November 1917

Our 56th Competition.

This competition drew only two designs, viz--
“Pylon by @ Glenton-ant, with  Messrs, Wade
and Wade, architeets, Auckland; and ““Lotus,” by
Hareld L. White, Clly Tneincer's Departinent,
Anckland.,  Mr. G, L Mitehiell, ARIB.A, who
lkindly set this sabjeet, reports as Follows —

N.Z. BUILDING PROGRESS =

lacking in this proportion the design by ‘Lotus’ has
niueh to recommend it owing to its simple treatment,
and first elass results wonld be assured if he were o
study the problem on similar lines to those deseribed
later. A drawn, the pavilion vises behind a solid
balustrade in the foreground, and the top of this
balustrade appears, from the clevation, to he the
around line of the Pavilion, thus making the follow-

Winaning Desidn, ™ Lotus,” in our 38th Competitian, by Harold L. White,
City Engdinevr's Bepartment, Auckland.

‘Tt is dissappointing that only two designg were
roevived for the above commnetition, which T plaee in
order of merit as follows :— - Totus’ 1st, ‘Prlon” 2nd.
The problem set s similar to junior subjects given
in wmany ateliers and arehitectural seheols, and fornws
a bhasis of more ntrleate designs and consequently
18 a good grounding for the students,

In any gooad design each unii wust he in propor
{ion to, and harmonise with the other, and although

ing illusion—the vertical distances hetween the evi-
dent uround line and the line of eaves, and between
the latter and the vidge, appear to be too nearly
equal, and the floor line appears to be only 10 inches
above the evident gronnd line, but this would have
heen obviated had the foreground (alone) Teen
shown slightly in perspective, thus showine the true
height of the Pavilion (siinilar to the treatment of
buitdings illustrated by the numerous design plates



