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RESPONSES TO: 1.4 Conditions Not Met 

 

13.1 Speaking and Writing Skills (Not Met-Undergraduate only) 

 

        Ability to read, write, listen, and speak effectively 

         

        The team was unable to find adequate traditional examples in the undergraduate  

        program of academic writing using documented multiple source research, the  

        analysis of facts, the development of rhetorical argument, bibliographic information,  

        and the proper citation of sources in papers available for review. 

 

Response 

 

Many of our elective courses have writing requirements that meet the expectations of this 

condition.  We have revised the curriculum to require that one of these elective courses is 

included within the required departmental elective sequence for each student.  This in-

sures that each student will have the expectations of meeting this condition within our 

required curriculum. Syllabi for Arch 422, Arch 423, Arch 519, and Arch 529 were pro-

vided in the 2009 Annual Report. 

 

13.8 Western Traditions (Not Met-Graduate only) 

 

        Understanding of the Western architectural canons and traditions in architecture,  

        landscape and urban design, as well as the climatic, technological, socioeconomic,  

        and other cultural factors that have shaped and sustained them 

  

        The graduate program needs a broader historical view of the western architectural  

        canons and traditions in architecture that includes periods before the 19
th

 century.   

        While a summer reading list is provided to matriculating students, this activity is not  

        considered to be performance at the level of understanding. 

 

Response 

 

To address these concerns in the graduate curriculum, Arch 595- Seminar in the Built 

Environment was restructured to include major classic texts of architectural history de-

veloped in Europe and the United States.  The sessions cover a variety of architectural 

styles, types, and technological developments within the Western context.  Students read 

selections by classically trained architectural historians, cultural historians of architec-

ture, landscape architects, historians, novelists, and literary theorists. Syllabus for Arch 

595 was provided in the 2009 Annual Report. 



 

13.9 Non-Western Traditions (Not Met) 

 

        Understanding of parallel and divergent canons and traditions of architecture and  

        urban design in the non-Western world   

 

        Neither the undergraduate, nor the graduate programs address the non-western  

        traditions to the level of understanding.  Several students selected non-western  

        research topics for papers, but this is not consistently accomplished by all students. 

        There are several excellent electives in this area; however, electives cannot be used  

        to satisfy the student performance criteria. 

 

Response 

 

As noted in the 2009 reports, there are excellent electives that meet this condition already 

available in our curriculum.  We have revised the curriculum to require that one of these 

elective courses is included within the required departmental elective sequence for each 

student.  This insures that each student will have the expectation of meeting this condi-

tion within our required curriculum. Syllabi for Arch 426, Arch 427, Arch 519, and Arch 

528A were provided in the 2009 Annual Report. We also regularly review and revise the 

syllabi for the two required undergraduate history courses Arch 221 and 222, and the re-

quired graduate history/theory sequence. 

 

13.16 Program Preparation (Not Met)  

 

          Ability to prepare a comprehensive program for an architectural project,  

          including assessment of client and user needs, a critical review of appropriate  

          precedents, an inventory of space and equipment requirements, an analysis of site  

          conditions, a review of the relevant laws and standards and assessment of their  

          implication for the project, and a definition of site selection and design assessment  

          criteria 

 

          There is extensive and inventive evidence of program analysis, but no evidence of  

          assessment of actual client and user needs, detailed inventory of space and  

          equipment size requirements beyond gross square footage notations, or consistent  

          design assessment criteria implementation. 

 

Response 

 

As noted in the 2009 reports, our programs have exhibited “extensive and inventive evi-

dence of program analysis”; however, the specific deficiencies of this condition have 

been addressed by revising the program preparation requirements for studios in both the 

undergraduate and graduate programs.  In the undergraduate program the revised re-

quirements occur in our new version of Arch 401, a comprehensive design studio in the 

fall semester of our fourth year where students are now required to develop their own 

programs from a single page client letter.  This revised studio is discussed further in our 

response to 13.28 Comprehensive Design   In the graduate program the proper program 



preparation now occurs in Arch 601, the fall semester studio in our second year. Syllabi 

for Arch 401 and Arch 601 were provided in the 2009 Report. 

