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Abstract  
The title of the present paper – 'building better, faster and cheaper' – was the fundamental re-

quirement of the program of rationalisation for school building developed during the 1960s in 
Canton Vaud, but it could be assumed as a general paradigm for the prefabrication in Swiss 
school buildings. In the post-war Europe, following the stalemate of the building sector and sev-
eral changes in the educational system, the rationalisation of building and the aim of reducing 
costs and production time involved also school buildings. In comparison to other countries, 
which knew intensive industrialisation programmes, in Switzerland – due to its political and ad-
ministrative structure –the standardisation of school buildings was characterised indeed by sin-
gle, but not unimportant, episodes which were often due to urgent circumstances, or conceived 
on the initiative of individual architects and specific builders. The characteristic of the Swiss 
case is the great variety of solutions which during the 1960s fosters the debate on school build-
ing, especially compared with the international context. 

The paper presents this great variety of experimentations, examining the reasons of their 
achievement or failure. Swiss industry is characterised by an outstanding attention to detail and 
by a high level of innovation, some results of which command niche prominence also outside the 
country. Aim of the paper is to relate the unique solutions developed in Switzerland to the Euro-
pean development and investigate the relevance of the diverse development for prefabrication 
industry in Swiss school building. 

Through period magazines and original documents, the paper focus on four particular epi-
sodes, which deal with different aspects of the history of construction: the systems conceived by 
the architect Fritz Stucky for the company Variel; the heavy prefabrication system Barets by 
Induni company, applied in Geneva; the case of the Centre de Rationalisation et d’Organisation 
des Constructions Scolaires – CROCS – in the Canton Vaud; and the attempt to import in Swit-
zerland the famous British Clasp-System for school buildings. Each of these cases it is meaning-
ful for a different aspect of construction history, and each one highlights the potentials and the 
limits of prefabrication in school building, especially in the Swiss political and economic system. 

 

                                                
1 Independent scholar, via Carlo Poerio 15, 20129 - Milano, Italy, marcodinallo@gmail.com 
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RATIONALISATION OF SWISS SCHOOL BUILDING 
On the catalogue of the Zurich exhibition of 1953, Das neue Schulhaus, Alfred Roth praised 

the efforts made in Switzerland on the rationalisation of school building, but he pointed out its 
limits due to the lack of a central authority and to the administrative and decision decentralisa-
tion typical of Swiss federalism2. During the 1950s, in comparison to other countries, England 
first among everyone, Switzerland continued to build using traditional methods; however, in the 
late 1950s, summarizing the complex interrelationships of architecture in a rational and control-
lable system became a pressing issue even within the Confederation. «We know that the individ-
ual alone cannot do enough on the issue of rationalisation»; in this way Franz Füeg began his 
speech on October 1959 on the occasion of the meeting of the Federation of Swiss Architects, 
stressing the lack of national or cantonal research centres on construction and the lack of support 
to private attempts on rationalisation3. In the same year, the BSA – Federation of Swiss Archi-
tects – founded a research centre, which in the following years became the Centre for Rationali-
sation of Building, with the aim of filling the gap between architects, builders, manufacturers and 
financiers, and between municipalities, cantons and the Confederation. However, «the advan-
tages of this standardization of production – declared the CRB – should be first of all in favour of 
affordable housing»4; so despite efforts in the field, the rationalisation and, more precisely, the 
prefabrication of school buildings proceeded mainly through single episodes, often due to urgent 
circumstances, or to private entrepreneurial by individual companies or architects. For this rea-
son, it is useful to make a distinction between real prefabricated systems and single projects built 
using ad-hoc prefabricated components; the following text deals mainly with the former. 

Variel systems 
Already in 1957 the Swiss manufacturer Variel developed a first prefab school pavilion, 

composed by steel and wooden modules5. Conceived by the architects Fritz Stucky and Rudolf 
Meuli for a competition6, the so called Variel-System-58 was characterised by a basic module of 
about 8 x 3 meters, easily transportable. The modules, distinguished by the expressive shape of 
the inclined structure of the facade, were combinable on the long side to build pavilions of dif-
ferent sizes. 

In 1963 Variel, again in collaboration with Stucky and Meuli, developed a new modular sys-
tem, this time heavy prefabricated. The basic module was composed by a prestressed concrete 
slab  and two steel frames, which in 1965 were substituted by concrete elements to satisfy fire 

