miles away. Less than
24 hours later, tall cranes had plucked the sections from the trucks and stacked
them into eight two-story, four-bedroom homes ready for occupancy.

The instant homes were the first of 200 being built in Chicago ghetto neigh-
borhoods by National Homes and by Guerdon Industries. Equipped with factory-
installed kitchen appliances, one-piece glass-fiber bathrooms and even air con-
ditioning, they sell for only $14,500. In high-cost Chicago, similar-sized homes
built by time-consuming conventional methods would ordinarily carry price tags
of about $25,000. Thanks to such easy terms as $350 down and monthly mortgage
payments of $125, National’s module homes will reach families with incomes
as low as $6,500 a year.

The Chicago project symbolizes today’s expanding effort by both government
and private enterprise to reach the long-elusive goal of providing good low-cost
dwellings for the nation’s poor and near poor. Over the past three decades, Wash-
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ington has poured some $6.5 billion into housing subsidies and urban renewal,
committed at least another $13 billion as yet unspent to the same controversial
programs. Yet one recent White House report estimated that 8,300,000 Americans
still cannot afford a decent place to live.

The attempt to close that gap is part technological, part financial, part political.
In big cities, building-trades unions have long been a major obstacle to fully in-
dustrialized housing—buildings with huge parts preassembled in a factory in-
stead of handerafted at the site from myriad bits and pieces. That money-saving
process increases the employment of industrial workers but reduces ithe need
for highly paid (up to $7.30 an hour) building craftsmen at the site. When Chi-
cago’s Mayor Richard Daley started flexing his political muscles, however, the
unions agreed not only to erect factory-fabricated units which had long been
excluded from Chicago, but to hire neighborhood residents (most of them
Negroes) as apprentices on such work.

(Time Magazine.)

A PROMISING STEP FORWARD IN ASSEMBLY-LINE HOUSING¥
(By Jerry Reedy, Special Assignments Editor)

Visit a house construction site today and you might find yourself doing a double
take—if not scrambling for cover. Instead of seeing workmen banging away with
hammers, you may well view giant boxes swaying beneath cranes. The boxes are
“modules”’—the building blocks of a small, but progressive and growing segment
of the housing industry. Stacked on top of each other or inserted in huge frames,
modular components create housing in a fraction of the time required by tradi-
tional methods of construction.

At San Antonio’s Hemisfair, for example, cranes put together a 21-story modu-
lar hotel for Hilton in only nine months. Conventional construction time for such
a project is about a year and a half.

The mobile-home industry also joined the trend by creating stronger mobile
homes and stacking them up in what became known as ‘“instant housing.” In most
cities, however, mobile homes have found this construction route tough, if not
impossible, because of zoning ordinances, building codes, and loan restrictions.

Much new building technology has been employed only in large, multi-family
public housing, or in experimental showcases such as “Habitat” at the Montreal
World’s Fair. By contrast, single-family housing remains largely a board-by-
board operation, with few innovators and even fewer innovations. At a time
when housing is both scarce and expensive, the situation cries out for a solution.

Fortunately, a few have heard the cry. One such man is Jim Price, chairman
of the board and co-founder with his brother of National Homes Corporation,
the nation’s largest prefabber. National has been manufacturing prefabricated
houses since 1940 ; this month the Lafayette, Indiana, concern rolled out Number
335,000. Tough and hard-driving, Price has two primary goals: to make National
Homes the General Motors of the housing industry, and to put decent housing
within the reach of everyone. He may just succeed.

In 1967, after riots in Chicago, Detroit, and Newark, Price approached the
mayors of the three cities with a plan to build single-family townhouses on
vacant land in the ghettos. Chicago was the first to accept, and the initial eight
structures were set in place last August.

A typical approach? Not quite. Bach four-bedroom unit is completely fur-
nished, fully landscaped, and air-conditioned. Interior and exterior building
materials were purchased from major manufacturers on the basis of quality,
durability, and low maintenance. The simple yet smart exterior styling gives
little if any hint of “public housing.” In back, each townhouse has a private
patio, as well as access to a common recreation area with separate sections for
adults and children. Grass, trees, and shrubs are included just as they would be
in any good suburban development. Total price : $14,500.

When asked how he manages to produce a quality home at this figure, Jim
Price spurns such words as “technology,” preferring to call it “know-how.” What-
ever it was, the Chicago project allowed National workmen to perform virtually
the ultimate in prefabrication: They completed each of the eight houses down
to the last detail entirely within the factory and in compliance with FHA, VA,
and Chicago’s own stringent building code. And they did it in only ten days!

*Reprinted from Better Homes and Gardens, February 1969. © Meredith Corp., 1969. All
rights reserved.
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When the houses were finished, they were simply loaded onto trucks in sections
taken to Chicago, and lowered by crane onto previously poured foundations.
Plumbing and wiring were connected, and the first family moved in the same
day. Price says he will build a new factory for these townhouses wherever he can
get a large enough commitment to make it worthwhile. National already has
plants in the planning stage for Chicago, the Philadelphia area, and Winston-
Salem, N.C.

National now produces townhouses at its sprawling main plant in Lafayette,
in a completely separate building. The townhouses—or more appropriately, the
first or second floors of the townhouses—move down an assembly line on giant
dollieg through 13 assembly stations. Several large sections—walls and floors, for
example—are made ready at sub-assembly areas.

A bare floor arrives at station number one, where it is mounted on the dolly.
Before it rolls to station number two, it receives an end wall, a sidewall and a
vinyl floor. Workers at successive stations install interior partitions, the remain-
ing exterior walls, plumbing, wiring, and appliances. At station 13, the finished
product is wrapped in plastic and loaded onto a truck.

Though terminology has changed, most innovations are direct descendants of
the prefabrication techniques of the forties and fifties. The idea remains the
same: bigger building blocks produced off-site and assembled on-site.

Not many years ago, however, “prefabricated” was used to describe dreary,
look-alike houses that -sat in soulless subdivisions with little prospect of outlast-
ing their mortgages—uninspiring, unimaginative, unappealing, uninviting, un-
safe, and un-everything. Many prefabs deserved their bad reputations. Others
were simply victims of the general low esteem that—with much justification—
characterized all American housing during and after the hectic post-war building
boom.

Switch back to the present. Housing prices have soared. Land costs more, labor
costs more, lumber costs more. Rigid zoning ordinances and inflexible building
codes help perpetuate the spiral; higher taxes twist it still more. Many who
elect to pay the price for a new home are stopped before they start: interest
rates on mortgage loans have gone up, too. For some, mortgage money is hard
to find at any price. The nation’s builders lament their third straight year of
depressed housing starts, and many smaller operators are out of business.

This housing crisis is all too familiar to builders and homeowners (see the
August, 1968, Better Homes and Gardens). Yet we can scarcely begin to suggest
the misery and despair that inadequate, substandard housing creates in the
teeming urban slums.

Obviously, National Homes can’t rehabilitate the ghettos single-handedly. But
its efforts demonstrate that totally manufactured housing can go a long way
toward lowering costs and reducing construction time. The implications are
staggering. Widespread adoption of the technique could provide not only decent
housing for the poor, but more reasonably priced housing for everyone. Not ten
years from now. Not even five years from now. Right now.

(Better Homes and Gardens.)

29 YEARS OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING

National Homes was started in 1940 with the basic idea that homes could be
built better and more economically on an industry assembly line than by conven-
tional methods.

We made an original investment of $12,500 in that idea, and because of the
success of our way of building, that original investment has grown in 29 years
into a net worth of $48 million.

National Homes has achieved a consumer acceptance that has made our Com-
pany by far the largest home manufacturer in the United States. Over the past
29 years, nearly 350,000 American families have purchased new National homes.
In 1968, the average retail price to the homebuyer, including lot, was $18,350.
The range of price levels was from $12,500 to $70,000.

We will manufacture 24,000 living units in 1969. In the first five months of
1969, we showed a gain of 34 percent over the same period last year, as compared
with the 6 percent increase in total housing starts by the industry. Our single
family production was up 34.4 percent while the industry was down 5.4 percent.

THE FIRST PLANT

We began our first home manufacturing plant in Lafayette, Indiana, on June
16, 1940. We also started building our first home on that same date. The simul-
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taneous start was more than mere coincidence. It was an economic necessity. For
we had invested $7,500 of our first capital in the plant. An immediate return on
our investment was even more important than a fair return.

The first National home, the first of nearly 350,000 we have manufactured, was
erected on July 20, 1940.

The Technical Section of the Federal Housing Administration (FHA) was in
Lafayette for the manufacturing and construction of our first National home. It
performed the necessary structural analysis tests, which resulted in National
Homes obtaining its first FHA Technical Engineering Bulletin, a prerequisite
for mortgage insurance. All National homes—then and now—meet or exceed
structural and design standards set by the FHA.

A NEW HOME FOR $3,250

Brand new, this first National home sold for $3,250. The buyer paid $350.00
down and made monthly payments of $19.42. This included principal, interest, in-
surance and taxes. This home has been sold three times in the span of 29 years.
The last selling price was $14,000. This is a pretty good return on the owners’
investment, plus a rich dividend in good living.

WAR-TIME EXPERIENCE

Our Company’s experience in totally manufactured homes—the ultimate in
industrialization—came soon after National Homes was founded. In 1941, as war
clouds gathered, the Defense Department asked National Homes and others to
design and manufacture relocatable homes complying with permanent house
standards. The result was that 11 companies, including National Homes, were
each given the go-ahead to build 60 homes at Indian Head, Maryland. The Defense
Department made the competition interesting. After the 60 homes were erected,
the Project Manager was to pick a home at random and the contractor was to
disassemble it, move it 90 miles to another pre-selected site and then rebuild it.
This test was to determine the feasibility of the relocatable feature designed in
each of the competitors’ homes.

Since National Homes was the first to get its homes erected initially, we were
the first to undergo this basic test of the merits of industrialization. Starting at
7 am.,, we disassembled a home, moved it the required 90 miles and had it
erected again by 4 p.m. the same day. Our material loss was less than 1%
percent—primarily nuts and bolts and a few trim items.

[The Defense Department rewarded this outstanding performance with Na-
tional Homes’ first government contract to build 500 homes in three different
locations. We were to win numerouls others before the war was over. Eventually,
our company produced more than 8,000 homes during 'the war for staff officers and
civilian workers. For this, National Homes won the coveted “BE” award for
efficiency.

OAK RIDGE

In 1943, when the Army Corps of Engineers asked National Homes to build
totally manufactured homes in our Lafayette plant for an installation at Oak
Ridge, Tennessee, we did not know until later that these were for workers on
the Manhattan Project that produced the atomic bomb. These were one-story
structures, two to four bedrooms. They were built in three-dimensional sections,
completely manufactured and assembled in our plant, including wiring, plumb-
ing, heating and appliances. Even the furniture, curtains and drapes were in-
cluded. These sections were erected by crane on prepared foundations, and could
be completed and ready for occupancy six hours after arrival at the site.

This was the first application of mass production technology to home build-
ing. Before the war was over, National Homes provided the protoypes for similar
housing for workers at the Hanford, Washington, atomic energy plant.

KNOW-HOW

These war-time experiences developed to a high degree our Company’s know-
how in industrialized housing. They were unforgettable lessons in mass pro-
duction technology, telescoped into a relatively few years. They led to the highly
successful way of building developed by National Homes in the post-war years.
More recently, they were quickly recalled when a new and urgent demand arose
for industrialized housing to meet the needs of low income families in the
nation’s cities.
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National Homes living units are manufactured in modern plants. They are
completely pre-engineered, programmed, and computerized, using highly auto-
mated assembly lines, Unskilled labor works under ideal conditions year round.
This mix of man and machine makes possible a building system of high quality
because of in-plant quality control.

NATIONWIDE SCOPE

Builders franchised by National Homes Corporation are independent busi-
nessmen. Today, there are more than 1,000 of these builders, serving major
markets in 37 states East of the Rocky Mountains.

To serve its builders, National Homes Corporation operates home manufac-
turing plants in Lafayette, Indiana; Tyler, Texas; Horseheads, New York;
Effingham, Illinois; Martinsville, Virginia; and Thomson, Georgia.

WIDE RANGE OF CAPABILITIES

Although basically a manufacturing operation, National Homes has developed
over the years a wide range of capabilities including: land acquisition and de-
velopment, site planning and environmental design, construction, merchandising
and sales, governmental relations, construction and permanent mortgage finane-
ing, business management and marketing services.

The financing service given builders, the largest of its kind in the United
States, is operated by National Homes Acceptance Corporation. It was started
in 1947 to ensure builders construction money and permanent mortgage
financing. .

Substantially all home loans accepted by the Acceptance Corporation are FHA-
insured or VA-guaranteed and are sold to institutional investors. Since its
founding, it has accepted mortgages on homes valued at $2.5 billion. The mort-
gage portfolio serviced for its investors amounts to more than $780 million today.

DESIGN, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Over the years, National Homes Corporation has spent a great deal of time,
effort and money developing our concept of home manufacturing. Our Company
has never paid a cash dividend to its shareholders. With their approval, we have
preferred to plow all the profits back into the business.

This money was spent not only to advance our technological know-how, but
also to give our homes an excellence in style, design and quality. To achieve
the latter, we have retained over the years the finest of architects, experts in
site planning and environmental design and sociologists.

Research into all phases of industrialized housing is conducted in cooperation
with the Low Income Housing Research and Development Corporation, which
we helped to organize earlier this year.

MOBILE HOMES

‘While there had been a constant debate whether totally industrialized housing
can produce a substantial savings, this point has been well proven in our
country by the mobile homes industry. As building standards, space require-
ments, zoning regulations, labor costs, land costs and material costs have priced
our low and moderate income families out of single-family housing markets, the
mobile home industry has provided housing for a substantial percentage of our
population. Building primarily in areas beyond code and zoning reguirements,
using construction techniques and space far less than our accepted housing
standards, financed by our bank and other lending institutions, this industry
has been supplying housing to first-time home buyers who had no other oppor-
tunity to procure shelter. Last year, one out of five new homes was-a mobile
home.

A worker earning $10,000 a year, who would pay the statutory norm of 20
percent of his income for mortgage payments, which includes principal, interest,
taxes and insurance, cannot afford to buy a $20,000 FHA-insured house. He can
afford monthly mortgage payments of $166, but his payments on the $20,000
house at 714 percent would amount to approximately $173. At 814 percent interest,
his payments would be approximately $188 a month.

Mobile home production is up 39 percent this year over last year and will
provide housing for 400,000 families this year. A great majority of the mobile

32-679 O—69-—pt. 2——6
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homes are sold to young families, transient workers and senior citizens. Also,
families earning as low as $350 per month can qualify. :

Because we are in the business of providing shelter desired by the consumer,
National Homes manufactures mobile homes at Clearwater, Florida ; Thomson,
Georgia; Gray, Georgia; Columbia, Louisiana; Austin, Texas; Tyler, Texas;
Tempe Arizona ; and Bicknell, Indiana. .

LABOR

National Homes has employed union labor since 1941. In the shelter industry
as a whole, 80 percent of all units are built non-union. The other 20 percent
that is union-built is in the inner cities of major metropolitan areas, where the
greatest need exists. :

National Homes plants are organized by the Brotherhood of Carpenters. Its
units are transported by the Teamsters.

COMPARISON WITH EUROPEAN EXPERIENCE

The emphasis upon large scale innovations in industrialized building tech-
niques in post-war Europe came from three major factors: (1) the shortage of
shelter after World War II, particularly for low income groups; (2) the shortage
of skilled building workers; and (3) the expectation that industrialization of
building could bring about a significant decrease in the traditionally high cost
of construction.

The conditions in the United States today are comparable to what they were
in Burope following World War II. We have a desperate need for shelter; we
have a shortage of skilled building workers. Large quantities of housing are
needed for low and moderate income families. Current housing prices exceed
purchasing capability of 65 percent of our families. We therefore must fully
exploit mass production to reduce costs, improve quality, maintenance costs,
provide good architectural design and strive toward better social environment.

In many countries, there has been opposition to industrialized methods. In
the United Kingdom, for example, the opposition at one time took the form
of strikes and boycotts against builders handling prefabricated components.

Conventional builders’ responses to industrialized building systems have var-
ied widely. Their initial reaction tended to be hostile, but they have generally
responded to competition from industrialized systems by improving and rational-
izing their conventional methods.

Mortgage banks and insurance companies have also tended to block expansion
of industrialized housing. In France, even when new prefabricated materials
were officially approved by the Government, they were still viewed with suspicion
by insurance companies that had to cover the ten year liability of builders.

Many of the resisting groups in the building industry have been directly or
indirectly responsible for the retention of outdated building methods. Local build-
ing codes are frequently written in terms of specifications rather than perform-
ance, thereby excluding the introduction of new materials.

Buropean countries, because of lack of natural resources to provide a variation
in material selections, are forced to concrete systems even when small panel
components are used they are limited to a 50 to 60 mile radius from their plant.
In the United States, our components, because of light weight, can economically
be transported 300 miles.

For the past few years, National Homes has regularly made inspection tours
of foreign building systems, particularly Buropean concrete systems, with a view
toward adapting any advance in technology to the American market. Up to
now, our experience has been that a greater variety of domestic building mate-
rials gives us a wider choice of systems.

A NEW BREAKTHROUGH

Our many years of experience, research, and experimentation has led to a
further refinement, our latest technological advance and a real breakthrough.
With the technology that we had learned over the years, we set out to meet the
problem of housing for the inner city.

We have created a wide variety of singlefamily homes and town houses that
have durability, maintenancefree quality, and good architectural design. Our
objective was to completely finish the housing in three-dimensional modules
in our manufacturing plants before delivery to the site. Sites have been planned
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to provide low density. All utilities, foundations, landscaping, and social ameni-
ties have been preinstalled, leaving only a crane to set the modules and Building
Trades workers to connect the units.