 

13.17 Site Conditions (Not Met)   

           

          Ability to respond to natural and built site characteristics in the development of a  

          program and the design of a project  

 

          The program has addressed this issue through analysis, but there is no evidence in  

          the design of large site contexts, site drainage, parking layout, and site circulation  

          for required coursework.  Site conditions are addressed in the option studios but   

          not in required studios, so it is possible a student may not be exposed to these  

          important criteria. 

 

Response 

 

In the undergraduate program we are addressing this condition in Arch 301, our design 

studio in the first semester of our third year.  In addition to including the revised expecta-

tions in the coursework performance, this course is now delivered in collaboration with 

the equivalent level studio in the Department of Landscape Architecture.  The interdisci-

plinary interaction with peers focused on site considerations helps enhance our student’s 

awareness of these issues.  In the graduate program the condition has been addressed 

through modifications to Arch 541- Sci Tech I and Arch 644- Sci-Tech IV, including in-

tegration within design studio projects in Arch 506 (2
nd

 studio), Arch 601 (4
th

 studio), and 

Arch 603 (6
th

 studio).  Arch 541 addresses “Site Ecology” including subsurface condi-

tions (soil characteristics and impact on construction), surface conditions (water move-

ment, water drainage, and associated codes), environmental conditions (vegetation, ani-

mal habitat, watersheds, and water quality), technical conditions (site surveys, cut/fill, 

and site utilities).  Arch 644 addresses “Site Design” including large site management, 

parking design, and paving design. Syllabi for Arch 301, Arch 541, Arch 644, Arch 506, 

Arch 601, and Arch 603 were provided in the 2009 Annual Report. 

 

13.25 Construction Cost Control (Not Met) 

 

          Understanding of the fundamentals of building cost, life-cycle cost, and  

          construction estimating 

 

          The team was unable to find evidence of construction cost estimating that includes  

          life-cycle cost in student work.  While building economics is indicated as a  

          learning outcome for Professional Practice (Arch 482-582), the visiting team could  

          not find any evidence of student work to indicate that this criterion is met.  There is 

          evidence that this criterion is addressed in design-build elective studios, but  

          electives cannot be used to satisfy NAAB student performance criteria. 

 

Response 

 

We are revising the curriculum in both programs to help meet this condition.  In the 

graduate program we have added fourth course, Arch 644, in our Sci-Tech sequence to 



address the deficiency in this specific condition, as well as supplementing and enhancing 

other issues of technology, such as technical documentation.  In the undergraduate pro-

gram we have been reevaluating our entire technology sequence with the goal of more 

fully integrating the delivery of the varied coursework both within the sequence itself and 

with the curriculum as a whole, as we have successfully done with our graduate program.  

We will be addressing the deficiencies in construction cost control through these curricu-

lar modifications, as well as embedding our technology sequence within the delivery of 

our studio coursework to help inform and enrich the effectiveness of both. Syllabi for 

Arch 644 and undergraduate tech sequence revisions were provided in the 2009 Annual 

Report. 

 

13.26 Technical Documentation (Not Met-Graduate only)  

           

          Ability to make technically precise drawings and write outline specifications for a  

          proposed design 

   

          Evidence of this criterion is found in the coursework for Materials and Methods  

          (Arch 240).  The course effectively teaches students technical documentation  

          through a combination of generating verbal and graphic documents and “red  

          lining” each other’s work.  This process mirrors practice and effectively  

          demonstrates a student’s knowledge and ability.  The team expresses a concern  

          that the exclusive use of light wood frame structures inhibits the full potential of       

          this course.  The graduate program does not exhibit the thoroughness of various  

          building systems, the full range of scales or all the forms of representation that are  

          typical of technical documents.  There is significant reliance on an elective course  

          to inform the technical documents.  There is significant reliance on an elective  

          course to inform the technical documentation knowledge, this course is not taken  

          by all students. 

  

Response 

 

As previously noted, the graduate program has added a fourth Sci- Tech course in our 

technology sequence to deal with several program deficiencies, as well as enhance other 

issues of technology.  This additional coursework addresses the deficiency in technical 

documentation. Syllabus for Arch 644 was provided in the 2009 annual Report. 

