Preface
Christopher Alexander

I am very glad indeed to introduce the publication of this monograph by Professor Ingrid
King.

Professor King and I have been colleagues for many years—from 1971 until the present.
Before that, in the early 1960s she studied under me, and wrote her thesis under my
direction. She therefore knows my work as well as anyone in the world.

In this book she has written the first introduction to my work, which is written specifically
from the point of view of contemporary architecture: in a way which may dovetail, and fit
together, with the perspective which architects bring to their work today.

It may seem remarkable that this “architectural” point of view which is expressed in this
monograph should be novel. But it has come about in a way which is quite natural. During
the last thirty years, my own building and writing have been marked by a certain distance
from the mainstream of present day modern architecture. This distance has not been sought
out, or intentional. However, my effort to find out what is wrong in the 20th century, and
then to correct it, has required a point of view in which sympathy for the present-day
ideology of the architectural profession is not assumed. Rather I have always begun from
first principles, assuming nothing, and certainly not assuming that what passes for accepted
wisdom in the profession is true or useful. This has, sadly, often brought me to a point of
view which seems distant, or opposed—in language, thought, terminology, and sympathy —
from the other architects of my own era.

Ingrid King has begun from an entirely different point of view. Believing that what we have
done must play a fundamental role in any serious attitude toward architecture, she has set
out with one aim above all—to affect an integration between what my colleagues and I have
done at CES (Center for Environmental Structure), during the last thirty years, and the
normal practice of architecture in the 1990s, as it is today.

This is hard to do. What I have done, in the field of building is moved, in some degree, by a
violent antipathy toward that element in modern architecture which has been artificial,
which is at odds with human function, and at odds with the human spirit. In order to make
my ideas about the creation of an entirely new architecture clear, I have been forced to take
an extreme position, simply to allow my thought to remain uncontaminated by what I view
as the profoundly dangerous elements in present day mainstream professional architecture.

It 1s this which has created the distance between myself and other architects.
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My conclusions about method, idea, construction management, material, involvement of
users, the use of drawings, the religious element in all building—all of these points,
although I believe them to be necessary and correct, have, in spite of that, caused distance
from my colleagues.

Professor King is very well aware of this tendency in me—and has, from time to time in the
past, shared it very strongly.

But in this book, she has chosen an entirely different path: one which is sympathetic to
present day mainstream architecture as it is, which seeks to find a “middle way’ uniting the
two streams of thought, which aspires to convert softly by reason, not to defeat by

confrontation. She has tried, in other words, to show that what my colleagues and | have
done over the last thirty years 1s, even when viewed with the canons of architecture itself, a
protound contribution and one which cannot be ignored merely because of intellectual
antagonism.

In this way, Professor King has done me an enormous service. and she has too, in my
opinion, done a great service to all of us in the profession by attempting to unite ways of
thinking which have been, for too long, separated. She has tried to build a bridge, which
very much needs to be built.

She has sought to show that what my colleagues and I have done, though it appears to reject
so much of the foundations of modern architecture, still reaches exactly those goals which
modern architecture itself, in its own way, has striven for.

From time to time, in discussing this manuscript with her, she and I have had serious.
occasionally even ferocious arguments. But I do hope that she may succeed, and that in
some form, this work of hers will make my own buildings, and my thought about
architecture, more accessible, so that it can at last be absorbed into the mainstream of
modern architecture where it belongs—and where. perhaps, it may ultimately help cause
changes, from the inside, by slow transformation. This will no doubt be more effective than
my own more violent way, where I have often turned my back in horror, but then failed to
win over just those architects who ought to be won over and who already see that something
s not working in the mainstream of architecture—and who seek a modest and compatible
transition to some form of architecture which works better and which is more likely to create
great buildings—as all of us, of course, aspire to do.
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