The first deliveries were to 50th & Blackstone, Chicago, described above.

We are now shipping these totally manufactured houses to Chicago and East
Chicago, Illinois; Monroe, Michigan, Lafayette, Indiana ; East St. Louis, Illinois,
and other localities in the Middle West. A second manufacturing plant for indus-
trialized units is underway in Thomson, Georgia, initially to supply 600 units for
the Thomasville Redevelopment area in Atlanta and the Southeast generally. The
Atlanta units were awarded to National Homes as the result of a nationwide
competition. The National Homes presentation and the Report of the Jury are
attached.

PRODUCTION CAPACITY

National Homes in 1969 has a 3-shift capacity to produce 72,800 living units
a year. By the end of 1970, this will increase to 98,000 units a year. These are
divided among our different technologies as follows:

1969 1970

Technology No. 1 (finished and unfinished panels). .. __._______._ ... 46, 000 46, 000
Technology No. 2 (3-dimensional modules, excluding mobile homes) 10, 800 A

Mobile homes. . . .. .. i ciceceaama—aanee 16, 000 24,000

Total annaul 3-shift capacity. .. .o« icccmamaeiaeaae 72,800 98, 600

The tabulation shows that our first technology finished and unfinished panels—
has sufficient capacity to handle a steadily rising volume of sales. Consumer
demand for mobile homes is so strong that plant capacity is expanding sub-
stantially. The largest expansion, however, and our greatest investment in the
Nation’s future, is in industrialized housing in the form of 3-dimensional modules,
to serve low and middle-income families in our urban centers.

OBSTACLES TO VOLUME PRODUCTION

" I see’a number of major problems that must be solved if we are to achieve
_ volume production, especially under HUD’s housing programs.

LAND

The scarcity of suitable housing sites for low and moderate income housing is
the first important bottleneck to meeting the housing goal.

A total of 4.6 million units of housing for low and moderate income families
called for over the next decade are to be newly constructed housing. Land for
this volume of new housing is not now available in built-up central-city areas.

We welcome the urban renewal provisions of the 1968 Act that provide that
at least 20 percent of the land acquired must be utilized for housing, and at
least half of that must be for low and moderate income housing. This is a start
back from the policies of the past that have aggravated, rather than solved, the
housing needs of inner-city residents, and which have made many communities
hostile to urban renewal programs.

Since 1949, under urban renewal, as you go into a city you see a lot of vacant
ground. I would have thought that this would have been available for low-income
housing. I learned differently. One of the objectives, at the time the 1949
act was enacted, was to take this ground and to improve the city’s tax base.

Values were assigned to the land for either commercial, or industrial, or high
income multi-family. Thus, the value assigned in all cases would be too high for
low-income housing.

As far as I am concerned, something has to be done to make this inner-city
land available for low cost housing. Many people that we are trying to house
don’t want to live out in the suburbs. They want to live in, yet we have a lot
of ground that is not available to them because of zoning and high costs. At
the time the urban renewal came on the scene, when they tore buildings down,
they got the community to recommend an end-use, with the main objective to
raise the tax base for the city.
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HUD should take the lead in converting a substantial portion of urban renewal
land for low and moderate income housing. Since land is going to have to be
subsidized, in the inner-city, it might as well be written down to zero with the
Federal Government providing 100 percent of the subsidy cost, if used for low
and middle-income housing.

WORKAELE PROGRAM

An assumption of the 1968 Housing Act is that many of the 6 million units
for low and middle-income families will be in the nation’s suburbs as relatively
low-density housing—garden apartments, townhouses, or single family houses on
small lots. Yet the plain political fact is that most suburbs resist the location
of such housing within their boundaries.

This suburban resistance is buttressed, in the case of federally-assisted hous-
ing, by the “Workable Program” requirement, (which requires approval by the
local legislative body), and by other local approval provisions which attach
to public housing and rent supplement programs. These local approval provisions
should be eliminated, as recommended by the Kaiser Committee.

The local approval provision of the public housing leasing program is particu-
larly onerous. It prevents the rental of public housing outside the central city.
When a public housing authority leases housing in a community, it acts as any
private investor or entrepreneur. The housing authority simply guarantees the
owner a fixed lease payment over the term of the lease.

In contrast to when a public housing authority purchases or constructs hous-
ing units, the leased property pays full taxes. The local community is not called
upon to accept a lesser payment in lieu of taxes or to confer any other public
benefit. The local approval provision of Section 23 of the Public Housing Law is
therefore an unreasonable and unnecessary constraint on the program and should
be repealed.

ZONING

Besides exercising vetos allowed by federal housing law, suburban govern-
ments use their local zoning power to prevent open communities. The Douglas
Commission identifies “fiscal zoning” as large-lot zoning, exclusion of multi-family
dwellings, and minimum-house-size regulations as the principal means used by
suburbs to exclude unwanted families.

Zoning restricts land uses to those which will return greater property and sales
taxes. We propose that for land outside the urban renewal areas a determination
be made of the equivalent price of the site as if it were a part of an urban renewal
area, under the formula established under Section 107 (b) of the National Hous-
ing Act. The Housing Assistance Administration would remit to the local hous-
ing sponsor, at the time of permanent financing, a direct grant equal to the net
difference between total costs of site preparation and price which has been deter-
mined as the amount to be included in the total development cost for permanent
financing.

‘Where federal land acquisition is made, or where a locality takes the initiative,
it is our position that the federal government must make it clear that subsidies
for sewer, water, highways or loan guarantees will be provided only where it is
demonstrated that the needs for low and moderate income housing are a part
of a community’s undertaking. Such a policy would perform wonders in reveal-
ing heretofore unavailable land for low and moderate income housing.

TRANSPORTATION

Much stress has been placed on the need for the inner-city dweller to get to the
areas of new industry, usually on the outskirts of the city, but transportation also
plays a vital role in determining where new government-assisted housing is to
be located. If transportation is available, the land cost is too high ; if there is no
transportation, land cost is within reach, but is unsuitable to the needs of prospec-
tive tenants for shopping, schools and employment. Serious thought should be
given to this problem because the expense must be met one way or another. Either
the higher land cost must be paid or transportation facilities must be extended to
the new housing area. The alternative is to abandon the project and leave the
housing needs unmet.

A locally-initiated free shuttle bus to a transportation center as an integral
part of the housing cost should be considered as one possibility.

Public transportation—as a life-line to the community and to employment—
will more and more make up a critical part of any search for land, and con-
sideration should be given now to its being achieved.
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ENCOURAGING LARGE VOLUME

In the last fiscal year, 48,000 units were started under the 221 (d) (3) and
Section 202 housing programs. The 221 (d) (3) houses were constructed by 357
sponsors ; the average project contained 125 units. They took up to 30 months
to complete from start to finish.

Our national housing goals cannot be met unless large volume industrialized
housing is brought into the picture.

The government has no program to cover large-scale projects. Most FHA
offices are reluctant to insure project sections covering more than 250 units. The
developer has no commitments that further sections will be approved, so he
cannot plan volume production. The solution is to reserve funds for this purpose,
assuring the developer that he can proceed to invest in large tracts.

LIMITS ON CONSTRUCTION COSTS

The limits on construction costs are out of date. The construction cost-limits
for both FHA moderate income and public housing programs should be amended
to keep abreast of rising construction costs. These cost limitations are set by
statute.

Limitations should be at least $1,000 higher for the inner city because of greater
density, fire requirements, and unusual site conditions left from wrecking for re-
development. Special attention should be given to provide 5 and 6 bedroom homes,
which are greatly needed in the inner-city.

Because of the continual rise in construction costs, Congress should legislate
a statutory construction cost ceiling sufficient to allow wide administrative flexi-
bility under it to cover a variety of cost conditions in different areas of the
country. And Congress should provide a statutory procedure for periodic up-
dating of the construction cost ceiling.

FORWARD FUNDING

Congress should authorize and appropriate funds for housing programs for 5
years or more. It is difficult for any entrepreneur with a long-term view to con-
sider entering the housing field on a large scale in the face of the variation in
the amounts of funds available for financing these programs from one year to
the next. .

We are going through a period in which newly authorized programs are funded
below authorized levels, and even these limited amounts are late in coming.

With a minimum of five years or more advanced funding, to give the continuity
needed to encourage large-scale industrialized housing, we have a fighting chance
to meet some of our critical housing needs for low and moderate-income families.

Appendix follows:
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APPENDIX

Town House Parks
vy s e
Wins
National Competition
and
$9.3 Million Contract

for
Development of

Thomasville Area

ATLANTA HOUSING AUTHORITY

December 9, 1968
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KEck AND WooD, INC.

ENGINEERS
DESIGNERS
PLANNERS
MANAGERS ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30040

3722 PLEASANTDALE ROAD (404) 939 -13346

November 22, 1968

The Atlanta Housing Authority
824 Hurt Building
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

RE: Atlanta Housing Authority
Redevelopment Competition
Jury
Our Ref., No. 6821

Gentlemen:

A Jury consisting of the following persons has reviewed the five proposals
submitted in the competition for the redevelopment of federal surplus land
to meet critical needs in the Thomasville Urban Redevelopment Area --

Ga. R-22.

1. Mr. William M. Alexander, Executive Director, Alpha
Phi Alpha Building Foundation, Inc., St. Louis, Missouri

2. Mr., Walter Blucher, Planning Consultant, AIP, ASPO,
Arlington, Vermont

3, Mr. Carl Koch, Architect, FAIA, Boston, Massachusetts

4., Mr. Robert M. O'Donnell, Landscape Architect and Planner,
ASLA, AIP, Denver, Colorado

5. Mr. Willard G. Rouse, Executive Vice President
The Rouse Company, Baltimore, Maryland

A biography of each of the members of the Jury :s included in the Appendix.
The following is the unanimous report of the Jury.

Respectfully submitted,

Howard K. Menhinick
Coordinator of the Jury

HKM/ab
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The Report of the Jury

in the Competition for the Redevelopment of

the Thomasville Redevelopment Area--Ga.R-22,

This is a report of the Jury selected to judge five proposals submitted
in the competition for the redevelopment of federal surplus land to meet

critical needs in the Thomasville Urban Redevelopment Area--Ga.R-22.

The five proposals were submitted by:

1. Interfaith, Inc.

2, J.I1. Kislak Mortgage Corporation of Florida and Boise Cascade
Urban Redevelopment Corporation--A Joint Venture.

3. National Homes Corporation,

4. Pace Development Corporation (A Subsidiary of Cousins Properties,
Inc.)

5. The Vector Company, Inc.-Merton Development Company--A

Joint Venture,

The five proposals were evaluated by the Jury on the basis of the
following criteria:

1. The excellence of the site plan, particularly as it relates to the
creation of an optimum living environment,

2. The excellence of the architectural design and the quality of the
proposed construction,

3. The financial responsibility and demonstrated capability of the

Redeveloper.
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4. The manner in which the proposed development meets the goals
and objectives set forth in Section 6 of the Invitation for Proposals issued

by the Atlanta Housing Authority on June 10, 1968, namely:

a. Housing. Though the object is to serve a cross-section of
social and economic groups, the Redeveloper will be required to develop
a substantial portion of the housing (at least 300 units) for families of
the lowest income group. Building types should be varied and include

one to five bedroom units.

b. Education. The Redeveloper will be required to designate
land in the area which will be acquired and developed by the Atlanta
Board of Education for the following education facilities:

(1) Two Primary School sites of three usable areas each,
located on either side of the expressway.

(2) A Middle School site of at least eighteen acres of usable
land. This school site may be reduced in size to twelve acres if it is

located adjacent to the park.

c. Recreation. The Redeveloper will be required to designate
at least six acres of usable land, which will be acquired by the Atlanta
Parks Department for the expansion of the existing park into a Neighbor -

hood Park.

d. Commerce. The Redeveloper may designate, acquire and

develop a retail commercial area(s) not to exceed six acres of land
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primarily to serve the residents of the tract here under consideration.

e. Streets and Utilities: The land designated in the Redeveloper's

proposal for public streets conforming to City of Atlanta standards will
be acquired by others and street improvements and utilities will be

installed, all at no expense to the Redeveloper.

f. Rentals--Amenities Relationships. The relationship between

the rentals to be charged and the number of rooms per unit, the size of

rooms and other amenities to be provided by the Redeveloper.

‘g. Acceptability of Public Facility Sites. The acceptability of

proposed public facility sites to agencies involved in their development.

The Jury initiated its work on Thursday morning, November 7, 1968,
with an inspection of the Thomasville Urban Redevelopment site and its
environs. During the remainder of that day; and on the-following Friday
and Saturday it carefully reviewed the written reports, the plans and the

other documents submitted by each of the five Redevelopers.

Each of the proposals had strong points and weaknesses. .These were
evaluated in the light of the criteria established by the Atlanta Housing
Authority for the competition. After careful comparisons, consideration
of the relative importance of the various criteria and extendeci -discussion
and debate, the Jury unanimously voted that the National Homes Corpora-

tion proposal be recommended to the Atlanta Housing Authority as the
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best of the five proposals.

An evaluation of the National Homes Corporation proposal in the
light of the above listed criteria follows:

1. The excellence of the site plan, particularly as it relates to the

creation of an optimum living environment.

A. The site plan of the National Homes Corporation proposal

was considered excellent by the Jury, particularly with respect to the

creation of an optimum living environment, for the following reasons:
- (1) It provides a desirably low overall density of development.

(2) The major tree-covered ravines and adjoining steep
slopes are preserved for parks and other public open spaces, thus avoid-
ing the areas where grading and drainage problems would arise.

(3) Buffers of open space and of existing and proposed trees
and roadways provide a desirable screen on both sides of the expressway
and on the borders of the property with the penitentiary to the north and
the railroad to the west.

(4) The north 32-acre portion of the tract, bounded by a
perimeter collector road, becomes a self-contained residential super-
block with a supporting Primary School and Neighborhood Shopping Center.

Within this super-block, automobile traffic is excluded and internal |
circulation is provided by pedestrian and bicycle paths. The groups of
town houses and of detached houses have been well located and are provided

with useful lighted malls and other common open spaces. The Primary
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School is centrally located within this neighborhood with easy pedestrian
access to it. The Neighborhood Shopping Center is well located in terms
of both this neighborhood and the proposed shopping center and commer-
cial development at McDonough Boulevard and Moreland Avenue.

(5) The southern 64-acre portion of the tract is served by
a collector road that extends westerly from McDonough Boulevard along
the south side of the expressway, thus providing a direct connection with
the expressway overpass and with the northern 32-acre portion of the
urban renewal area. The collector road extends southward along the
western boundary of the tract to provide an essential but secondary
connection to the existing single-family development to the south.

(6) A combination Primary School, Middle School and park
area adjacent to the existing park are excellently located with respect
to the needs of the residents of both the 32-and 64-acre tracts and to
the probably expanding Middle School needs of the single-family-home
area located to the south.

(7) The location of town-house groups on the higher slopes .
and in both the eastern and western portions of the 64-acre tract and
on both sides of Middle School is a logical and wise land-use decision.
The more flexible and lower-density single-family houses have been
located along the westerly side slopes of the tract within the super-
block formed by the collector road and the existing single-family sub-

division to the south.
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(8) The interrelationship of the 64-acre neighborhood to the
existing adjoining park and its association with the larger neighborhood
to the south have been commendably solved.

(9) The Jury commends National Homes Corporation for the
consideration given by them to outdoor lighting and to landscape planting
and for their presentation of specific information with respect to both of

these important items.

B. The site plan presented by the National Homes Corporation
presents five problems that, in the opinion of the Jury, should be solved
in the process of preparing the final plan for development.

(1) The common open space associated with the dwelling
units will be owned and maintained by the Cooperative. An equally satis-
factory method for the ownership and maintenance of the commendably
large amount of open space provided in the plan needs to be developed.

(2) The 'potential lake' is not an essential element in the
National Homes Corporation proposal. If the lake is included, the ques-
tion of who will construct it, maintain it and provide the protective
measures that will be required in a community with children and particu-
larly in light of the fact that the lake is located near the Primary and
Middle schools needs to be resolved.

(3) The parking bays abutting the peripheral collector road-
way and serving the groups of single-family detached houses present
traffic hazards with automobiles entering and backing out of these bays

into the collector road. 1In the opinion of the Jury, these parking areas
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should be recessed into the super-block thus removing the traffic hazard
and also bringing the parking spaces closer to the houses they serve.

(4) With respect to the town-house groups, the Jury has
two comments.

(a) The three town-house groups in the south 64-acre
portion of the tract in their present, precise locations present problems
of adaptation to topography. They will require, in some cases, major
grading despite the floor-level flexibility commented on below in connec-

tion with the architectural design.

(b) Each of the five town-house groups has buildings
with no adjoining or near-by parking or service areas.
{5) The site plan for the Primary and Middle School in the
southern 64-acre portion of the tract does not show essential playfields

for which, fortunately, the site plan has reserved adequate open space.

2. The excellence of the architéctural design and the quality of the

proposed construction.

A. It is the opinion of the Jury that, on balance, the proposal
of the National Homes Corporation provides the best architectural design.
This proposal has the further substantial merit of presenting sufficient
information to enable the Jury to judge positively t‘he quality of the pro;
posed construction. This opinion of the Jury is based on the following

considerations.
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(1) The residential development consists of one-and two-story
single-family houses with from three to six bedrooms {100 units) and two-
and three-story town houses with from two to four bedrooms (500 units)

which the Jury believes will well meet the needs of prospective residents.

(2) The flexibility provided in the varying floor levels of the
proposed house plans makes possible a better adaptation to the difficult
topography than appears obvious at first glance in the placement of the

town houses and the groups of single-family houses.