 

13.28 Comprehensive Design (Not Met-Undergraduate only)  

 

          Ability to produce a comprehensive architectural project based on a building  

          program and site that includes development of  programmed spaces demonstrating  

          an understanding of structural and environmental systems, building envelope  

          systems, life-safety provisions, wall sections and building assemblies, and the  

          principles of sustainability   

 

          Architectural Design V (Arch 401) does not meet the requirements for  

          comprehensive design.  However, there was ample evidence that Architectural  

          Design V when taken in concert with the elective Integrated Design Workshop  

          (Arch 528f) met the expectations for comprehensive design.  However, electives 



          may not be used to fulfill NAAB student performance criteria.  The team found  

          that Advanced Architectural design III (Arch 603) in the graduate program meets  

          expectations even though there were inconsistencies among projects.  The team  

          found no explicit rubric for evaluation that is shared with students and describes all  

          the variables that need to be considered when comprehensive design is combined in  

          one studio course. 

           

Response 

 

The comprehensive design studio has been significantly restructured to address concerns 

that some of its critical content was being delivered in a parallel elective course not re-

quired of all students.  We have eliminated this elective, Arch 528b- Integrated Design 

Workshop, and moved its lectures and assignments relevant to comprehensive design into 

a newly configured fall semester fifth year studio, Arch 403- Comprehensive Design Stu-

dio.  This studio will use a program and site similar to our former highly successful 

fourth year comprehensive design studio, Arch 401.  The appropriate lecture material  

from Arch 528b will be delivered during a dedicated hour of studio each week.  This new 

version of Arch 403 will be offered for the first time in Fall 09.  Arch 401 has been recast 

as a smaller scale urban building studio, in part to help address concerns about deficien-

cies in program development and site conditions, as addressed in an earlier response.  El-

ements of program analysis and site design from the former Integrated Design Workshop 

have been incorporated into this newly established studio that was being offered for the 

first time this fall.  Developing a second studio to deal with issues of comprehensive de-

sign has allowed us to more effectively include critical performance criteria that was pre-

viously judged as not met. Syllabi for Arch 401 and Arch 403 were provided in the 2009 

Annual Report. Arch 403 and 401 have continued to evolve and be refined. 

 

RESPONSES TO: 1.5 Causes for Concern 

            

A.       With the increasing reliance on part-time lecturers to teach many of the required 

           courses, there is an increased need to have a well documented curriculum with  

           explicit learning objectives and anticipated outcomes for each course.  Without  

           this structure, it is clear that consistent and anticipated student learning is not 

           achieved.  New faculty must be aware of interrelationships between courses in the  

           curriculum and explicitly informed on expectations and evaluative norms. 

                       

Response 

 

As noted in a previous response, a thorough review and modification of the undergradu-

ate curriculum is in process.  Portions of the modifications began last year and others 

were put in place this year.  The final determination of the modifications was completed 

as part of the university catalog cycle ending in Oct. 2010. These modifications will re-

sult in a newly documented curriculum complete with explicit learning objectives and 

anticipated outcomes for each course.  To assist in the direct and effective transfer of 

course information and expectations to our lecturers, we have assigned two level coordi-

nators for each year of our program; They work collaboratively to develop the syllabus 

for the studio sections and to coordinate with other required courses typically taken by 

students at that level. We are working toward assigning a faculty mentor to each of our 



lecturers to assist in their understanding of our departmental expectations. The chair is 

working with them on their general acclimation to the department, to the university, and 

to the community. 

                                                       

B.       The use of elective courses to satisfy NAAB student performance criteria conflicts 

           with the Conditions of Accreditation.  Care should be taken to insure that all  

           faculty and students are aware of the student performance criteria and their  

           relationship to the curriculum. 

 

Response 

 

We are aware that the student performance criteria must be met by required coursework.  

