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houses, office builldings, church basements, or  designing for a child's emarional, perceprual, ol Fr RN
houses. Although some day-care providers  and physical accessibility proved difficale be- e ! SR i '
have developed standardized plans and some  cause few building types are more regulared o ek o : = 5 Y :
corporations have buile freestanding struc-  chan day care, with rules and codes for mare- , e - : e i X
tures, remarkably few investigations have nals, security, life safecy, and square footage. e . !

been made into day-care centers as a building  “All the regulacions push vou roward mainre-

type. With unusual institutional insight and
exemplary. patronage, Corning Incorporated,
a conglomerate known for its glass products,
realized the task could yield special and con-
structive results, as evidenced in the Corning
Child Development Center.

The building’s principal clients are infants
and preschoolers, and it was for their sensibil-
ities thar Scogin Elam and Bray of Atlanta
designed the center, financed by Corning for
its staff and the communicy. Mismatched
windows, quizzical roofscape, and accidentally
patcerned clapboard seem to eschew the or-
der architects spend their carcers cultivaring,

Anthropologises call aboriginal culeures
untouched by modern culture “precontact,”

nance and surveillance and overlook the un-
quantifiable ways that children see and learn
from the world,” points our Scogin, chairman
of the architecture department ar Harvard.
“These buildings should alse address the
imagination and fancasy—the antithesis of
control. In the end, having a licele of both is
right for a day-care cenrer.”

Many centers, including those built from
the ground up, assume thar reachers and kids
will simply slap colors and animal graphics
onto 4 neutral background—rthar the joy of a
center is in the surface finishes, "We went in
the uther direction, believing the building ic-
self is as much a rool for caregivers as any of

«he other paraphernalia,” cxplains Scogin,

and in this sense the preschool building is  “The overall spatial experience teaches about ' = ———
preconcact: Like the children who have not  light, sound, and spatial progression.” _ .

yet had their spontancity trained out of The archirects state their position immedi- il —

them, the building iself has not been artely ar che entey to the Corning Child De- p— . = :

schooled and ruled. Or as one taxicab driver  velopment Center, where adults can walk —

put it, pulling up to the long, low, dynami-  through a rall door, and children, through a | ————

cally shaped, occasionally awkward struceure:  shore one. The entry leads to a two-and-a- — i

“Ir looks like some kid drew it.” half-story space that is the center of an octo- = = g =
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The 11,000-square-foor, $1.2 million center

wias designed for abour 100 children.

The cencral spuce is occupied by a translu-
cent cone Haring down from a skylight. Lu-
minous on a sunny day, irs corrugared
fiberelass marerializes lighe, bur ir also works
as a seall surrounding o wee-pluy area. An ad-
jucene spiral staircase winds up to an observa-
tion balcony leading to one wing; beyond the
starrcase, a tall, bright, and colorful play
space and eaning area complements an open
kitchen, so childrén can sce food prepared. In
u corner, a suurway o nowhere suggeses a
magical spor, perhaps good for storyrelling,
and the open space beneach the stairs sug-
gests o space for hiding our

Each long arm contains n wide corridor—
turnished with half-moon boochs, carpets,
and play arcas—which serves as a communal
living room for the three classrooms accom-
modating three age groups: intants, toddlers,
and’ preschoolers. Windows are low, high,
and irregular, Shed roofs enclose clussrooms
thae are tall on one side and shorr on the

other; ceiling duces, joists, and light fixoures

ure exposed. The inrerior oscillates berween
being a clearly planned, three-wing school
building and a sparial exploratorium,