(3) The spacial arrangement of both the single-family houses
and the town houses provides separation of common and private spaces,
gives each family direct access to the out of doors and reasonable privacy

combined with a sense of community on a good scale.

B. The Jury presents the following reservations with respect to
the architecture and construction details of the proposal of the National
Homes Corporation.

(1) More study should be given to meeting topographic require-
ments, particularly in the town-house clusters. The general scheme and
the unit-plan layout permit this. A grading plan acceptable to the Atlanta
Housing Authority should be prepared prior to the initiation of construc-
tion.

(2) In studying the town-house groups in detail, the Jury

repeats its site-plan finding that a serious shortcoming in the National
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Homes Corporation proposal is the walking distance required to reach
the town houses farthest from the parking areas--in some cases more
than 300 feet horizontally plus a very considerable grade difference.

Likewise, adequate receiving and outdoor storage areas for trash
and garbage, pgarden furniture, bicycles and the like in reasonable
proximity to vehicular access and parking areas are required. The
Jury recognizes that a portion of this problem may be solved in the
sixty bi-level five-and six-bedroom units which contain 1, 440 square
feet of lower level unfinished space which may serve as indoor storage
and play areas.

(3) The Jury is of the opinion that more study and more
screening are required to assure adequate privacy between units,
especially in the four-house clusters, necessary to keep neighbors on
good terms with each other. The Jury expresses a hope that the
amenities shown in the National Homes VCor;;or_ation proposal will not
disappear in the final development of plans and in the face of construc-
tion costs, as so often happens to amenities shown on competition
drawings.

(4) Discrepancies between the front elevations of the houses
shown on the boards and the standard National Homes perspectives
shown in the descriptive brochure were noted. The Jury appfoves the
unified approach to architectural and material treatment shown on the
boards and has based its approval of the proposal of the National Homes

Corporation on it, with the further recommendation that the longest lasting

32-679 O - 89—pt. 2—7
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of the exterior coverage materials be chosen. In this connection, the
Jury regretted the Ia.ck in this proposal, as well as in all the other
proposals, of construction specifications for the higher quality exterior
materials that are becoming available and are much needed.

(5) The Jury being unfamiliar with type of roofing pro-
posed for the town houses recommends that the Atlanta Housing

Authority satisfy itself as to the satisfactory no-maintenance-longevity

of the roofing material before approving it.

C. Architectural and Construction Summary. Despite the
above reservations and criticisms of detail, the Jury finds that the
National Homes Corporation proposal provides the best architectural
design and presents sufficient information to make it possible to
determine that, in general, the quality. of the proposed construction

is acceptable.

3. The financial responsibility and demonstrated capability of the

deve loper.

National Homes Corporation submitted its proposal under the name
of the parent company which thus assumes the financial responsibility for

the success of the undertaking.

The 1967 Annual Report of National Homes Corporation shows
total assets of more than $61 million. On September 30, 1968, its

working capital was $25 million and its net worth was $43 million.
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The financial resources of the National Homes Corporation are clearly

adequate for this undertaking.

National Homes Corporation has a history of more than twenty-
seven years of activity in housing and development. During this period
it has produced more than 325,000 homes. Its experience in providing
housing for families of low income .includes projects in Chicago, Ill.,
Detroit, Mich., Durham, N.C., Elmira, N.Y., Indianapolis, Ind.,
Lafayette, Ind., Newark, N.J., and Rochester, N.Y. In addition, it
is completing 60 single-family homes in the Thomasville Urban Renewal
Area, adjacent to the parcels co.vered in this proposal, t}'ms'providing

the Corporation with valuable knowledge and experience in this market.

In addition, National Homes Corporation has had experience in
working with FHA and is familiar with their policies, regulaﬁons and
procedures. The proposal states: 'All of National Homes designs and
materials have earned blanket approval under FHA and HAA Technical

Bulletin #254".

This impressive record of experience in housing and development led
the Jury to select National Homes Corporation as exceptionally well quali-
fied under the criterion of '"demonstrated capability", particularly in the

field of housing for the low-income segment of the market.
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4., The manner in which the proposed development meets the goals
and objectives set forth in Section 6 of the Invitation for Proposals,

issued by the Atlanta Housing Authority on June 10, 1968, namely:

a. Housing. Though the object is to serve a cross section of

social and economic groups, the Redeveloper will be required to develop

a substantial portion of the housing (at least 300 units) for families of

the lowest income group. Building types should be varied and include

one-to five-bedroom units.

This criterion, which the Jury regarded as one of the most

important, was also one of the most difficult to evaluate objectively.

Because of the inadequacy or total lack in some of the proposals
of estimated construction costs and economic rentals, it was impossible
to evaluate and compare accurately and in depth the proposals with
respect to this criterion. For example, some of the proposals simply
assumed "'rent subsidy'' as the basis for the rer;tals of their units,
thus making it impossible to judge the realistic rent of those units.
Several of the proposals omitted altogether in their reports and in
their specifications any mention of amenities such as landscaping,

patios, exterior lighting and the like.

In evaluating the proposals with respect to this criterion very
careful consideration was given to the socio-economic characteristics

of the low-income tenants indigenous to this area and likely to occupy
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the homes in the Thomasville Urban Redevelopment Project--the racial
mix, the size of families, their income levels, their education and
their sophistication. Against this background,’ an attempt was made to
evaluate the relative acceptance and probable success of single-family
homes, town-houses, cooperatives, condominiums, garden apartments
and high-rise apartments with units ranging in size from efficiencies
to six bedrooms. Fortunately, the members of the Jury had had first-
hand experience with low-income families in the various types of hous-
ing. This experience was heavily drawn upon in evaluating each
proposal, not to establish a desirable goal but rather to evaluate the
proposals in terms of the normal pattern of acceptability to the low-

income people of this area.

The National Homes Corporation proposal was by far the most
complete and detailed with respect to construction costs, economic
rentals and amenities to be provided. The types and sizes of housing
units met the tests of acceptability to the low-income people who can

be expected to occupy them.

The National Homes Corporation proposes a Housing Cooperative
embracing the entire residential community.to be created on this land
as the best answer to the social objectives, the physical planning pro-
blems and the financial arrangements necessary to bring this housing
within the reach of the lower-income families to be served. The

National Homes Corporation proposes that The Foundation for Cooperative
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Housing be asked to serve as the organizer and initial manager of the

Cooperative.

The Foundation has indicated its willingness to work with the

winning Redeveloper.

In summary, the National Homes Corporation proposal meets
satisfactorily the many criteria for the accommodation of lower-income
familigs both as to physical plant and socio-economic factors, as well
as the required number of units in the low-rental ranges. The Jury

finds this proposal superior and acceptable.

b. Education. The Redeveloper will be required to designate
<

land in the area which will be acquired and developed by the Atlanta

Board of Education for the following education facilities:

(1) Two Primary School sites of three usable acres each,

located on either side of the expressway.

(2) A Middle School of at least eighteen acres of usable

land. This school site may be reduced in size to

twelve acres if it is adjacent to the park.

As discussed in the site analysis above, the educational
criteria are admirably met with three acres allocated for each of the
two Primary School sites, one in the north and one in the south portion
of the tract, and twelve acres allocated to the Middle School in the
south portion of the tract adjacent to the existing park. The site plan

for the combined Primary School and Middle School needs further study
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to provide the essential play fields for which space is available.

c. Recreation. The Redeveloper will be required to designate

at least six acres of usable land which will be acquired by the Atlanta

Parks Department for the expansion of the existing park into a Neighbor-

hood Park.

This criterion has been acceptably met.

d. Commerce. The Redeveloper may designate, acquire and

develop a retail commercial area(s) not to exceed six acres of land pri-

marily to serve the residents of the tract here under consideration.

The 3.7 acre Neighborhood Shopping Center in the north
32-acre portion of the tract, fronting on McDonough Boulevard, is well
located in terms of both the neighborhood it serves and the proposed
shopping center and the commercial development at McDonough
Boulevard and Moreland Avenue. A 0.3 acre site for a gasoline service
station at the southwest corner of McDonough Boulevard and Henry

Thomas drive is also well located.

Two acres in a proposed Town Center have also been
reserved for possible commercial development including .a small !'seven-
eleven' type convenience grocery, such services as beauty and barber
shops, medical offices and office space for attorneys. This brings

the total commercial area to the permitted six acres.
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In addition to these commercial facilities, the Town Center
may contain a day-care center, an office for the management of the
cooperative, storage facilities for maintenance equipment and a city

"'"public services'" office.

The National Homes Corporation will also seek the estab-
lishment of a church in the Town Center and reserves the right to sell
a church site there at cost or less, under design and development

controls acceptable to the Atlanta Housing Authority.

e. Streets and Utilities. The land designated in the

Redeveloper's proposal for public streets which conform to the standards

of the City of Atlanta will be acquired by others at no expense to the

Redeveloger .

As pointed out in the site analysis, the public street system in the
proposal of the National Homes Corporation is an excellent one, providing
essential circulation and serving as a buffer along the sides of the tract
facing the penitentiary and the railroad and the two sides of the expressway.
The fact that the road system provides access to the property on only one
side (which may be considered wasteful) is balanced by the fact that the

street mileage is low.

No unusual storm-water drainage facilities are required.

f. Rentals - Amenities Relationship. The relationship

between the rentals to be charged and the number of rooms per unit, the
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size of rooms and other amenities to be provided by the Redeveloper.

The Jury computed the rent per square foot and the total cost per
square foot of each type of unit proposed in those proposals that contained
sufficient information to make this possible. In the opinion of the Jury,
the proposal of the National Homes Corporation provides the best and most
economical relationship between the rentals to be charged, the number

of rooms per unit, the size of rooms and the amenities provided.

g. Acceptability of Public Facility Sites. The acceptability of

‘the public facility sites to the agencies involved in their development.

The Jury considered it neither feasible nor reasonable to request
the School Board to review the five proposals and, in each case, state
whether the proposed sites for the two Primary Schools and the Middle
School were acceptable to them. The sites for these schools in the
proposaliof the National Homes Corporation are well located in relation
to the dwellings of the prospective students, are of the required size,
are 1oc$ted on usable land and have easy pedestrian access. For these
rea;ons, the school sites appeared to qualify for acceptance by the School

Board,

The Development Competition statement required the designation of
at least six acres of usable land "which will be acquired by the Atlanta
Parks Department for the expansion of the existing park into a Neighbor-

hood Park'. This acreage has been provided.
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The open space associated with the dwelling units will be owned
and maintained by the Cooperative. In its site planning analysis, the
Jury recommended that an equally satisfactory method for the owner-
ship and maintenance of the commendably large amount of public open
space not directly associated with the dwelling units needs to be

developed.
Summary

The proposal of the National Homes Corporation has been unanimouslyl
selected by the Jury as best meeting the criteria established by the
Atlanta Housing Authority for the redevelopment of federal surplus land
to meet critical needs in the Thomasville Urban Redevelopment Area--

Ga. R-22.
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The above report of the Jury is respectfully submitted to the

Atlanta Housing Authority.
wn YL LKL

/i’/ly Yo Iy ]
Walter H. Blucher

Ca oc

~leesy 7P .OM

Robert M. O'Donnell

Willard G. Rouse

Rospard &/ Vsnfonick

Howard K. Menhinick
Coordinator of the Jury
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BRIEF
BIOGRAPHICAL NOTES
ON
JURORS

WILLIAM M. ALEXANDER

Chairman, Board of Directors, Alpha Phi Alpha Building
Foundation, Inc., Memphis, Tennessee

University of Pittsburg BSME

Vocational and Technical Education Teaching, St. Louis
School System (38 years)

Mechanical Engineer, St. Louis Board of Education

General Construction Company -- part owner

Manager, Mechanical Maintenance and Rehabtilitation,
Jeffrey Realty Company, St. Louis, Mo,

Manager, O & A Company, Property Development
Engineers, St. Louis, Mo.

Member, Board of Directors, Page Park YMCA, St. Louis, Mo.
and
Chairman of the Building and Housing Committee
(Now developing a Campus-type YMCA in the
heart of Metropolitan St. Louis)

Member, American Institute of Housing Consultants
Member, Missouri Advisory Council for Vocational Education

Member, Advisory Committee for Technical Education,
St Louis Junior College District

Projects of Alpha Phi Alpha Building Foundation, Inc.,
include the following:

1. Alpha Gardens Development, West End Urban
Renewal Area, St. Louis, Missouri

2. Alpha Town and Alpha Village in same area are about
to enter construction )

3. Similar programs under 221(d)(3) are in advanced
stages of preparation in Akron, Ohio and Los Angeles,
California,
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WALTER H. BLUCHER AIP

Planning Consultant, Arlington, Vermont

City Planner and Secretary, Detroit City Plan Commission, 1925-34
Executive Director, American Society of Planning Officials, 1934-53

Executive Director, Association of State Planning and ' Development
Agencies, 1946-53

Executive Director, Southeastern Michigan Metropolitan Community
Research Corporation, 1959-62.

Member, Michigan Bar

President, American Institute of Planners, 1956-57

Member, Board of Governors, Metropolitan Housing and Planning
Council of Chicago ’
Consultant to numerous city, county, state and national agencies
Visiting Professor of Planning, University of Chicago
and University of Illinois
Lectured on planning at more than 30 universities

Current Memberships include:

American Institute of Planners

Town Planning Institute of Great Britain --
Honorary Corresponding Member

Community Planning Association of Canada --
Honorary Member

Alfred Bettman Foundation -- Board of Trustees

Lambda Alpha (International Land Economics Fraternity)

National Industrial Zoning Committee

Visiting Committee, Joint Center for Urban Studies
of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and
Harvard University.
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CARL KOCH FAIA

Head Carl Koch and Associates, Boston, Massachusetts

BA.,, cum laude Harvard, 1934
M. Arch., Harvard, 1937

Senior Architect, National Housing Agency, Technical
Division, Housing Standards and Prefabrication, 1942-44,

U. S. Navy 1944-46,
Member, AIA Committee on Residential Architecture

Past Member, Federal Housing Agency Demonstration
Housing Committee

Consultant to Massachusetts Board of Housing

Lecturer and critic for past 15 years at Massachusetts
Institute of Technology

Guest lecturer at numerous Universities

Numerous architectural awards, including

AIA Award of Merit in Residential Architecture, 1949,

Gold Medal in Architecture, The Architectural League
of New York, 1953,

AIA Award of Merit, "Best Development House of the
Year, 1954,

AIA House and Home Award of Merit, '""Contribution to
Better Homes for Living", 1956, 1960,

ALA-AIA National Book Committee Award of Merit,
Library Buildings Awards Program, 1963,
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ROBERT M. O'DONNELL AIP, ASLA

President, Harmon, O'Donnell & Henninger Associates, Inc.
Denver, Colorado

Graduate, Landscape Architecture and Planning,
University of Illinois, 1938.

Technical Advisor, NAHB & ULIL

TB 40, "New Approaches to Residential Land Development'', 1961.

TB 47, "Comparative Residential Land Use Study'', 1963
ULI TB 59, "New Engineering Concepts in Community
Development:, 1967.

Member, FHA Experimental Section 233 Housing Committee,
Member, FHA Honor Awards Program Advisory Committee,

1962-63.
1963-64.

Member, Regional Advisory Committee on Design and Planning

for Region V, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 1967 to present.

Member, The American Law Institute Advisory Committee
on Public Control of Land Use and Land Planning,
1965 to present.

Member, HUD Urban Transportation Design Award Jury,
Member of:
American Institute of Planners
American Society of Landscape Architects
American Society of Consulting Planners
Sustaining Member, Urban Land Institute
Former President of
Colorado Institute of Planners
Rocky Mountain Chapter, American Society
of Landscape Architects

1968.
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WILLARD G. ROUSE

Executive Vice President and Member, Board of Directors,
The Rouse Company, Baltimore, Maryland

With Equitable Life Assurance Society for 20 years.
Treasurer, Olin Mathieson Chemical Company
Trustee, Urban Land Institute.
Board Member of:

Maryland Fine and Specialty Wire Company

Arlington Federal Savings and Loan Association of Baltimore
Columbia Bank and Trust Company

" Vice Chairman, Baltimore Regional Chapter of the

American Red Cross

Devotes a large portion of his time to civic activities
and community affairs

Elected '"Man of the Year" by The Baltimore Advertising
Club in 1955,

Has served as:
President, Maryland Chapter of the Arthritis and
Rheumatism Foundation

Chairman, Baltimore Youth Commission

Chairman, Community Chest-United Appeal Campaign

President and Member of Executive Committee, Baltimore
Area Council of the Boy Scouts of America.
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HOWARD K. MENHINICK AIP

Director of Planning and Development, Keck & Wood, Inc., Atlanta, Ga,

B.S. Michigan State University, 1923
Master in Landscape Architecture in City Planning,
Harvard, University, 1928

Instructor and Assistant Professor of City Planning,
Harvard University, 1929-36

Director of Regional Studies, Tennessee Valley Authority, 1937-51

Director, Headquarters Planning Staff, United Nations, for
Selection of UN Headquarters in the US (on loan
from TVA) 1946,

Regents' Professor of City Planning and Head of the
Graduate City Planning Program, The Georgia
Institute of Technology 1951-1968. (Now Regents'
Professor Emeritus)

Appointed Member, Atlanta Region Metropolitan Planning
Commission, 1956-62

Distinguished Service Award, American Institute of
Planners, 1966
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OF THE REDEVELOPERS PROPOSAL
FOR THE THOMASVILLE URBAN
REDEVELOPMENT AREA —
ATLANTA, GEORGIA

SUBMITTED: OCTOBER 24,1968
TO: THE HOUSING AUTHORITY
OF THE CITY OF ATLANTA
BY: NATIONAL HOMES CORPORATION;
LAFAYETTE, INDIANA
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INTRODUCTION

Bel that neither jonal ion methods nor the simple
erection of row after row of housing units can provide immediate solutions to
our naticn’s urban housing problems, Naticnal Homes Corporstion has con-

d on a “total " concept for creating new homes, new
neighborhoods, new communities,

As the world’s hnmhmdzrdmufmundbwu.}lnumdﬂmc«r-
poration has bined its mass logy with the speciall
mduwukmnummmmmmmmmm

h to form a Redevek texm whose proposal for this Thom-
nﬂmmmmmlydualb-mmhdﬁﬂuA&numb\ndn
establishes a clear relationship between each unit and a total community
pattern.