As noted in previous responses, we have modified our policies to take full advantage of 

the rich and effective mix of electives we currently offer by developing required sets of 

elective options that insure each student will have coursework addressing the full com-

pliment of student performance criteria.  We are also endeavoring to identify the specific 

NAAB criteria being addressed in each of our courses by having the criteria noted in the 

performance expectations of the course syllabus, having it listed in a published depart-

mental matrix of all departmental courses, or both. 

          

C.       The undergraduate program has undergone considerable changes in recent years  

           with the implementation of a college-wide core defined as “a common set of  

           studio and lecture classes… intended to prepare (students) for application to any of  

           the college’s professional degree curricula.”  Careful assessment needs to be done  

           concerning the impact this program has on upper level studio course content. 

 

Response 

 

Significant changes have been made to the upper level studio course content, as well as 

the parallel curriculum, as previously noted in an earlier responses.  Our initial second 

year design studio now begins with a team project that studies the family residence 

throughout history by studying noteworthy precedents and effectively representing what 

they have learned.  This process takes advantage of the allegedly familiar residence to 

quickly and intensely establish and integrate the basic parameters of architecture, how it 

has evolved, its various methods/standards of representation, and its culture of teamwork 

by immediately embedding them into the studio setting and experience.  We previously 

discussed the benefits of our collaboration with the Department of Landscape Architec-

ture in the fall studio of our third year, as well as the purpose for the planned expansion 

into two levels of comprehensive studio in the fall of both the fourth and fifth years.  Us-

ing our accreditation visit as an impetus, we spent last academic year in a comprehensive 

and inclusive dialogue about the aspirations for our curriculum development.  We are 

working through the detailed planning of this newly integrated curriculum and will con-

tinue implementing it as expeditiously and effectively as possible. 

 

 

REPORT ON CHANGES TO THE PROGRAM 

 



The following changes to the program “may be of interest to subsequent visiting teams or 

to the NAAB” (NAAB description of Narrative Report elements). A significant driver of 

the changes has been reduction in central university support to the College of Design in 

the amount of 12% over a period of two years (i.e., differential allocation of reductions in 

state funding; approximately $2M). Another driver is a collegiate perspective to take ad-

vantage of faculty resources, development of new degrees that will compliment our cur-

rent programs – potentially raising new tuition revenue, and a greater emphasis on exter-

nal funding (research and gifts, sponsored studios, etc.). 

 

Last year we reported a temporary reorganization of the college, dissolution of depart-

ments, and centralization of budgets as the college addressed the ‘change drivers’ noted 

above. During this period of reorganization, key items such as governance regarding 

promotion and tenure, curriculum development and approval, representation on universi-

ty committees, program admissions, and teaching assignments & program operations 

have continued. During the past academic year and continuing into this, the college has 

been engaged in the process of developing a permanent reorganization and governance 

structure. The college faculty approved principles of reorganization in September, and the 

process has now moved to definitive plans and governance proposals. In essence, archi-

tecture will resume its status as an independent department with a chair as executive of-

ficer. This structure should be in place during the visit year of 2012-2013. 

 

An important feature of the temporary structure was the centralization of financial re-

sources at the collegiate level. Part of this centralization has been the elimination of du-

plication in services and reduction in staff expense. The amount listed for FY’10 as 

$172K for operating funds was been reduced to $39.5K for faculty development for 

FY’11. For the current year, FY’12 $20,325 in general funds for Services and IT, sup-

plies and miscellaneous expenses were restored to the architecture budget. Other re-

sources –central IT, support of the Architectural Advisory Council, lectures and exhibits 

(other than those funded by endowments or foundation gifts directly to architecture), spe-

cial occasions such as retirements and faculty recognitions, etc., remain centrally admin-

istered.  

 

For FY’12, salaries and full time equivalent faculty lines have been maintained at about 

28 resulting in a student faculty ratio of approximately 13/1. Funding for graduate assis-

tants is in addition to this. Search for a permanent chair has been authorized, and we are 

seeking two new tenure-track faculty with two more planned for FY’13.  

 

Architecture’s differential tuition proposal was forwarded to the Board of Regents for its 

October meeting, for voting action at its December meeting. It is expected that with stabi-

lized organizational structure and governance, there will be reformulation of increased 

program budgets for direct discretionary administration at the unit level.   
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