The basic issue for Scogin and Elam was
how rto see through a child's eyes. "Subtle
shifts of scale are very important,” explains
Elam. "The kids are all abour growing up, s
if you make it all childlike, then you rake
away thar aspirational aspect for them o get
taller and become adules. Likewise, if you make
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BELow: Entrance, with shorr and rall
diwars ser in !1.1|-{"J|'||||.|.| pedicula, il
cated beeween children's wing (left)
and admintstration wing {rghe)
movToM: Sicle elevation of the day-Care
center, viewed from adjacent resaden
cral neighbarhood, ceveals wll, muln
purpise spdie common to all wings
FACING PAGE: {nter 1 devianed to
maximize contect between inside and
ourside, Che 1.‘:-:1-\|.m|-|~.|rr1,-r||rqi ELr-

ret conceidls mechanical systerms
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the building all abour children, vou worry
about grown-ups. You also have o pigque the
imagination of the child in che adule”

The architects also notced rhar children
move constantly, which is critical to learning,
50 they suffused che building with the idea of
motion: Not only are chere things o climb,
but forms shaped with suggestons of move-
ment as well. “We rned o cranslare che idea

of moron as a-les

AITMINE Proccss 1INt the

building,” remarks Elam

Though the Corning

Child Development

Center differs significantly from surrounding

AtMUCTUrcs; It 15 not l."1'.r.|l'.;:|'|,|_ Located be-

tween a suburban neighborhood of two-story

frame houses and an e

¢ of Corning s corpo-

riate campus, the building had o mediare be-
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the building slightly larger than the houses,

but still related,” explains Scogin. “Through

its abstraction, the design also acknowledges

the old Corning headquarters cower by Har-

nson and Abramovicz ina Modernist way.

" I 1
By relating the design to the context, Sco

gin believes he is teaching children about

INNNENE BN
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community, “I can’t rhink of a better place
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critical moment of shaping yvoung lives. Just

magine, I cvery major Corporation imn r|'||_'

United States did jusc one lictle building that
is open to the pablic. Think of the profound

difference.” Josepdy Crony
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BELOW LEFT: Cluldren enpm
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BELOW RigHT: Playiul window offers les

BOTTOM LEFT: Preschoolers pose for
crait aft thor play rables

BOTTOM RIGHT: Scoein Elam and Bray

Architects designed rables for muln

FACING PACE: Low and hich windowns
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FIRST FLOOR PLAN

1 ENTRY 8 OFFICE

2 RECEPTION § STAFF LOUNGE

3 PANTRY 10 CONFERENCE ROCOM

4 WET-PLAY AREA 11 MECHAMICAL/STORAGE
5 MULTPURPOSE ROOM 12 DESERVATION WALEWAY
6 CLASSROOM 13 OBSERVATIONFLAY AREA
T GROUR PLAY AREA
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CORMING CHILD DEVELDPMENT CENTER
CORNING, NEW YORK
SCOGIN ELAM AMD BRAY ARCHITECTS

ARCHITECT: Scogin Elam and Bray Ar-
chireors, Atlanta—Merrill Elam, Mack
Scogin, Lloyd Bray (principals-in
charge); _fl-'ff Arwood, Denise Dumais,
Martha Henderson, Ingrid Dannecker,
Carlos Tardio (design team)
EMGINEERS: Pruict Eberly Seone (struc-
turaly; Adams Divis Partners (me-
chanical/clecenical); Hune Engincers

BELOW: Fiberglass tum carries lighe into
I'I'IlJITI!'IIrl'h"_rI:' room and aces as
shower stall for o wet-<play aren inside
PLANS: Children's wings anid adminis
cration wing wheel off central entrance
idjacent to kitchen and mule Ipurpose
rooi. Second-floor plan indicares ele-
vated observanion carridor (center)
FACING PAGE: Vicw ol multipurpose
room, looking back at kitchen, reveals
fiberglass shower scall and skylighr,

with observation Lil_'l. I\

andd Architecs (civily

CONSULTANTS: Ramon Luminance [De-
sEn "|I_}.'|IH:'|.L'. iy Costing Services Gin i
{cose ) Ravmond and Ravmond Associ-
ates (food serviced; William 5. Lucas
{graphic design)

GENERAL CONTRACTOR: “W'clloo

cosT: %1.2 million

PHOTOGRAPHER: Timothy Hursley