‘We approciate the opportunity to present our proposals which we trust you
will find in accordance with the specifications set down by the Housing Au-
thority of the City of Atlanta, and we respectfully submit them for your
consideration.

James R. Price

The Redeveloper's Team
‘The Redeveloper’s team contsists of:

Nationa) Homes Corporation
h W Professor James Whitehead

tant

National Homes Acceptance Corporation Barry College, Miaml, Florids
Lafayette, Indizna * Edward D Supa, Jr. b Amociae

tional Homes Construction Company Site Planners & Architects
f.',.,mw New York, New York
Kenneth Treister, ALA. Kendree and
Architectural & Urban Design Conorpts Planning Consultants
Miami, Floride Philadelphia, Peansylvania

This team encompasses all the specialized fields required to plan, design, build
and finance a total residential environment in which modern low dmty
hnuﬂnlhth.hydmluhudm. ! plan

1, and | facilities.

This Proposal has been prepared in response to the Invitation for Proposals
prepared by the Housing Authority of the City of Atlanta which (as amended)
called for opening on October 24, 1968; and is sddressed to:

THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY OF ATLANTA

M. B. Sarrrmn
Executive Director and Secretary

Epwin L. Steawx
Chairman l.n-rn H Pnnua
Associate Executive Director
Gzonss S. Crarr Caxirow Ganxsrr
Vice Chairman Director of Finance
., Guazzr H. Booos
J. B. Brayron Director of Housing
Franx G. Eruzaice Howaxo Orgranaw

Director of Redevelopment

Grongs R. Sawozx
Technical Director

Jacx F. Gz

eIe




GENERAL PLANNING CONCEPTS

SINGLE FAMILY CLUSTERS
32 HOMES -3.8 AC.

PARCEL CC-1-32 AC.

TOWN HOUSE CLUSTER
5.5 AC, 108 UNITS

SINGLE FAMILY

CLUSTERS - 68 " SH E -
oMEs o2 N SHOPPING CENTER-3.7 AC.

i
TOWN HOUSE n +—PRIMARY SCHOOL -3.0 AC.
CLUSTER 5.5 Al

TOWN HOUSE CLUSTER

96 UNITS 50 AC. 92 UNITS
TOWN CENTER:

CIVIC FUNCTIONS
8 SHOPPING - 2.0 AC.

MIDDLE SCHOOL
12 AC

¥1¢

STREET R/W 14 AC
PRIMARY SCHOOL
30 AC. _ .‘ i
; ) e &—TOWN HOUSE CLUSTER

PARK - 14 AC: . .- : © 2 AC. 204 UNITS

PARCEL. 8-B-I 64

EXISTING SINGLE ¥
FAMILY HOMES no\'?c\‘

%

SERVICE STATION
o 03 AC

S ——
300 4] 300 600 feet




REDEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

National Homes Corporation

that the 96 Acres of Foderal Surplus Land in the Thomasville

propases
Urban Redevelopment Area (Parcels BBl and CC1) be redevelopad in accordance with the overall sits

plan shown on the opposite page and summarized on the chart below:

Percel  Purcel
Type of Developmens BB! ccr Total
Town House Units for
Cooperative Sale 178 105 280
Single-family Units for
Cooperative Sale 102 8 18.0
Shopping Center - 37 37
Convenience Shopping Center 20 - 20
Gas Station Site 03 - 03
Elementary School Sites 3.0 3.0 80
Middle School Site 18.0 - 180
Park Site 6.0 - 6.0

Streets and Utilities 10 70 U0
: 0 o Wo

“This plan would provide 800 units—with from two to six bed-
room. per unit—for low and moderate income facilities. The
plan is basically oriented around families with growing chil-
dren and we concluded that a minimum unit size of two bed-
rooms would yield the best family profile to fit the community
facilities. Should the Housing Authority disagree with the con-
clusion, we could easily insert the desired number of one
bedroom units. One of the unique advantages of our modular
town house design is that it provides almost complete flexibility
in the mix of units within a given site plan.

Residontis! Development

Type of Unit Sq.rt. Number
Two Bedroom Town House 792 112
Three Bedroom Town House 1080 192
Four Bedroom Town House 1200 196

Subtotal 500
Three Bedroom Single-family 885 40
Five Bedroom Single-family 1080 (Fin) 50
Six Bedroom 1200 (Fin.) 10

Subtotal 0

Total Number of Units 600

Note: The Bi-level houses used for the five and six bedroom
houses contain 1440 sq. ft. Lower level space not needed
for bedrooms will be left unfinished to serve as indoar
storage and play aress,

Land Sale Provision:

National Homes Carporation reserves the right to sell the
residential land at the FHA Valuation to a Cooperative Spon-
sor before with a

contract to National I'!omu Construction Corporation calling
for completion of development on the parcel sold. We also ro-

serve the right to sell a church site on the town center at cost .

or less, under design and development controls satisfactory to
the Housing Autharity of the City of Atlanta,

COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

Shopping Center: A 3.7 acre shopping center site has boen
planned to front on McDonough Street
north of the Expressway Interchange. As
now contemplated the center would con-
sist of:

Supermarket 20,000 aq. ft.
Drug Store 8,000 aq, ft.
Misc. small stores 8,000 sq. ft.
Total Stores 36,0003 Fi.
and a gas station

Gas Station Site: A .3 acre site has been set aside for a gas
station on the S.W. corner of McDonough
Street and Henry Thomas Drive.

Town Center: 2.0 acres of the town center have been
set aside for commercial development. Thc
economic femsibility of this
is less certain than that of the lhnpﬁn‘
center, but tentatively we will try to
develop:

A convenience
shopping facility 2,400 aq. ft.

Group practice

medical center 3,000 sq. ft.
Office and

service building 3,000 5q. it.

Total 8400aq 1t

Land Sale Provision:

National Homes Corporation reserves the right to sell the
commercially zoned land at a profit, under design and develop-
ment controls satisfactory to the Housing Authority of the
City of Atlanta.

SCHOOL SITES

National Homes proposal calls for the following school sites:
Elementary School Site on Parcel CC1 3.0 acres
Elementary School Site on Parcel BB1 3.0 wcres
Middle School Site on Parcel BBL 12.0 acres

If named as the developer, we would request that planning
begin immediately for thess schools so that these needed
facilities will be available as population builds up in the
community.

PARK LAND

The 6.0 acre park site would be adjacent to the existing park
and would be south of the achool site and our proposed lake.

TIME SCHEDULE
National Homes Corporation proposes to purchase its land
on the following schedule:

Al the single family unit land 6 months after contract

Town House land
north of expressway

Town House land
south of expressway

1 year after contract

18 months after contract
Remaining residential land 2 years after contract
Commercial land 2 years after contract

This time schedule will be advanced if market respanse, allo-
cation of Federal subsidy funds, and construction schedules
permit.

q1e




SOCIAL OBJECTIVES

fo prepar:iss our propusals, the redevelaper’s team ho defined and
sorked toward the following ebjectives, wheh we belicve are
coantiol to the sucee ful implementation of tmmediate ard long-
range coTwanity TIng patter

1. To braog the re 4ty of devent housing and o wh en-

»

stable family relationchaps, but which stz fosters Rarrommas
isternetion amung fomilies. The chiddren’s recrectional facilities,
Lt lats, day care center, and the cential activitics spacys pro-
mote lcarning und teerestion situztions that ere safe aund can
be wupervise

To stimutato cocial interplay xmeny vaiour tacome levels by
establ 3 » 8.

viaoumnt wiha reach of a broad spectrum of low and
mod: wmeome (amities, and to azure that this decent hous.
ing w.l contan ample isterler hving specs, to provide privicy
fur the indwidial within large and growing familica,

2. To creatr o “totel envirurment™ that is not only conducive to

ib villages® throagh the tpatad
arrargement of the town huuse clwters, Wathin the community,
these sub villeges tend 1o provide residents with o solid sense
of identity.

To educate the residents in the broadest senze, not only through
formnal learning in clazarooms, but also throvgh facltics where

o

S

N Wl
AT D b S
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people can karn to fise together erately ond productively
Adult ducation. youth prozrims, socia) service activie: with
the stront Lupport of the City of Atlanta can rartch the e
of cach revidont, and through them, the Lfe of the commmimty.

To crvate 4 wnse of pride in ownership among the residents
to ¢l mpate the dlsenfranchised foeling that geaerstes the
shetto eyl With this pride of Jezal ownenbip comes o greater

to in the total ty to holp
solve its problems tnd ehare tn i*s progress.

To combine all of the abave objectives into a total plan that
will quickly provide decent housing while establishing u whole-
game environment and ellminating the conditlons that contribute
o urban deray.
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COOPERATIVE HOUSING

National Homes ! Tearmn has uded that s Housing C:
entire residential community to be created
ob]ecdvu.thnphyllulphnnhuwvblam.md'hﬂmndnl

. us
manager of the cooperative. FCH has organized and manages cooperatives
all across the United States and in 13 forelgn countries. While unwilling to give any redeveloper
entering this competition an exclusive, FCH has indicated their willingness to work with the winning
redeveloper.

Cooperative housing is & kind of half-way arrangement between renting and fee simple ownership.
Th.wornﬁvtnmbuwmnnhnnlnthneurpunﬂonwblchmlh project. The corporation
gives each sh covering his unit which is renewable 20 long us
hcpy-hhmwanywmnumwm-athnmmnn

Each member receives income tax credit for the Cooperative’s expenditures on taxes and interest,
and accumulates a limited share in the squity of the Cooperstive as the loan is paid down. The co-

nmlndmhmn!hn-fuﬂwhehmlhl&hunnm
dthcmmmb‘uldln‘uluhnmd and of major and
b of the C: reserves for these items from funds
eoﬂ:clndenchmnmhbmthamnnbenup-noﬂh:l:anylnlchrgs.mday to-day operation

Typeof Unis No.Unis  Repl. Cost
2BR Town House 112 $11,500
3BR Town House 192 $15,000
4 BR Town House 196 $17,300
3BR Single Family 40 $15,000
SBR Single Family 50 $19,000
6BR Single Family 10 $19,500

of tha Ci will be d by managers, and the long-run operations are
controlled by the FHA, ’l‘haeoopcnuvammhrhuu deep sense of ownership, but is not sub-
jected to the budget-wracking expenses inevitable in maintaining a single family home,

Rent Structure

Owndwehperl!amhlmduddthnmbmﬂmnddmlumzhln(mhv-nd
moderate Income families the Housing Authority of the City of Atlanta has indicated should be
helped. is 8 221(d) (3) Below Market Interest Rate loan, combined with a rent supplement program

expense within reach of lower income families. While such a program is provided
(arby law, it will require a great desl of enthusiastic support from the FHA local and regional

If the required allocations of subsidy funds are not available, the program could proceed under Sec-
tion 238 of the Nationa! Housing Act. We cannot be sure at this time that the project would be
fesstble under this section

charges so they paid only the housing expense they would incur in Public Housing, The Co-
operative could not, however, serve the same broad range of income levels it could under Section
221(d) (3) BMIR with a Rent Supplement.

21 (d)(1)
BMIR 21 (d)(n)
Total Monthly  BMIR Sec. 28
Total Housing  Wih60%?  Est. Monthly
Repl. Cost? Erpense!  RentSuppl. Housing Exp

$1,288,000 $ 97.00 $39.00 $ 85.00
$2,880,000 $125.00 $50.00 $110.00
$3,390,800 $144.00 $58.00 $123.00
600,000 $125.00 $50.00  $110.00
950,000 $157.00 $63.00 $137.00
195,000 $162.00 $65.00 $142.00

Note 1 Total menihly housing expense I this solum bncludes all utliten. In practice oerupents may pay utlities bn-

', in which case the carrying charges paid the coopern

itive would be

tive members would pay 25% of their monthly income toward

Note 3 Total of alf residentia) replacement cost $9,303,800. Total Residential Construction Cost §7,796,M5. Estimats cost
of Compercial $750,000,

Construetion
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SITE ANALYSIS

The site consists of iwo tracts totalling approximately 96 irreg~ The two segments of the site, which are bisected in an east- The site analysis map, then, represents the curreni state of

ularly shaped acres which ore contiguous to predominantly west direction by land allocated for a proposed expressway, conditions upon which we based our analysis and subsequent

residential areas. will be d by a vehicular-pedestrian bridge. The topog- conclusions which are depicted in the proposed site develop-
raphy ranges from flat grades to slopes which, in the wooded ment plan.

1t is bounded as follows: areas, exceed 2076 grades.

On the south by McDonough Boulevard, an existing
park, and a single family residential subdivision; on
the west by the railroad, and on the north by the At
lanta Federal Penitentiary.

STEEP SLOPES & EXISTING TREES
SINGLE FAMILY HOMES - SPLIT
LEVEL WHERE REQUIRED BUFFER FROM PENI|TENTIARY

FUTURE EXPRESSWAY 10% SLOPES (APTS. & SCHOOL SITE)

USE PERIMETER
STREET AS BUFFER
FROM EXPRESSWAY

WOODED - 10 %
GRADES  SINGLE
FAMILY HOMES OR
APTS.

RAILROAD -BUFFER
REQUIRED

STEEP SLOPES &
EXISTING TREES
(SINGLE FAMILY

HOMES - SPUT LEVEL
WHERE REQUIRED)

EXISTING TREE
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10 % SLOPES - MAJOR
STREET FRONTAGE
(APTS. 8/0R COMMERCIAL
USE)

TOWN CENTER (MIDDLE
SCHOOL , PRIMARY SCHOOL,
CiviC FUNCTIONS &
LIMITED SHOPPING)

FLAT GRADES -
(APT. SITES)

COVER TO BE
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STREET FRONTAGE

MAIN DRAINAGE -
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IDEAL FUNCTIONAL DIAGRAM

H
{ The ideal functional format expressed in this diagram includes
" those criteria which were deemed essential to achieve the

The perimeter loop, road gives the community a {otally pedes-
trian orientation, while direct access to automcbile parking

4 of an opti living
; This opti living consists of an icall
i and socially balanced ial complex ! d by

safety as well as aesthetically pleasant views from all

living areas. A variety of existing spaces and corridors con-
ded and visual

tribute to the s

and civie facilities.

IMTEANAL  PECESTRIAN CIRCULATION

EDUCANIONAL  FACKITHS

H PERFMETER  COLLECTOR STAEET:

61¢
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SITE RELATED FUNCTIONAL DIAGRAM

As shown below, the ideal diagram has been adapted to con- ’

form to the specific conditions of the site as it now exists.

PARK BUFFER

RESIDENCES

TOWN CENTER
CIVIC' FUNCTIONS & SHOPPINGEY

MIDDLE SCHOOL
PRIMARY SCHOOL

VEHICULAR PERIMETER LOOP

‘This new diagram shows our propased solutions for handling
the major problems of the site: the railroad, the expressway,
the penitentiary. and the drainage ravines, all of which were
given prime ideration during the I phase of the
site development plan.

)
ELEMENTARY S

SCHOOL

INTERNAL PEDESTRIAN LOOP

B\

The existing land uses on the south and east have been recog-
nized and extended into the project which, in effect, now makes
the smaller neighborhoods an integral part of the adjacent
community. The shopping area has been situated to serve as
an easily accessible focal point of economic activity that is at
once convenient to residents and compatible with the design
aesthetics of the community.
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GENERAL CONCEPTS

The plan presents the dest i ion of sociological
coneepts, d i i and mass d con-
struction techniques o create a complete, balanced community
of six hundred homes with ancillary facilities. Every facet of
the total project has been evaluated upon the basis of its con-
tribution to the ined social, ic, and psychological
well.being of the area’s residents.

SINGLE FAMILY HOME CLUSTERS

SINGLE FAMILY
HOME CLUSTER

LAKE
PARK

EXISTING = .

:SINGLE FAMILY HOMES ";\rb .

The complex is i d with areas,

but is buffered from the nearby penitentiary, railroad-industry
areas, and by peri roads and land-
scaping.

300 ] 300

In addition to affording the privacy of individual homes, the
“total environment” concept provides the necessary common
meeting and shopping places, schools, and recreational areas.
The park-matrix—with safe, well-ighted resting nnd recrea-
tional arcas—will link the homes o the town center or the
shopping village in such a manner that residents will experi-
ence both open-park and urban atmospheres.

NEIGHBORHOOD
SHOPPING CENTER

PRIMARY SCHOOL

TOWNHOUSE CLUSTER

TOWNCENTER

MIDDLE SCHOOL
PRIMARY SCHOOL
CIVIC FUNCTIONS

8 LIMITED SHOPPING

TOWNHOUSE
CLUSTER

SERVICE STATION

600 foer

12¢



PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE CIRCULATION

The hierarchy of pedestrian fows through the residential elusters has been coordinated with the spatial organi-
zation of the architectural elements, the natural slopes and the inndscaped areas.

The: diagonal minor walks of 3’ width answer the needs of running and bicycle-riding children, The sccondary
walks through the townhouse malls connccting them with the auto storage arens are 10 to 12° wide, both to
permit groups to meander along st a comfortable pace and to serve as routes for emergency vehicles. Bicycle
aths will parallel the main walks, separoted by planting and slopes to minimize pedestrizn-bicycle conflicts.

