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change the world that architects and urban planners

try to shape for them are now being explored at
Princeton by a team of architects, sociologists and anthro-
pologists. “There is a serious lack of useful, effective
methods of looking at the built-environment from the view-
point of the people who actually use it,” explains Robert L.
Geddes, one of the team members and dean of the School
of Architecture and Urban Planning. “It is our hope that
out of this project will come an improved understanding
of how to design a desirable living environment. The tech-
nological, or even aesthetic, ideal may not be the true
human ideal, and we would like to find out more about
why this is so.”

Working at two, contrasting field sites, both significant
in contemporary society—one a planned community now
rising in central New Jersey, the other a medical research
facility designed by individual architects—the group will
seek to establish methods of study and analysis which might
shed light on the many ways in which people adapt to,
modify, or reject elements of the man-made environment.

The sites to be studied are Twin Rivers, a pioneering
venture in planned communities located about 10 miles
southeast of Princeton, and two separate but closely related
buildings at the University of Pennsylvania Medical School,
the Richards Memorial Laboratory, designed by Louis
Kahn, and the Johnson Pavilion, designed by Alexander
Ewing Associates.

The multi-disciplinary study of use of the artificial en-
vironment is supported by a grant of $187,000 from the
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Planning for People

A group explores why good design does not always mean good living

Philip Steadman, and eight graduate students, two from
Rutgers and six from Princeton.

Professor Keller, whose interests are in the areas of ur-
ban planning, social stratification, and the family, stressed
that “our assignment this year is not to solve problems
we may encounter—no matter how fascinating or challeng-
ing a particular problem may seem to us—but rather to
seek methods that might help us to better illuminate various
aspects of the problem.”

Her approach this year will be “to study the relationship
between the planning done by the architects and the be-
havior that we observe when people live out the plan. This
means a monitoring of the community, after life fills in the
plan with real people and their real purposes.”

Under Professor Keller’s direction, several students this
past summer began preliminary investigations at Twin
Rivers, a town created by joint effort of community plan-
ners, state officials, and urban real estate developers. Being
watched closely, its success or failure could sharply affect
future planning at the state level (the community will
eventually have 10,000 residents, of whom something over
1,000 are already settled).

As an example of the problem, Keller mentions the be-
havior patterns already observed in use of what was sup-
posed to be a general-use swimming pool. The pool was
constructed in one of the first sections of one model com-
munity to be erected and occupied, and people in that
section began using the pool. When a second section of
the community was opened for occupancy, and residents
there started going to the communitv nonl. thev encoun-
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3C3> dulll LLALACIElISUCS UL e pulll-environment as tem-
perature levels, square footage assigned to individuals, ease
of communications, and sense of enclosed space. Recording
social and psychological characteristics will involve study
of such factors as the work activity, demographic back-
grounds, and attitudes toward privacy of the users.

Dean Geddes and Professor Silverman plan to divide
their time between the Gutman group in Philadelphia and
the Keller group at Twin Rivers. Biweekly, all of the
project members—faculty, research architects, and gradu-
ate students—will confer and report on the work in prog-
ress at a meeting back on campus at the School of Archi-
tecture and Urban Planning. Next spring, a graduate semi-
nar is projected, designed to pull together still more co-
hesively the results of individual efforts at the two sites.

“It’s been something of a tenet of contemporary archi-
tecture that forms derive from function,” said Geddes.
“But, actually, the lack of evaluation methods has made
this a largely untested assumption. Our views about the
ways in which buildings improve the environment are really
sometimes only inspired ‘hunches,” not based on any sys-
tematic gathering of information about the users. It’s a
major blank spot in the field. The work this year may help
us to understand better something of the immensely com-
plicated relationship between form and function. Then
the methods we develop might well be incorporated into a
more effective planning and design process for architects
and urban planners in other parts of the country.” O
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