The internal pedestrinn ways would increase in width as they progress from the single family homes to the
trban spaces of the town center or the shopping village. Along the spine of the park-matrix, schools and play
areas will ereate activity centers These pedestrian walks will serve as the major linkage of the entire com-
munity. This will free residents from ing on biles in where many families will not
be able to afford automobiles.

PEDESTRIAN
GATHENING PLAZA

PRIMARY INTERNAL
PEDESTRIAN 8 BICYCLE
MOVEMENT

MAJOR  URBAN SECONDARY PEDESTRIAN
PEDESTRIAN SPACE MOVEMENT

CITY STREET WALK

WOOOLAND WALK 8
BICYCLE  MOVEMENT

VEHICULAR CIRCULATION

The perimeter loop system was chosen as the basic system of traffic flow for the following reasons:

a. The right of way provides an udditinnal buffer fram the non-compatible land uses to the North and West.
and from the expressway which biseets the site,

The loup muinteins a pedestrian otiented internal oasis which can be traversed with complex safety and
by pedestrians and by children on bicycles.

All auto storoge areas and auto wrrival areas can be reached directly from the perimeter loop. The auto
storage arcas can be screened from view to maintain the parkelike charscter established by the archi-
tecture and landseaping.

The loops, in conjunction with the expressway overpass, provides complote automotive access to all factl-
ities and housing units witheut necessitating the use of McDonough Road, a major city street.

The bus service that presently cxists along McDonough Roid would be extended into the site to service the town
center and the shopping village a3 the need arises.
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TOWN HOUSES

The 500 town house units are set in groups of imate

180 units each, creating a series of readily identifiable “sub
v.llages”.

The

of these

permits an even flow of

movement from the activitics at the center, through the urban

entry gardens, and into t

1

he woodland areas of the pedestrian

Y

a

q

of varied

The pedestrian malls formed by the buildings will contain tot
lots, sitting areas for adults, and will have residential scale
night lighting. This landscaped mall, with its activities and
entry gardens, is designed for the busy action of everyday
living.

(43




UNIT BUILDING DESIGN

The deep offsets in the mall sides of the buildings form entry
gardens which give the sub-groupings of the units their own
entity and transitivnal entry spaces.

On the outside faces, private spaces are crested by garden
fencing. The rear of cach unit opens through glasy sliding doors
onto large open green spaces. No living space faces the living
space of another unit, assuring a level of privacy usually ob-
tained only in more expensive developments. The design team
feels that this is one of the strungest advantages of this plan.

LIVING
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TOWN HOUSE PARKS SPECIFICATIONS

Foundations

Crawl space. Reinforced concrete foot.
ings, poured concrete or reinforced
Boating curtain wall with piers provid-
ing a crawl space foundation,

Framing

All lumber complies with American
Lumber Standards SPR 16 with specific

grading standards. See accompanying

specifications for details.

Sliding industrial grade HS-A! alumi-
num fin-trim windows.

Extarior Coverage

1. First Floor

A. .019 gauge baked finished aluminum
vertical impressed batten sheet lami-
nated to % inch grooved exterior glue
line plywood sheathing.

B. 1% inch natural quarried stone ran-
dom ashlar pattern applied to % inch
waterproofed glue line plywood sheath-

“ing.

C. Cavrock fiberglas brick mounted
over % inch exterior glue line plywood.
2. Second and Third Floor

019 baked finished aluminum, either
vertical or hotizontal impressed batten
bonded to 3% inch grooved intermediat
density fibreboard. B

Sonlyd Conditioning

Each party wall consists of two separate
framing systems. 2% inches apart, fire-
stopped at each floor and roof and rest-
ing on separate plates on suparate steel
I-beams. In addition, there is a total of
2 inches of fibre glass insulation be-
tween units.

Fire-Rated Party Wall

Common party walls are one hour fire-
rated. Two hour fire-rated walls are
provided when required.

Fleors

14 mil vinyl sheet covering with vinyl
foam inner layer and felt backing sheet,
vinyl asbestos tile or indoor-outdoor
carpeting.

Exterior perimeter walls covered with
% inch fire core gypsum and 3% inch
wall board with two coat vinyl acetate
emulsion system in textured pattern;
interior partition % inch gypsum board
with finish as described above, Or, %
inch Lauan paneling with a two coat
synthetic resin modified lacquer sys-
tem. Both are permanent, washable
finishes.

Roof

28 gauge sheet metal with 1% ounces
of zinc per square foot galvanized ap-
plied over 3 inch plywood. .032 thick
5 alumi gutters and d

with baked on vinyl enamel finish.

Interior Trim

Baseboard, ceiling cove, comer board,
door jambs, stop and trim prefinished

Hardware
Exterior and interior lock and latchsets

are Weslock 1100 Series meeting Fed- ~

eral Spec. FF-H-106A Series 160.

Insulation

Exterior walls/4” fibre glass with vapor -

er

Roof/6” fibre glass with vapor barrier

Lower floor/2” fibre glass with vapor
barrier

Party wall/2” fibre glass with vapor
barrier

Caliings

Same as exterior perimeter gypsum
walls,

Plumbing

Copper supply and brass waste piping,
fibre glass tub and shower enclosures,
porcelain toilets and lavatories, 40 gal-
lon electric hot water heater.

Kitchen

Twin bowl enameled steel sink, grease
trap, 12 cubic foot refrigerator, 30 inch
electric range.

Electrical

Thin wall electrical metal tubing with
Underwriters’ Laboratory labeled de-
vices and accessories.

Cablnet

‘west coast pine. in
areas is 4” rubber.

Exterior Trim

Baked finished .019 gauge aluminum
bonded to % inch exterior glue line
plyscord.

Kent No. L1028A with welded shelves.

Also Included

Door bell, mail box, towel bars, toilet
paper rollers, door stops, house num-
bers.

Trees

National Homes will provide three (3)
shade and/or ornamental trees for each
dwelling unit on the site. Trees will be
a minimum of two inches (2”) in diam-
eter and 8’ to 12’ in height. Generally
the trees will be placed as follows:

one (1) in front of each unit.
one (1) in each rear patio.
one (1) in general area of the site.

Patios

Each town house will have a 10’ x 12
enclosed patio area. The hard surface
will be striped asphalt. Wood chips in
non-asphalt areas. Fencing will be 1 x
4" redwood or cedar 8” o.c. Each patio
has 3#1-8’ bench of 2” x 4” redwood or
cedar on edge 3" o.c. and additional %
bench in play or common areas.

Balance of area is to be sodded.

Exterlor Lights

National Homes will provide one ex-
terior light per dwelling unit.

Exterior lights will be placed in front
of the dwellings and scattered through-
out the site.

Parking

Asphalt parking stalls will be designed
to be conveniently accessible to the
dwellings and may be scattered or
located in one area depending upon the
site. Parking areas will be sacreened
with fencing.

Play Arsas
Each cluster will have one (or more
dependent upon the number of dwell-
ing units) asphalt paved play area, The
play area will contain benches and play
equipment.

L2E




INDIVIDUAL HOMES

'The 25 four-house clusters, cach of which encloses its own’
central activities space, have more aesthetic appesal, and func-
twn more cconumically than standard house lots. The acres
which would ordinarily be wasted on useless side-yards are
put to much better use as common park land,

Because the kitchen spaces of every twe houses open on to the
same view, no unsightly storage areas are imposed on the
neighboring house. The central space of each cluster provides
a pleasant walk to the homes through garden courts,
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TYPICAL CLUSTER
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SHOPPING VILLAGE

While the final design of the center will be dictated by the number and type of
tenants the developer ia able to interest in leasing space, the character of the center
will be a “Mini-Mall.” with landscaped pedestrian approaches in kecping with the
park-like landscaping of the residential areas. The proximity of the shopping center
o one of the town house clusters requires a higher standard of architecture than
the conerete block and asphalt of the typical neighborhood shopping center. The
major tenunts will be a chain grocery and a drug store.

TOWN CENTER

The basic concept of the Town Center Is a central mall moving from the parking
arcas through an “exploded” cluster of buildings 10 the overlook above the lake.
‘The precise size and location of the bulldings in the Town Center will depend on
the response of tenants for general and professional office space, The architectural
character of the center will be blended with the design of the Junior High School if
this can be determined in time. We cannot urge too strongly that the auditorium
and gymnasium facilities of the school be architecturally integrated into the Town
Center.

The following fecifities will be built us part of the cooperative: a day care center,
un office for the mansgement of the cooperative and storage facilitics for mainte-.
nance equipment, Other community facilities we will seek will be a church, a group
practice medical office, a small “seven-cleven type” convenience grocery, and gen-
eral office space for attorneys, & city “public services” office, and scrvices such as
barber and beauty shops.
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COMMUNITY ACTIVITY FACILITIES AND RECREATION

The inhcrent wcial nature of @ cooperative cremtes constant
communication and interaction smong residents, and we have
evolved o plan which we hope will sccentuate this community
spirt This nuaral socialization process should be constructively
channeled into community programs that can contribute, over the
years, v @ creatve wvolvement that should generaie a sense of
resghborhood pride and commlumen.

We will try to arrange with the School Board to held business
mectings uf the cooperative, as well as, formal group meetings
such as PTA sessions in the Middle School Auditorium. The
churches and the day care center will also serve ss indoor meet-
ing; plices, while the open spaces, the passive recreational sreas.
and the central activitivs space of each cluster can serve s in-
formal outdoar mueting arcas.

Evening adult education courses in such arcas as child care, family
services, economics, and house planning can be held in the primary
and middle schoo) buildings, while the Middle School gymnasium
can be utilized for tcen dances as well as for sports.

The malls in the Town Center and at the Shopping Center form
natural showcases for local art and, handlcraft shows, and could
be used for neighborhood carnivals and other festive community
nctivitics. Amateur theatre groups could perform at the Middle
School Auditorium. These facilities are also suited for band con-
certs and special programs.

\'v":\\’./», e
SN
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The tot lots, city parks, youth center and school playgrounds will
allow for youngsters to play in supervised situations, Young chil-
dren will also be able to play, under direct parental supervision,
In the centrat activites spaces, while teenagers and adults can use
the park arcas and open spaces for picnics and hiking.

Of primary importance, we believe, is the cstablishment of & per-
manent Municipal Service Office at the Town Center by the City
af Atlanta, not only for the purpuse of helping the residents with
their problems, but also to spark continuing participation by
residents in the community’s social and recreational programs,
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NATIONAL HOMES AND SUBSIDIARIES

NATIONAL HOMES CORPORATION
Lafayette, Indiana

Founded in 1840, National Homes Corporation has produced more
than 325,000 homes—far more than any other company in the world.
Through nearly three decades of growth, the company has gen-
erated mass production techniques that have enabled it to create
homes that meet state and national requirements for well below
conventional construction casta. It has now evolved a new concept
of factory-built modular components that enable the company to
camplete s new home at its site within one day.

Natlonal Homes employs more than 3,500 men and women, in
capacities encompassing the entire spectrum of housing, manu-
facturing, construction and financing.

Town House Parks

With the urgency of our nation's urban housing problems ac-
celerating each year, National Homes has directed a substantial
amount of its carporste planning and construction energies into
providing practical and immediate solutions in this feld.

The firnt hnmhle result of thh eﬂon, which combines Nnuonal
Homes' ma: th the

ning of » mm of experts in xite phnninl. urban -rchiuctunl
design, and landscaping, is to be found in Chicago at Town House
Parks Homes at the corner of 50th and Blackstone, where a group
of model low-density homes, complete with trees and landscaping,
have been erected as prototypes, and have been viewed by more
than 40,000 visitors in less than two months.

All of National Homea designs and materials have earned blanket
approval under FHA and HAA Technical Bulletin #254.

Assats

National Homes working capital at September 30, 1968 amounted
to $25,000,000. The ratio of current assets to cwrent Uabilities st
September 30, 1968, was 4.62.

Net worth of the Company at September 30, 1968 waa $43,000,000.

Ownership of the Company

Nationa! Homes Corporation is & publicly-held company, Its stock
is listed on the Midwest Stock Exchange. No individual share.
holder owns more 10 per cent of the outstanding common
stock. Holdings ‘of the Price family represent 21 per cent of the
ahares.

Corporate Structure

The parent company has its general offices and maln plant at
Lafayette, Indlans, and divisional operations at Horscheads, New
York, and Tyler, Texas. Its manufacturing subsidiaries are: Knox
Homes Corporation, Thamson, Georgia; W. G. Best Homes Cor-
poration, Effingham, Illinots; Lesco Homes Inc., Martinsville, Va;
and Sporteraft Mobile Homes, Inc., Clearwater, Florids. The com-
pany also owns and operates a cabinet plant st New Albany,
Indians,

Directors
Jaurs R. Puce, Chairman Juuaw Kism, Chairman
Rocea D, Bramiarx, Governor Kiser, Cobn and Stuumaker
State of Indlana

. Puwx McKoorr, Chairman
B, Waacx Erars American Fletchr National Bank

tired Treasurer & Trust Company
E. L Dupont de Nemours
& o, Inc.
Geoecx E. Puica, President

Fraxx P. Fuvmw, Je, President  National Homes Corporation
National Homes Acceptance
Corporation

Micmazt T. Ricxs, Partner
Letext R, Gronnaiar, Jn. Stuart, Branigin, Ricks and
Rodman & Renshaw Shilling

0. C. Gaxrves
Realtor and Builder

Eaxt H. Krrmounor Purdue Research Foundation
General Contractor

Da, Armon M. Wiz
Special Assistant to the Pregident
First National Bank of Chicago Indiana University

NATIONAL HOMES ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION
Lafayette, Indiana
NHAC, meddlehwm‘ohnkzr'hdﬂmdﬁ:;,.mvdda

family,
multi-family, and commercial projects throughout the country. It
has consistently given qualified borrowers access to mortgage
financing, no matter how tight the existing money conditions.
Founded in 1847 to see that no National Homes profect would
Iack financing, National Homes Ampum Corporation and Its
wholly owned insurance service
300 investors with more than 70,000 manngu at n total value
of over $700,000,000.
This servicing requires NHAC to collect the borrowers’ monthly
payment, pay the principal and interest to the investor and main-
tain escrow mccounts—for payment of taxes and insurance due on
the property.
To maintain accurate and readily accessible records of the thou-
sands of loans, NHAC utilizes the most advanced electronic data
processing equipment,

A wholly owned subsidisry of Natioral Homes, NHAC has its'

headquarters in Lafsyette. Regional cfficer are located at: Orlando,
Florida; Jacksonville, Florida; New Orleans, Louisiana; Atlanta,
Georgia; Columbia, South Carolins; Loulsville, Kentucky; Martins-
ville, Virginia; Kansas City, Missouri; Columbus, Ohio; Detrolt,
Michigan. Branch offices are located at: Davenport, lows; Joliet,
Iilinois; Danville, Illinois; East St Louls, Illinois; Gary, Indiana;
Indianapolis, Indisna; Toledo, Ohio; Dayton, Ohio; Warren, Ohio;
Cleveland, Ohio.

NATIONAL HOMES CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION
Lafayette, Indiana

A wholly owned subsidlary of National Homes Corporation, Na-
tiorial Homes Construction will build more than 1,100 singls family
homes in 1968, and has plans for increased production in 1969.
NHCC's 18 building operstions include locations in Cobb, De Kalb,
Clayton and Fulten Counties in the Atlanta, Georgis area.
National Homes Construction's pattern of nvvn.h clearly hdl(:!n
Increased in the dt)-famil,

and schools, as evidenced by the

of buainess the company has contracted for in these fields in ma
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PLANNERS’ TEAM

Prefesser James W. Whitehead, B.A; MAA; M.SW.
Sociological Consultant

i, Flos
Masters Theses:

TM thvo Popuhl(om of Athnu, Admh Unxvemty, August
1958. A ip! Aml of the Stru:tun and

Process of Germa

School of Social Wovk Atlanta Unlverll&y, May 1960,

As Executive Director of the Greater Miami Urban League (1862-
1984), Professor Whitshead's duties included agency supervision of

programs in housing, employment, education and health and welfare
service.,

Working with the Intergroup Relations Department of the Dade
County Renewal Agency (1964-1967). Professor Whitehead had
direct responsibility for social service programs, intergroup rela-
tions, and special relocation problems. He maintained close liaison
weith leadership in the Negro community for the purpose of keeping
Negro leaders informed of project developments while working
toward successful execution of the Urban Renewal Program. His
responsibilities during this period also included planning and relo-
cation services for families displaced by all forms of governmental
action. In this capacity he also conducted site occupant and housing
resources surveys. He also coordinated activities with the local
Housing Authority and with all governmental agencies contemplat-
ing displacement of families.

Kenneth Treister, A.LA.

Architectural & Urban Design Concept
Miami, Florida

In addition to designing many residences featured in national
media, Mr, Treister has been sctive in the institutional field. He
has designed a Municipal Park for the City of Miami, and two ele-
mentary achools for the Dade County School Board, one of which
received recognition in Nation's Schocls and several other national
publications.

Commercial work includes many professionsl, medical, general
affice buildings, hotels, and condominiums.

As Chairman of the City of Miami's Citizen's Advisory Committee
in 1965, 1966 and 1967, Mr. Treister has been -cuve in lu.\d.\ng the

Community Renewal Plan. As the architect for the Elizabeth Vir-
rick Village for the City of Miami, Mr. Treister not only was the
architect for the facilities, but designed » long range sociological
program for the upgrac slum area in Miami's Coconut
Grove area, which has served as a model for community develop-
ment. This project received a Gold Medal Housing Award from
NAHRO.

Mr, Treister's experience in low cost urban housing with the
Housing Corporation of America Turnkey Program qualifies him as
one of the nation's most authoritative architects in this field.

Edward D. Stone, Jr. & Associates

Site Planners and Landscape Architects
New York, New York; Ft. Lauderdale, Florida

Edward Stone, Jr. & i has enjoyed a d inter-
national reputation for projects ranging in scope from detailed site
and landscape development, to comprehensive master planning and
design for educational institutions and urban areas.

The firm's creative ing team is comprised of architects, land-
scape architects, civil engineers, ecologists, and apecialists in related
fields.

A random sampling of the company's projects would include:
Governmental and Civic Projects: New York Civie Cenur New
York, N.Y,; National Arboretum Entrance, Washington, D. lorth
Carolina Legislative Building, Raleigh, North c.mnm ‘United
States Embassy in New Delhi, Ambassador's Residence, Auxiliary
Office Building and Staff Quarters, New Delhi, Irdia; Electronic
Research Center, National Aeronautical Spuce Administration, Bos-
ton, Massachusetts; State Office Building Complex, Providence,
Rhode Island; President’s Palace and Secretariat Complex, Islama-
bad, Pakistan; United States Post Office, Washington,

Center, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, California;
New York Institute of Technology, Old Westbury, Long Island,
N.Y.; Peabody Institute, Baltimore, Maryland; Dormitery Complex,
University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky; Nova University,
Fon huderdn]e. Florida; Pakistan Institute of Nuclear Science and

Pakistan; University of Islama.

hld Pakistan.

Museums and Expositions: Inter-American Trade and Cultural
Center (INTERAMA), Miami, Florids; Jutimar Farm Exhibit, New
York World's Fair, 1964-1965, Flushing Meadow, New York; Museo
de Arte de Ponce, Ponce, Puerto Rico.

Commercial Projects: Bank of America, Salinas, California; General
Motors Building, New York, N.Y.; Pepsico Corporate Headquarters,
Harrison, New York

2 and Sub-Divisions: Town Plaza Apart-
ments, Lubbock and Midland, Texas—Roswell, New Mexico; Hous-
ing for the Elderly. Miami Florida; Nassau View Apartments,
Nassau, Bahamas, B.W.

Kendree and Shepherd Planning Consultants
New York
Charles C. Shepherd, AIP, Partner-in-charge.

Kendree and Shepherd Planning Consultants was organized in

1955 in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, The firm now employs approxi-

mately fifty personnel, the majority of whom have degrees and ex-

perience in City Planning, Landscape A

Engineering, and oﬂ\er phnmn( related backgrounds including
Economics and Soci

The firm currently maintains offices in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh,

Hospitals: Valley General Hospital, Renton, i Armed
Forces Institute D. Medi-
cal Center, Palm Desert, Clufnrnh

Parkas: Las Piedrecitas, Managua, Nicaragua; Walt Whitman Park,
‘Washington, D.C.; Rinconada Park, Palo Alto, California.

Cultural Centers; John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts,
Washington, D.C; Garden State Arts Center, Woodbridge, New
Jersey.

Highway Beautification: Baltimore-Washington Parkway, D.C. Line

to South Dakots Ave, Washington, D.C.; Rock Creek Parkway
(Relocation), Washington, DC.

city's policies concerning slum clearance and reha-
bilitation; advising the city on the proposed Urban Renewal Pro-
gram; and advising the City's Planning Department concerning the

ions: Alaska Methodist University, Anchorage,
Alaska; State University of New York at Albany, Albany, New
York; Brooklyn College, Brooklyn, New York; Von KleinSmid-

Newark, Delsware; Jamestown, New York, and
Miami, Florida. Previous offices included Ponce, Puerto Rico and
Frankfurt, Germany.

Kendree and Shepherd Planning Consultants provide a wide range
of services including Master Planning, Urban Renewal and Housing
Consulting, Site Planning and Site Location Studies, Economic
Feasibility Studies, and Campus and Military Facility Planning.
The firm has been Consultant on Urban Renewal and Housing pro-
grama to over 250 communities mcludmg many mx)or cities such as

and Cheste: District of
Colu.mbll. Chicago; W:.lmm;tun Dehwne, Roanoke, Virginia;
Camden and Trenton, New Jersey; and Ponce, Puerto Rico. The
firm has also served as Consultant to several major carporations
who are primarily engaged in the provision of housing both in the
United States and abroad.
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 COMPARABLE PROJECTS

National Homes Has 7000 Urban Housing Units Now In Process

The following list of current low income housing projects shows the scope of National Homes’ commit.
ment to housing our urban population. The projects listed are being constructed with National Homes'

£ are being d by National Homes Construction Corporation, and
(in most cases) are being financed by National Homes Acceptance Corporation.

Chicago, Iltinois Nowark, New Jorsey Rochestsr, New York

National Homes is completing the first 100 units
of a series of Town House Parks to be con-
structed for the Chicago Dwelling Association,
and which will ultimately encompass some 2,000
units.

Indianapolis, Indiana

One of the first Public Housing Tumkey Proj-
ects in the country, Salem Village, is nearing
completion, 250 units,

Planning and zoning for a Planned Unit Devel-
opment covering a 160 acre tract, complete with
schools and convenience shopping, are nearing
completion. 1,500 units.

Lafayette, Indiana

The financing for a moderate income rental
project on & nine-acre parcel in Nationa! Homes
totally planned community, Vinton Highlands,
is being procexsed through FHA. 162 units.

Under the auspices of the Prudential Insurance
Company, National Homes Corporation is erect-
ing a demonstration Town House Park. We are
site planning a 7 acre Urban Renewal Site, and
eventually expect to develop 100 acres in the
City of Newark. 2,500 units (estimated).

Eimira, New York

National Homes has been named as the Pre-
ferred Redeveloper on 12 acres of residential
land in the Heritage Park Urban Renewal Area.
This will be a moderate income cooperative

d by the Foundation for C i
Housing. 210 units.

Detroit, Michigan

National Homes is one of five manufacturers
erecting demonstration projects for the Metro-
politan Detroit Citizens Development Authority.
First prize: 800 units; second prize: 200 units.

A 221 (d) (3) Below Market Interest Rate
project is nearing completion under the spon-
sorship of the Metropolitan Rochester Founda-
tion, 101 units.

A second project is now under way for Metro-
politan Rochester Foundation. These units will
be leased to the Rochester Housing Authority.
T4 unita, .

Durham, North Carclins

. Canstruction is under way on a turnkey project
of single family homes for the Durham Housing
Authority. 77 units.

Atlanta, Georgis

National Homes Construction Corporation is
winding up construction of 60 single family
homes in the Thomasville Urban Renewal Area,
adjacent to the parcels covered in the proposal.
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Chairman Borring. Our next witness will be Mr. Richard H. Rosen,
President of Urban Systems, Inc., of Boston, Mass.

Mr. Rosen, we are glad to have you with us and grateful that youn
came, and you may proceed as you wish.

STATEMENT OF RICHARD H. ROSEN, PRESIDENT, URBAN SYSTEMS,
INC., BOSTON, MASS.

Mr. Rosen. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I think before beginning my opening remarks, I would like to refer
in part to some of the comments that Congressman Reuss made earlier
in his questions to the other gentiemen.

It is my experience that there are a number of confusions which miti-
gate against sensible analysis of the entire urban problem, especially
with respect to housing. The first of these is a complete misunderstand-
ing of the whole concept of economies of scale. In this respect I would
like to refer to the point which Congressman Reuss made and to at-

" tempt to attribute the areas of potential economy to their actual source
and to refer perhaps even more specifically to the question that he
raised with regard to single-family homes.

First, it seems to me that economies of scale can be derived from three
sources. The first source is just a pure economy owing to quantity pur-
chasing power. If you go the General Electric Co. small appliance or
housing appliance division and say I will buy that production run for
a given period of time, you will probably enjoy a substantial cost sav-
ings. Everyone likes a reduction in uncertainty and everyone likes to
operate at an optimum level of production. The general efficiency of
the large single family homebuilders in the United States whose costs
range from my experience between 6 and 11 dollars a square foot for
pretty damn good housing is significantly due to their ability to enjoy
mass purchasing economies.

I did not have an opportunity to read the testimony that the gentle-
man that you had here from Levitt gave, but I have enough personal
experience with Levitt and other individual homebuilders to recognize
that at least half of any possible economies derive from that effect
specifically.

Secondly, I think that the single-family homebuilding industry, the
large builders éI am not talking about the 106,000 small homebuilders
in the United States, most of whom build fewer than 15 or 20 houses),
like Levitt, like Ryan Homes, like some of the others who enjoy sub-
stantial managerial efficiency largely as a function of being able to af-
ford professional management in terms of job organization. It is clear
that professional management is really the second source of saving
independent of any particular technology.

Now, to the extent that a particular technology might enhance that
saving, it can be of real interest. I think from some of the remarks that
appear in your own documents of this committee of the A pril proceed-

| ing and certainly in what has been published in the literature in general
| that the opportunity for cost saving in systems per se as opposed to job
| %rg?fnlzation and material supply are a function of the size of the job
itself.
. What T am going to say here in the next few minutes is really an
indictment of potential large-scale building systems development in
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ing rules, so that where land is cheap, generally speaking, density is
United States. It will be a description of natural mefliciencies owing
to very primitive industrial organization of the housing industry in
this country.

I also would like to preface my opening remarks with a feeling
that there is not going to be any real housing industry in the Unite,
States unless we do something about stabilizing that industry from
interest rate fluctuation. I think that the cyclical variability which
affects construction in general and housing in particular causes such a
high level of instability in the industry that it makes it almost im-
possible for any kind of managerial overhead to be developed sensibly.

Representative Borring. May I interrupt you at that point to get
your suggestions as to what kind of things should be done, what type
of approach should be used to insulate the housing market from the
cyclical impact of interest?

Mr. Rosen. OK. Well, one opportunity might be for the Govern-
ment to produce essentially a housing bank which would agree to pur-
chase a certain number of housing units each year above and beyond
some given average number, and I am not specifically sure now that
formula could be determined off the top of my head. But it seems to
me that there is an opportunity in that respect to insulate the industry.

I think a second way is to provide some capital security. One of the
problems that Mr. Price referred to which I also refer to in the
testimony that I shall deliver here, is the problem of land acquisition.
It is clear to me that you are not going to get any extensive large-
scale development in the United States unless in one way or another
we make it easier for developers to assemble parcels of land large
enough to develop economies on site. There is a natural reticence on the
part of any developer, who tends to be capital poor under the present
structure of the housing industry, to make these kinds of investments.
Essentially the problem of the job of land assembly is largely one of
option trading as a means of essentially minimizing capital require-
ments. What this shortage of land does is to present so much instability
to developers that they have no opportunity to make manufacturing
investments per se which might in effect lead to the adoption of a
particular industrialized system.

Representative BorrLing. Again, do you have an idea as to what kind
of approach?

Mr. Rosen. There is a lot of talk, about air rights for example, but
it seems to me that a large number of potential sites in the future in
urban areas are going to be air-right sites, and there is no real
mechanism in many places to use these sites. Where these mechanisms
exist they are in the hands of municipal authorities or quasi-public
bodies or perhaps under the jurisdiction of the bureau of public roads
or the State departments of public works or what not. It seems to
me that all the air rights ought to be in the public domain because
they are fundamentally a puglic good, and there should be some ra-
tional way of distributing these air rights to the public. I think that is
one source of potential sites and I think that that is a real source which
could be relatively insulated against any speculative uncertainty that
is generally associated with land prices.

‘When I conceived of viewing housing as a production process, really
finds that the cost of land in any one area is directly a function of zon-
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ing rules, so that where land is cheap, generally speaking, density is
low. Where land is high, density is high. I did a study a year ago for
the New York State Urban Development Corp. which looked spe-
cifically at opportunities for site development in Metropolitan New
York and I found that the economic theory which says that prices
should be equated at the margin for land of given use was in fact
true if you just translated the density differences existing in one part
of Metropolitan New York to another. So that there really was no ef-
fective difference in land zoned for one purpose in Metropolitan Man-
hattan, the Bronx, all the way out, 50 or 75 miles on Long Island and
up mto Westchester County. I think this is very interesting because it
effectively confirms that the change in land prices is a function of the
change in rules associated with the use of the land itself.

Now, with respect to one other thought I have as far as specific recom-
mendations are concerned, it is my experience, again as a result of deal-
ing with a large number of our clients, who represent several of the
major corporations of this country, the prime inability, or the prime
lack of willingness on the part of companies or firms to adopt new tech-
nology is that there is a high level of uncertainty associated with it,
and managers of large-scale institutions are risk adverse. To the extent
that they are risk adverse that means that any potential saving which
might accrue as a result of the use of an industrialized technology must
be substantial (it has to represent a substantial saving, maybe 30, 40,
or 50 percent) before any manager in a large-scale institution is going
to risk his job for the sponsorship of that system.

Now it 1s clear from the European experience that these savings
will not be much more than 20 to 30 percent, perhaps 35 percent, once
well developed. Well, once developed in the case of the European
system has meant for example in the Czech situation 15 or 20 years
and in some of the other situations 10 or 15 years. So it is unlikely that
you are going to get any natural adoption by companies of industrial-
1zed systems, given the relationship between risk and uncertainty and
the relative level of available cost savings with respect to the time
period required for its realization. .

I can allude specifically to a very large client of ours who is faced
with this dilemma right now. They will, I am sure, enter the housing
industry not with a true system per se so much as they will enter the
industry with their managerial capability and financial resources, be-
cause with 8.5 percent, 9.5 percent 1nterest, the ability to offer all kinds
of innovative financing gives one a substantial comparative advantage
over someone who certainly has no access to that kind of financing.

Well, with those few statements in mind, I would like to introduce
myself, perhaps a little bit more formally, and say a couple of things
with respect to what I feel is a sensible way of viewing the housing
problem in terms of formulating useful public policy.

I have the good fortune to work along with John Collins, who was
mayor of Boston and had some success in rehabilitating the city of
Boston when he was employed in that responsibility. As you know,
he is now associated with MIT and is chairman of the board and very
active in the management of our company. In addition to my duties as
president of Urban Systems, I also teach at Harvard University.

When I conceived of viewing housing as a production process, really
as a means of developing sensible policies to encourage the adoption
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of technology in housing, I noted that there were two ways to generate
improvement and efficiency. The first was to change the relationship
of inputs—capital, labor, and materials—while the second was to
determine the constraints which operate on the production process and
develop ways and means of relaxing these constraints so as to effect
an increase In output and a decrease in cost.

I discarded the first, a purely technological view of the problem, as
being inadequate because housing is much less a problem of technology
than it is a social process. Many people ask why we can employ tech-
nological resources and systems analysis to get us to the moon in a
relatively short period of time and cannot similarly apply these
resources to the problem of efficiently housing the people of the
United States.

The constraints on the moon flight were almost exclusively resource
restraints: money and trained personnel. Economists have known for
a long time that an increase of resources in a narticular area will
relatively quickly develop the required technologically competent
people to earn the high wages.

Improvements in the housing process do not depend on the commit-
ment of resources alone. They depend on the ability of the Govern-
ment to provide sufficient incentives along with the required resources
to encourage the people who comprise the political and social institu-
tions, whose behavior constrains efficient housing, to change their
actions to those which will enhance efficient housing development. And
I think we have some models for these to which we can refer. I think
that given our specific objective here of really reorganizing the in-
dustry, allowing the industry to operate within a market context and
efficiency basis, that we really have to look almost completely to a
system of public policy which examines the incentives that are opened
to the various parts of that particular industry.

I feel that analysis of housing must proceed from the constraints
that impede the production of low-cost housing and inhibit the devel-
opment and application of technology to improve efficiency. At this
point I might say that if there were so many opportunities for tremen-
dous cost saving, at least a few of the 106,000 firms who make up the
homebuilding industry in America would be smart enough to realize
that there were these improvements in efficiency possible. Given a
number of reasonably intelligent and perceptive people believing that
these improvements do exist and finding evidence that there are oppor-
tunities for cost saving, one must look almost exclusively to the
constraints which impede their adoption and hope to develop the
incentives to relax those constraints.

Now the constraints to which I will refer not only impede produc-
tion and inhibit technological progress, they also act for the substantial
variability of the cost of various aspects of the housing process because
of their local character. In the course of this testimony I will refer to
the impact of the very local nature of housing in many respects and
what it does to one if one is really concerned with industriahizing that
process and in what the trade-offs are both from a policy and an in-
stitutional basis.

The work that we have done over the past several years has iden-
tified nine constraints as crucial. The first is industrial organization
of the housing industry which I have mentioned in some of my earlier
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remarks. The second, and a very important constraint, is the inability
to interpret sensibly the preferences and behavior of potential home-
buyers and users. We do not deal very well with obvious preferences of
people. In Kansas City, for example, there is a housing project which
is a model for the benefits of homeownership, one that was established
by the Reynolds Co. It sits adjacent to one of the most difficult public
housing projects in America. And yet at the same time the people who
live in the Reynolds project are model citizens, although they are
for all intents and purposes not very different from those who dwell
in the public housing project. I argue that because of the homeowner
opportunity, this particular project, the Reynolds project, provides
a substantial change in the behavior of persons.

It is clear on the one hand that we do not bother to deal with the
fundamental preference, homeownership, in any kind of useful way,
but beyond that, we do not deal with any of the other preferences.
We do not really know whether people want a lot of variability in the
architectural exterior or whether they want a low rent as a function
of low variability. We do not know, for example, whether or not
people who live in houses want cheap furniture as part of the housing
opportunity as opposed to paying substantially high costs for non-
massed-produced furniture and have substantially higher interest rates
on that kind of furniture purchases, for example, than presently accrue
to housing even though there are high-interest rates for mortgages.

The third constraint, which I have mentioned before, is the problem
of the multiplicity of ownership of available sites and the problem
of site assemEly, and I think you are all sufficiently familiar with that
so I will dispense with any additional remarks in that respect.

The fourth is the inability of the design profession to deal with
building technology on a performance basis and similarly provides 2
substantial constraint. I have recently had an opportunity to work once’
again with a dozen of the leading architectural firms in the United
States on a major project. It is completely clear to me that the present
training of architects precludes their being able to work in any kind
of a useful fashion with a systems approach to building. They have
no sympathy with it. They have no rewards and they have no incen-
tives to participate in this particular respect.

I also want to remark in the next few minutes about the fifth con-
straint, inefficiencies of the housing marketplace itself. I think the
fact that there are diverse preferences, and that there are a large
number of housing consumers, and that their needs are not uniform,
make it very difficult to use a truly rigid system in any American urban
area. Some research which I have been conducting with some of my
colleagues at Harvard this past year revealed explicitly the dimen-
sions of the problem of industrialized housing in typical metropolitan
areas. Mr. Price’s comments that there are only really two markets
in the United States that lend themselves naturally to industrialized
housing I think is a very accurate one, because in Boston, for example,
where the number of housing starts per year is 10,000 to 15,000 a sen-
sible size factory to provide an optimum level of production would
need to produce roughly in the vicinity of 2,000 to 4,000 units on the
basis of the European experience. It 1s highly unlikely that one out
of five housing buyers is willing to live in the same type of structural
entity. So then we are talking about a suboptimization in terms of the
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available systems alternatives that we might derive from the Euro-
peans. With the exception of such places as New York, and possibly
Chicago, and possibly the opportunities which might be provided by
either new towns or new towns in form, few markets for truly
industrialized systems exist.

Federal and local government rules and regulations, the sixth con-
straint, are often talked about by people in the housing business as
being a major disincentive to the efficient adoption of any new
technology.

It is clear to me that the plethora of rules and regulations that char-
acterize FHA processing is, in fact, a disincentive to any individual
entrepreneur. It is almost a hopeless situation to proceed sensibl
through these unless the proceeding leads to a major subsidy whic
allows a substantial profit for you and provides a sufficient incentive
to put up with much of the trouble that is involved with that particular
process.

But I think that there has been substantial development in terms
of building codes, although less in terms of zoning codes which
largely will in the next few years, I think, just by natural pressures
and general community awareness mitigate against the inefficiencies
of restrictive building codes.

But more particularly, I don’t know how we are going to get
around the individual action taken by enforcers of building codes
who may enforce the code independently of the way the code 1s writ-
ten in a particular situation, and this is an individual problem that
probably wasn’t faced when you went to the moon; nobody said, you
can’t land here. There wasn’t anybody there to preclude such an
arrival.

But there are, in fact, many people who interpret the rules and
regulations in a way that is less than clear in terms of their original
infent.

Now the seventh constraint, environmental considerations, is im-
portant because I think that on the one hand we are concerned with -
the clean and desirable environment, on the other we are unaware
sometimes of what costs that will produce.

Restrictive work practices and financing provide the eighth and
ninth constraints. What I would do, rather than read these remarks,
is have the statement included in the record, if that is convenient,
and answer your questions about any of these particular areas.

Representative BoLrLing. That will be done. The full statement will
be included in the record.

(The complete prepared statement of Mr. Rosen, above referred
to, follows:)

PREPARED STATEMENT OF RICHARD H. ROSEN

My name is Richard H. Rosen. I am president of Urban Systems, Inc., a
corporation which I manage along with John F. Collins, former mayor of Boston
and now distinguished professor of urban affairs at the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology. In addition to my present duties, I also teach at Harvard
University.

When I conceived of viewing housing as a production process, as a means of
developing sensible policies to encourage the adoption of technology in housing,
I noted that there were two ways to generate improvement and efficiency. The
first was to change the relationship of inputs (capital, labor, and materials),
while the second was to determine the constraints which operate on the pro-
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duction process and develop ways and means of relaxing these constraints so
as to effect an increase in output and a decrease in cost.

I discarded the first, a purely technological view of the problem, as being
inadequate because housing is much less a problem of technology than it is a
social process. Many people ask why we can employ technological resources and
systems analysis to get us to the moon in a relatively short period of time and
cannot similarly apply these resources to the problem of efficiently housing the
people of the United States.

The constraints on the moon flight were almost exclusively resources con-
straints: money and trained personnel. Economists have known for a long time
that an increase of resources in a particular area will relatively quickly develop
the required technologically competent people to earn the high wages.

Improvements in the housing process do not depend on the commitment of
resources alone. They depend on the ability of the government to provide suffi-
cient incentives along with the required resources to encourage the people who
comprise the political and social institutions, whose behavior constrains efficient
housing, to change their actions to those which will enhance efficient housing
development. .

HousING DEVELOPMENTS CONSTRAINTS AND INCENTIVES

Analysis of housing must proceed from the constraints that impede the pro-
duction of low-cost housing and inhibit the development and application of
technology to improve efficiency. These constraints not only impede production
and inhibit technological progress, they also account for the substantial
variability of the costs of various aspects of the housing process because of their
local character. These constraints include, but are not limited to:

1. Industrial organization of the housing industry ;

2. The inability to interpret the preference and behavior of home users;

8. The multiplicity of ownership of available sites;

4. The inability of the design profession to deal with building technology on
a performance basis;

5. The inefficiency of the marketplace;

6. Federal and local government rules and regulations;

7. Environmental considerations;

8. Restrictive work practices;

9. Financing.

Some of these constraints are more readily relaxed than others, but no
changes happen accidentally. Either the natural processes of economic growth
provide appropriate incentives for the industry to change its methods, or these
incentives must be implanted from outside. The appropriate incentives do not
exist at present, so it falls to the national government, particularly to HUD, to
formulate and implement an appropriate incentive system. In place of disin-
centives like the relatively low returns at high risks that now face potential
mortgage lenders for low-income ghetto housing, the long pay-out periods, the
uncertain and highly cyclical demands for construction, a set of positive in-
centives to progress is the order of the day.

I. Industrial organization of the housing industry
The inability of the housing industry as presently organized to develop,

" modify, and accept for regular use sensible technological innovations is limited

by the scarcity of trained managers who elect housing as a career. The high level
of instability in the construction industry in general and in the housing industry
in particular is derived directly from the use of monetary as opposed to financal
policy as a means of regulating the economy. This high level of instability has
made it necessary for firms to minimize their fixed overhead with the obvious
consequences that little or no technical staff capability has been developed in
the industry, except where the demand for housing has been somewhat isolated
on an individual or regional basis.

The report of this committee issued in April of this year suggests clearly why
few home builders have adopted building systems as a means of lowering their
costs of production. Most building systems derive economies when the scale of
the project itself is large. In particular, your report points out that unless a
project consists of four or more floors, conventional construction is likely to be
no more expensive than systems construction. Since most home builders erect
low-rise housing, their actions are obviously prudent and sensible.
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The few large-scale home builders who have derived economies of scale have
done so as a result of their ability to purchase ithe required inputs for housing
!}t low costs and to schedule the delivery and allocation of resources on the job
in as .eﬂicient a manner as possible. These firms, such as Ryan Homes, Levitt,
Schmidt Bros., and others, derive managerial as opposed to production economy.
Ma?y home builders, for the reasons mentioned above, are unable to obtain these
savings.

What this committee should be concerned with is not so much the present
o_rganization of the construction of the industry, but its likely future organiza-
tion as a result of having to satisfy the housing needs of the American city. It
is clear in this respect that much of the new housing which will be built in urban
areas will be higher rather than lower in density, and in addition, it is likely
In many respects, on the basis of cost considerations alone, to be high-rise. High-
rise technologies lend themselves nicely to the use of building systems and, in fact,
experiences in other countries clearly show that systems may be obtained where
they are employed for these purposes.

What then must be asked is whether the present organization of the industry
is capable of accepting technological innovation and whether or not it is likely
that these innovations will develop the desired result of low-cost construction. At
present all the incentives for efficient performance in this business have rested
with the development of technological innovation, and this has been largely
isolated against high costs; and in fact, in large part, there has been incentive
to spend the maximum mortgageable amount as a result of the fee structure
employed by the Department of Housing and Urban Development. It is clear that
one of the first serious examinations of the present systems of incentives and
disincentives should occur with respect to the role of the developer.

In no sense do I mean to minimize the importance of this responsibility, nor to
suggest that developers should not be well compensated. What I mean explicitly
is that the system for compensation of developers should not impose on them
incentives which are in the absolute worst interest of the public at large. De-
- velopers should share the benefits of cost-saving and pay the price of higher costs
than-are necessary to satisfy the requirements of the marketplace. .

The appeal of the mobile home is its low cost, and is evidence of the fact that
if a low-cost alternative is available, the market will accept it. This does not
mean, however, that low-cost housing should be confined to low-income groups.
What it does mean is that the public at large should have the opportunity to
benefit from cost saving and to economize on housing as they see fit. The present
organization of the housing industry mitigates to some extent against heterogene-
ous demand for housing in a particular area. High-cost housing clearly keeps
out poor families. Low-cost housing may let in many middle or upper income
persons. Most private development reflects the general pattern of income segre-
gation in housing. There must be an incentive developed to insure that develop-
ers do not continue this practice when it may be avoidable. At present there
are few opportunities for profitable development on industrialized building sys-
tems. The experience of the prefabrication industry over the past several years
illustrates this in their low rates of return. Efficient industrialization of housing
requires large and continuous production. At present the market is not yet
organized to encourage firms to make investments in these systems. It is
clear that unless firms begin to make investments in these systems that the
national housing goals will not be satisfied. So the question then becomes, “How
and in what way can an incentive plan be developed which will encourage
firms to invest in these systems.” The behavior of the members of most large
organizations suggests that if risks were minimized (i.e. the level of uncertainty
associated with acceptance of a system of production) that members might
be interested in sponsoring investments. A measure of business-risk insurance is
needed, unless the profit opportunities in this area become more clearly indicated.

II. The inability to interpret the preferences and behavior of home users

Housing developers are at a complete loss when asked to comment on the trade-
offs perceived by potential housing consumers between an amenity or group of
amenities and lower or higher rental levels. No well established procedure for
determining the preferences of potential inhabitants of housing exists. There
are several reasons for this.

First, anybody who has built low cost housing has had no trouble renting
it as a result of the condition of the housing stock in American urban areas.
When people have little, what is clean and new will be very highly valued over
that which is filthy and old. In the future, however, it will be very important.




to be able to sensibly make these determinations, as the features that are
or are not included in housing will determine its rental level on the one hand
and the cost to the community who provide public services on the other. In this
respect, what I am suggesting is that the users of housing are not only the
residents of the units themselves, but also include neighbors and other citizens
of the community at large.

User analysis then should include the mechanisms for evaluating individual
demands as well as the means of understanding how and in what way the
cost of community operation can be affected by the decision of the developer.
With respect to the former, the present practice of not reimbursing developers
for analyses of this type should be discontinued and a mechanism for perform-
ing these analyses in particular market areas should be developed. Under no
circumstances do I mean to suggest that wholesale interviewing should begin
immediately. There are innumerable technical difficulties associated with ob-
taining useful information of this type and these must be dealt with first before
any regular program can be sponsored.

Another very important aspect of this constraint is the present inability to
involve useful members of the community in the management and operation
of real estate and construction. There is a shortage of skilled persons from
the various minority groups of concern to policy makers who have the required
training to become contractors, developers, or real estate managers. Some formal .
mechanism is necessary here in order to involve them meaningfully in the
process. Large developers and contractors should be encouraged, as some have
already done on a regular basis, to train ghetto residents in these skills.

III. The multiplicity of ownership of available sites

The scarcity and multiplicity of ownership of available sites for large-scale
industrialized housing projects imposes a substantial constraint on the willing-
ness of anyone to invest heavily in industrialized building factories. For efficient .
operation, a building systems factory must be able to produce several thousand
units per year. Few American cities have available appropriately zoned sites for
a sufficient production schedule which would permit the operator of the factory:
to write down his investment. As a result, when a building system is considered
for a particular project, frequently the entire fixed cost is allocated to the
single project with the obvious consequence that the building system appears
to be more expensive than the conventional construction. If large-scale housing
is to be developed in American cities, much of the speculative uncertainty asso-
ciated with land must be eliminated. Here, either the federal or state govern-
ments will have to play a role, for only they can offer a sufficient commitment
to a prospective housing factory building that a given number of sites will be
available over a given time period.

IV. The inability of the design profession to deal with building technology on @
performance basis

Architects, at present, do not obtain the requisite training which would permit
them to sustain a system of any type in terms of its performance characteristics.
Recently, I have had the opportunity to work with a number of technically
competent and professionally respected architects employed by large and small
architectural firms. This experience confirmed the view which many of our
staff have had with respect to the barrier imposed by conventional architectural
training on the efficient analysis of prospective building systems. An architect de-
rives no personal reward from the creation of a building system. In fact, it involves
a substantial increase in his normal work load without a likely contribution
to his professional reputation as determined by his peers.

Building systems already developed offer the architect routine work. Those
yet to be developed offer him only higher operating costs. Together with his
predilection for individualism and his lack of analytical capability in a systems
sense, these factors make his participation at present difficult, if not negatively
useful. Now architects build few of the homes in America. The bad design in
housing in many suburban areas has been attributed to this lack of involvement.
But by the same token, the private home builder, when he has been able to
organize, has constructed the lowest cost housing units in the country.

The technological requirements imposed by higher density will mitigate at
least initially in favor of the participation of architects and other professionals,
unless this participation involves competent persons who will continue the
present high cost of “architect designed” construction. The inherent monotony
of a building system must be dealt with, but in so doing, efficient operation
must not be lost.
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V. The inefficiency of the marketplace

From the siandpoint of industrialized housing, the marketplace is inefficient
in that demand is not homogeneous. Ideally, from the standpoint of cost minimi-
zation, everyone should be willing to live in the same type of structure. This
would promote the maximum level of purchasing economies and technological
efficiencies. It is completely clear, however, that people wish to individualize
their homes, and unless the cost savings which could be offered to them were
enormous, it is unlikely that this individualization would be sacrificed.

Additiorally, the demand for housing is structurally diverse in that the
requirements of young persons differ from the elderly, those of large families
differ from small, and certain ethnic groups may wish special features to be
included in the structure itself. By the time one gets through chopping up the
housing market into all its relevant pieces, one finds that the number of housing
units in demand in any particular metropolitan area for which any given tech-
nology is applicable may be below the minimum efficient size for a production
facility. :

The planning economists need not worry about this problem, as they can
legislate the available housing stock. Once again some incentive must be devel-
oped to encourage people to give up structural individuality, perhaps. An ex-
change for individualized interiors for the low cost factor might provide a suffi-
cient incentive, :and this is likely to affect a behavior change.

Other remaining constraints

The remaining constraints, government rules and regulations, environmental
considerations, restrictive work practices, and financial institutions have been
discussed elsewhere by myself and others concerned with the housing process.
Most of these problems seem to be working themselves out.

iLabor unions in many places have a commitment to participation in improving
the efficiency of the housing process. Here, the incentive is more jobs and higher
wages. Few union men in construction are unemployed in America today. A
substantial increase in the number of housing units built especially when many
of them will be constructed in urban areas, will increase union membership
and union wages far beyond any time loss as a result of productivity changes.

The Department of Housing and Urban Development has begun to encourage
communities to shift to performance codes. If they are intelligently developed,
these will substantially alleviate many of the difficulties created by local rules.
Environmental considerations both add to and decrease cost of housing. Pollu-
tion control provides an example of the former, while increased densities are an
example of the latter. Peoples’ standards for environmental quality changes
their preferences. Where it is important to housing low-income families, zoning
changes can be effected. Where there is hostility to the persons of low-income
families, densities will not be reduced without changes in the law.

The last constraint with which I deal is the financing of proposed housing
construction. Low-income families have lately been unable to live in new housing
in urban areas, except when there was a commitment to produce cheap housing,
such as the tenements of New York that provided housing to immigrants and
workers. At present, there is no incentive to build housing which low-income
families can afford unless the development is effected by some form of subsidy.
Even with efficient operation of building systems, subsidy will be required. If
it i3 a matter of public policy to house low-income families in new housing, then
subsidies will have to be substantially increased in order to encourage the devel-
opment of a large number of units.

Technology can pay part of the subsidy bill, but it can’t pay all of it. Efficient
assimilation of technology will require the development of incentives which must
extend beyond the construction industry itself. Improvements must focus on the
relationships of all the costs of the housing process and a system of incentives
must be similarly directed. :

Chairman Borring. I, as chairman of the subcommittee, am inter-
ested in essentially what I gather you are interested in and that is
looking at this problem in its total, in all its aspects. Having spent.
some years on the House Banking and Currency Committee, I have
had some familiarity with the “housing” approach to housing. I think
it is clear that I would not have had as the first witness that we heard
an anthropologist if I were not interested in a broad approach.
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And thus I clearly agree with your view, as I understand it, that we
are dealing with what you might call a social problem, or you might
call it a political problem.

Mr. RoseN. Right.

Chairman Borrine. It is a societal problem, whatever that word
means, if that includes the two. You have mentioned some of the
many difficulties, and I think you are accurate in your judgment, and
certainly you are more expert in the literature than I.

What are the steps that need to be taken to solve the broader gage
problems that you raised? Are they steps that involve the political
process, the educational process, the building process, the what ?

Mr. Rosen. Well, I think the first step is the one that everybody
talks about but nobody does anything about, and that is establishing a
market for a large quantity production of housing.

Chairman BorrinG. Now, stop right there, and let’s say I agree with
that. How do we go about it ?

Mr. Rosen. Well, I don’t see any way of going about that particular
process—and I am dealing not only specifically with low-income
housing, but housing in general

Chairman BoruiNe. I'm not either.

Mr. Rosex (continuing). Unless we find essentially somebody who
would buy a large number of housing units in particular areas and
receive bids for the fixed price installation of large numbers of housing
units over particular periods of time. And at the moment we have no
agency of that type and at the moment none of the firms within the
industry are large enough to produce even 1 percent of the total indus-
try output.

So when you start talking about large-scale technological efficiency,
or even manufacturing efficiency that would be represented by, let’s
say, a traditional oligopoly like we might have in automobiles or some
other industry, we are talking about production of 5, 10, 15 percent of
the entire demand by a single organization.

And in that respect, I think we are talking in housing between 80,000
and 160,000 units, which is eight to 16 times the production of the
largest housing company in the United States today. So the only per-
son, only one institution or group of institutions capable of even
creating that kind of market—and I am not sure it has to be done di-
rectly—1is clearly governmental.

Now, to the extent there has to be some sponsors, maybe it can take
the form not of direct purchases but of risk guarantees of approved
quantities of housing.

I think that the big problem we have in getting growth in the hous-
ing industry from a managerial standpoint is all the risk that is in-
volved in that industry, and I think that any program or system of
incentives should deal rather specifically with the risk problem itself.

Chairman Borrine. Jim Knowles of our committee staff raises the
question of, Why not insurance companies? Aren’t they big enough
to take on the risk?

Mr. Rosex. Well, I think that they are managerially incompetent,
if you want a frank opinion. I don’t know that any insurance company
is represented here.

Chairman Borrixe. I am sure they will find out.
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Mr. Rosen. I think that they are perfectly competent to protect
their policyholder’s interest and maintain their positions of authority
in mutual companies.

Chairman Borring. You are suggesting that they have not had to
use very much imagination to do what you have just described they
are doing competently ¢

Mr. Rosen. I think that is correct. I think that the number of imagi-
native insurance companies can be counted on the fingers of one hand.
They are thought of by housing developers as greedy and miserable
people because they want to share in the profits of a good deal in the
form of participations.

Chairman Borring. You have in mind something that would ulti-
mately be Government sponsored and in some fashion guaranteed
from some of the risks that are potential to this size of an operation,
but on the basis of your comment about the “red tape in HUD,” you
are clearly not talking necessarily about a Government-run organiza-
tion.

Mr. Rosexn. No; I am not.

Chairman Borring. You are talking about a management process
that involves Government guarantees somewhere along the line.

Mr. Rosen. That is correct, but they have to be more than guaran-
tees for just the financing.

Chairman Borring. They have to be incentives. ,

Mr. Rosen. That is right. And they have to be real incentives and
they have to be real guarantees. They are to be for risk guarantees,
they are to be for all t}%g risks and not some of the risks, because people
who are on the side of the risk game don’t want 75 percent of the risk
taken care of, or 85 percent of the risk, because they don’t understand
that might be a sensigle think for them to do in large part.

Chairman Borrine. T have noticed just that in the years I have
been in Congress in the attitude of the people who talk so much about
free competition toward sharing risk in competition. I have noticed
that problem.

Do you have any sort of a theoretical design for some such in-
stitution that would perform this function ?

Mr. Rosen. Well, I have thought a lot about an institution of that
type, and I think that it has to be regional in character, perhaps
even, in some cases, metropolitan in character.

I also think that there has to be an institution which concerns
itself with rural housing, with the rural housing problem.

Everybody talks about the expansion of the mobile home indus-
try. Well, one of the reasons that the mobile home industry is ex-
panding in the rural area is because there are not a lot of rural
regulations that impede development on the one hand as exist in urban
areas, and most importantly, they are cheap.

A lot of people in rural areas do not have much money and so
they buy mobile homes because they do not have many alternatives.

Chairman Borring. Well, I chair this Subcommittee on Urban
Affairs. I have no illusion that “urban affairs” is a good title for any-
thing. I grew up in the area from which came most of the problems
of the cities today. I grew up in the southern highlands in the South-
east, and I am well aware of what the implications are of what you
are saying.
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Urban problems are not urban. They are the result of the failure
of a national policy in the 1920’sand 1930’s,and earlier.

So that as far as I am concerned, you can’t treat any aspect of any
major problem as an urban problem as opposed to a rural problem.
I think clearly they have to be treated together.

Mr. Rosen. You asked me about a particular institution, and I men-
tioned it should be, certainly, regional, probably regional in char-
acter. It will probably have to essentially act, I think, as a housin
bank, because it is going to have to own a lot of the housing stoc
and be willing, I think, to expand the housing stock beyond its present
sort of match with the housing demand. .

Everybody starts thinking about, oh, we have all this housing

roblem and the place to deal with the high cost of housing is clearly
y building new housing.

Well, I think we have two dimensions to this problem, and the most
important dimension is cost. I think it is clear to anyone who has
looked for a long time at housing that the crucial determinant is peo-
ple’s ability to pay for housing, and what they are willing to pay is a
function certainly of their income. ~

In many cases people are being asked to pay a lot of money for hous-
ing that is by everybody’s definition substandard. So, one of the most
important things I think could happen as a result of any expansion of
the housing stock as a result of new construction is an opportunity to
have perhaps some unemployed housing resources in certain urban
areas where—which would encourage perhaps a general decline in
rental levels in those areas. _

So, on the one hand, we might be talking about high cost for new
construction but to a large extent I think we can argue, at least on a
public policy basis, that a substantial total reduction in cost might
accrue as a result of some filtering and trickle down.

No, I think we have never had that because we have never actually
built in any respect ahead of the housing demand in the United States,
except for a few rather confused instances where I think that the data
does not really clearly indicate that this was actually more housing
available than was occupied to any large extent. _

Chairman Borrine. Wouldn’t such an institution, whatever its
design, have to do a series of things that might have a very healthy
effect on the members of the society that enter into homeownership ¢

It seems to me that one of the major problems that we are supposed
to be having is a taxpayers’ revolt today.

Mr. Rosen. Right.

Chairman Boruing. Well, unless I guess wrong, this is in part based
on the fact that a great many people have come to the stage where they
are homeowners, and have discovered that the costs of homeownership
are substantially different than the cost of paying the mortgage.

Mr. Rosen. Right.

Chairman Borring. And if you had the kind of social institution
that you are talking about—which would create a market and create
the resources—it would also have to take into account all the different
costs of owning home.

Mr. Rosen. That’s correct.

Chairman Borring. This might in turn educate people to know what
they are getting into when they get a home.
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Mr. Rosen. A lot of people talk about law and order in America, ‘
and I think one of the ways to reduce the costs of crime, per se,
is to start looking at the relationship between housing structures,
for example, and the potential robberies and break-ins, and all sorts
of other acts against persons.

It seems to me that the best place that I know of to commit a
crime is a high-rise building, because it is really pretty much away
from police forces and away from inspection and whatnot.

I think we also should think about construction in general in
some of these respects. The best place I could think of to make
money, if I were a crook—and clearly the number of incidents in
this respect seem to indicate those who pursue this line of endeavor
have not been blind to this opportunity—is in large-scale office build-
ings; you just go up and you kind of get in the building and then
you sort of take one floor’s worth of equipment, valuable equipment
and sell it in the office equipment black market, or whatever.

It seems to me that alarm systems, locks, and this sort of thing,
should be evaluated in terms of their effect on the cost of law en-
forcement. If people cannot break into doors or break through doors,
or access to a building is slightly more difficult, then it might, in fact,
reduce other costs of operating society.

I think that this same analogy can be used when one considers
the solid waste problem and when one deals with the general ques-
tions of pollution.

We don’t know to what extent, for example, we should store wastes
onsite, whether the problem is as I recently observed that New
York is having with the air pollution control law of ordering the
closing down of nonoperative or purely operative incinerators, for
example, to reduce particulate matter 1n the atmosphere which re-
sulted in many landlords having to operate their garbage inciner-
ators which the residents of these homes complained violently of be-
cause, for the first time, they had the smell of garbage in their
neighborhoods because the houses, as such, became a storage depot
for garbage.

Now, that on the one hand reduces the cost of garbage collection
and pickup, and produces social costs in terms of the reduction of
particulate matter, but the other creates a new cost of the reduc-
tion of certain esthetic preferences or esthetic values that the peo-
ple may have.

And T think we have to look at all these tradeoffs, because it
seems to me that the design of housing is inextricably related to the
design and management of an urban area or a community as a
whole—fire protection, I mean, I think I could just go on, educa-
tion, day-care centers.

I don’t know why we don’t design housing, for example, that in-
cludes a lot of facilities and which can be furnished more efficiently in
certain kinds of housing than could be furnished in independently, or
operated idependently outside of the housing structure.

Chairman Boruine. In this kind of area, problem and problem
solving, how much is there to learn from the experience, if any, of the
other developed countries?

Mr. Rosen. I think one thing we learn is that the American housing
problem is different from the European experience. After World
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War IT when people were walking around on the streets in Europe
because they didn’t have any place to live, or they were living eight
families to quarters that originally housed one because much of the

housing stock was bombed out, there was no problem getting people— -

and I think your own report alludes to this—to live in barren and
somewhat austere but livable circumstances.

But you don’t find too many people in the United States, except
people I think that have suffered heavily from relocation, for example,
and from migrants who really are in desperate straits for housing.
And much of the housing by definition of substandard is certainly
livable, and certainly more livable in Europe than it was after World
War II because we don’t have anywhere near the kind of crowding
that was facing the European experience.

So I think the industrial building experience in Europe, while in-
teresting and useful, is not in effect applicable in any total way.

Chairman BorLiNg. What I had in mind, without getting into that
particular point, is do we have anything to learn from them on pol-
lution, the various kinds of pollution?

Mr. Rosen. Oh, you want to get involved in pollution? Yes, I think
there is a lot to learn from the European experience in pollution.

I think, for example, speaking with respect to water pollution, I
think we go about dealing with the water pollution problem in this
country in a completely stupid fashion. We disregard a lot of the
natural treatment alternatives and as a result increase the costs of
water pollution abatement.

Specifically, I refer to an example. There is a wonderful oppor-
tunity in water pollution in many places for a phenomenon called “in-
stream aeration” which everybody’s study and research show to be
a very efficient way of increasing water quality by raising the levels
of available oxygen in the stream.

Now, you can bubble or aerate the streams very cheaply and much
more less expensively than you can treat waste in many situations.
Yet, we don’t consider the stream as a part of the system. In this sense,
there is an analogous problem between pollution and housing in that
we disregard the physical environment, all the aspects of the physical
environment that relate to waste control by disregarding the stream,
by not realizing that that is part of the waste system as much as a
sewage plant.

We see in housing what we do is, we disregard a lot of institutional
factors and don’t consider them a part of the housing system. And if
one takes a systems view we certainly can learn from the Europeans in
the sense that they, by and large, have taken a systems view of a num-
ber of these problems and they at least considered them, engineers use
the term, “with the appropriate free body diagram.”

They draw the lines wide enough around the problem so as to de-
velop, at least in my judgment, certainly in many cases one of the best
alternatives possible.

Chairman Borring. Well, if I correctly read the papers around here,
I get the impression that housing in the Washington area is going to
be rather severely affected by the whole problem of pollution, water
availability, disposal, and so on. And, frankly, I don’t see how you can
consider the problem of housing in the United States without taking
into account the related problems. Clearly, pollution is one of the most
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obvious ones, because the houses and the inhabitants of the houses are
affected. Waste disposal is the second largest expense, and it is likely
to grow because we have not really dealt with it in any kind of com-
plete fashion, if it is likely to grow it is clearly

Chairman Borring. Senator Javits, we are really having a colloquy
about some of the broader problems of the society under the guise of
talking about housing. I think that is what you might describe what
we are doing.

Senator Javirs. Mr. Chairman, I have unhappily had many conflict-
ing responsibilities. I just came momentarily to pay my respect to
the chair, and so just go right ahead.

Chairman Borring. Well, I thank the Senator from New York. You
have less optimism than some about the ability of the industrialized
approach to housing to meet the problem of Kousing in the United
States until other steps that are more of an organizational, institu-
tional, social, and political nature are taken.

Mr. RoseN. Right.

Chairman Borring. Now, would you then reorder this conversation
that we have had and make a statement in which you assign priorities
to the solution of the total housing problem?

Mr. Rosen. OK. Well, the first problem is the land problem, because
if we do not deal with the land problem and don’t essentially have any
opportunities for a large-scale development or for essentially having
enough land over a given period of time to insure that a given indus-
trial facility that might be used for the producing of housing can be
amortized over one reasonable period to a reasona.b%e quantity of units,
we are not going to get any housing built because sensible developers,
as I pointed out in my testimony, just aren’t going to—if they have a
plant that requires 20,000 units of production and they only have land
for 2,000 units, they are going to try and amortize the cost of the plant
over 2,000 units and conclude, as any sensible human being would
when faced with those numbers, that they will be unable economically
to use industrialized housing. So the first problem is having large
enough sites, or enough sites, either large or enough, but mainly, es-
sentially have a capability that is sufficient to insure that a potential
industrial housing operator would have an output guaranteed over a
reasonable period of time.

The second problem, I think, is really with the industry itself, and
I think that the industry managerially is unsophisticated as anyone
can find. I find Washington people in government oftentimes have a
great regard for the managerial sophistication of American industry.
I rather think that the managerial sophistication that is American
industry is concentrated in a terribly few firms, and we oftentimes
describe in many terms managerial sophistication far beyond that
which really exists in general in these firms. But in housing we have
the most extreme example of the lack of managerial sophistication
and capability with the exception of a few large firms that have lit-
erally by plain brains and guts and by understanding good manage-
ment practices gotten to the point where they do slightly less than 1
percent of the total housing business.

I think that if you look at those managers and you put those same
managers in another business, for example, they would probably have
20, 30 percent-of the market. Yet in housing they have less than 1 per-




I 353

cent of the market, and so I think really the first place we have to %o
to, we have to get some managerial capability to deal operationally
with a number of these constraints. There is enough of an incentive;
managers generally can find a way of inducing politicians and other
people who are concerned with the social and political aspects to

. change their behavior, modify their behavior, and to do something

which they deem would be sensible.

. So I really think the fundamental question is to what extent do
we want the scarce managerial and technical resources of the economy
transferred to housing from other activities, and to what extent are
they, in fact, transferable. :

.So before we really even talk about how we are going to organize in-
dustry, I think the first question is where are we going to get the
managerial talent and what are the costs of supplying managerially
scarce talent to housing from the other sectors of the economy.

I think that is really one basic problem. And I think next to land,
without dealing with that one, we really have little or no hope at all
for major improvements. We might maintain the given present hous-
ing over time, but we are not going to get any cost reductions or
changes in operating efficiency without that kind of adjustment.

The third problem is one of insulating the industry from the fiscal,
from the monetary instability. I don’t think that we are going to have
a housing industry unless we have either a mechanism or a direct
insulation of the industry from interest rate variability. I think that
specifically it seems to me that almost all the instability that charac-
terizes this industry, characterizes it over the past 30 years results
directly from the use of monetary as opposed to fiscal policies as a
means of regulating the economy in general. And so we are not going
to be able to do anything about that unless we provide a mechanism—
and I am not saying we have to abolish monetary policies but by God,
we certainly have to provide a mechanism to insulate the industry in

“some sense. And I am not a producer of housing per se so I think that
I have no special reason for wanting to maintain my own production
facilities in any respect.

I would say, though, that these are the three crucial problems. I think
all the other problems fall out. I think that labor unions, you can nego-
tiate with labor unions. There aren’t too many construction workers

" in the United States that I know that are unemployed. And beyond

that I think that the problems are jurisdictional first in terms of the
use of systems, and I think those can largely be worked out as long as
somebody gets something for it. The problems of lost work I don’t
consider a real problem because if we are serious about building a lot
of houses, much of the housing in the United States is going to be in
urban areas and union labor is going to build it. Up to now union
labor has built only about 80 percent of the housing in the United
States, or 20 percent. I forget the exact figure.

So I think that is going to be an increase in the general demand for
labor, and I think the labor unions are going to be bargainable with.
I don’t think that they are going to provide the prime roadblock as long
as there is a clear public commitment to build a large number of housing
units.

. Inote that in New York, for example, one of the large construction
industries, construction unions, has recently tacked on a recent agree-
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ment 1 cent an hour for manpower development and trainin% of under-
privileged groups in order to essentially increase the skill level of
Negroes and Puerto Ricans so that they can become members of that
union.

Well, 1 cent an hour amounts to a million dollars a year for that
local, on the one hand, and if the Federal Government doesn’t have
that much money for the training of construction labor in the area of
that local, if he wants to—well, I think it is very interesting if you just
think that all he has to do is add 1 cent an hour every year for 5 years
and he is spending $5 million for manpower development and training
in a particular jurisdiction. So I think that the unions are behaving in
some respects quite sensibly and reasonably. And I think that a lot of
the practices that people abhor about labor unions are going to sort
of dissipate as a function of management being able to deal sensibly
with the unions on the one hand and the Federal Government having
a commitment and the unions being assured that there is a commitment
of a large number, a large amount of construction.

Chairman BoLring. You are talking about a real commitment instead
of a series of verbal commitments that are fractional.

Mr. RoseN. You don’t fool labor leadeérs. _

Chairman Borrine. The Senator reminds me that I should look at
one example of systems management that recently has been a great
success, and that is the splashdown.

We thank you very much, Mr. Rosen. It has been very stimulating.

Mr. Rosen. Thank you.

Chairman Borrine. And with that, the subcommittee will stand
adjourned at the call of the Chair.

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the subcommittee adjourned subject to
the call of the Chair.) o
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