                                                
2 Alfred Roth, "Das Schulhaus und seine Elemente", in Das neue Schulhaus, ed. Alfred Roth et al., exhibition cata-
logue, (Zurich: Kunstgewerbemuseum Zürich, 1953), 32-48. 
3 Franz Füeg, “Industrielles Bauen, Diskussionsbeitrag an der Tagung des BAS, 2. Oktober 1952,” Das Werk 47, no. 
1 (1960): 7-8. 
4 See, “Zentralstelle für Baurationalisierung: Studienbüro des BSA,” Werk-Chronik 47, no. 10 (1960): 193-194. And 
“BSA/SIA Zentralstelle für Baurationalisierung,” Werk-Chronik 48, no. 7 (1961): 153*. See also, CRB 
http://www.crb.ch/crbOnline.html 
5 «This 'Variel System 1958' was licensed under the first production contract in southern Germany and produced in 
very basic factories in both Germany and Switzerland. Since at that time we were not able to control the very small 
tolerances between the modules, we produced virtually the entire pavilion on an assembly line side by side. The 
modules were shipped in a radius of roughly 200 km, at that time the limit of economic feasibility. This assembly 
line production method proved very profitable for all concerned. The bulk of the assembly line work was subcon-
tracted in the factory, and the entire building was factory-finished». Fritz Stucky, “Chronology of the Variel In-
dustrialized Building System of Elcon AG," in Fritz Stucky Architekt und Unternehmer, ed. Gian-Marco Jenatsch 
and Bruno Krucker, (Zurich: gta Verlag, 2006), 15. 
6 “Transportabler Schulpavillon in Zug,” Werk-Chronik 46, no. 4 (1959): 69*-70*. 
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regulations. The Variel-Beton-System was based on an open module which introduced a new 
production method: the entire building was rolled over an assembly line from station to station. 
The size changed according to the function: two options in plan – 9.60 x 2.80 meters and 8.40 x 
2.80 meters – and three options in section – 2.50, 3.00 and 3.20 meters. Differently from the 
module of 1958, the Variel-Beton-System allowed greater freedom in the layout: the modules 
could be combined in rows, on multi-storey or according to rotational symmetry (fig. 1). «Proto-
types were built for both school and residential buildings. Unfortunately, the high profits made 
by Variel licensees on schools led them to neglect the one-family housing market, which later 
formed the most substantial part of the world-wide modular construction market»7. 

The main feature of the Variel-Beton-System, in comparison to other systems on the market 
at that time, was the basic module, conceived as an open unit, joinable both vertically and hori-
zontally. The system was applied not only in Switzerland, but also in Germany, Netherlands, 
France, Algeria, Libia, South Africa, and even Venezuela8. Between the 1960s and the 1980s, 
more than 230 school buildings were built using the Variel system, of these about 55 in Switzer-
land9. 

Despite its heavy prefabrication, the Variel system allowed a great flexibility both in the lay-
out and in the facade pattern, thanks to its static principle based on punctual load-bearing ele-
ments on the corner of the module without load-bearing walls. The ‘differing repetition’ of the 
basic module, which becomes the unit of measurement for the whole building, met also the re-
quirement of a space tailored on children; a fundamental issue in school building. 

Barets system - Induni 
In 1962, in Geneva, the establishment of an orientation level for students aged between twelve 
and fifteen, entailed the need to find quickly an appropriate space for this new educational 
stage10. The canton developed a plan which in six years led to build about twelve school com-
plexes, located in different districts, and characterised by a precast concrete system. Conceived 
by the architect Claude Grousgurin, in collaboration with the Bourquin et Stencek engineering 
and the Induni manufacturer, the Barets system hailed from methods originally applied to resi-
dential buildings. Already tested in 1960 for the Collège de la Florence, the Barets system is 
composed by few components of quite big size, weighting between 3 and 12 tonnes. The compo-
nents, precast on site, were all load-bearing elements: flat and ribbed slabs; portals, columns and 
beams; inner partitions and external walls; all the joints were poured in place to make the structu-
re monolithic and to guarantee its stability11. The facade panels were joined together with the 
floors and with the inner load-bearing partitions according to the linear move of the crane along 
the building (fig. 2). The building site was a sort of assembly plant, where it is the plant itself  

                                                
7 Fritz Stucky, “Chronology of the Variel Industrialized Building System of Elcon AG,” in Jenatsch and Krucker, 
Fritz Stucky, 17. 
8 Cfr. Gian-Marco Jenatsch, “Entwerferische Intention und unternehmerische Logik,” in Jenatsch and Krucker, Fritz 
Stucky, 70. On Venezuela cfr. Christoph Luchsinger, “«Vor Ort in Venezuela». Ein Erlabnisbericht,” in Jenatsch and 
Krucker, Fritz Stucky, -103. 
9 See: Jenatsch and Krucker, Fritz Stucky, 147-151. However, in 1970 the school buildings counted by Variel were 
more than 150, cfr. Das Werk 57, no. 2 (1970) LIV. 
10 Cfr. Isabelle Charolais, Jean-Marc Lamunière, and Michel Nemec, L’architecture à Genève 1919-1975, (Lausan-
ne: Editions Payot, 1999), 618-621. 
11 Centre International de la Construction Scolaire, “La préfabrication lourde pur des bâtiments scolaires,” in Werk-
Chronik 50, no. 9 (1963), 189-192. 
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Figure 1: Hauterive school (1968), Variel-Beton-System.     Figure 2: Collège de la Florence under construction. 

that moves and not the components of the final product: in this way it was possible to achieve a 
rapid and low-cost construction, but characterised by strict constraints to the spatial layout12. 

In 1962, a research conducted by the Centre International de la Construction Scolaire in 
Lausanne on prefabricated building systems applicable to school building from ten different 
countries asserted that the majority were light-weight construction and pavilion type building, 
mainly made out of steel or timber, and 92% were conceived specifically for school building. In 
relation to these factors, the Barets system represents an exception, not truly positive. Although 
the schools built in Geneva had no precedents in terms of economy and rapidity of execution, the 
Barets system, originally conceived for mass production in the housing sector, proved to be not 
enough flexible to the requirements of school building. «The aim of educators and architects, 
called to update these experiences, will be to search for what the technology alone cannot 
achieve, or rather to conceive a prefabricated architecture able to fulfil the requirements of mod-
ern pedagogy», wrote the Centre International de la Construction Scolaire on the final report on 
the two school buildings la Florence and Budé13. 

The CROCS case in Canton Vaud  
The case of the Centre de Rationalisation et d’Organisation des Constructions Scolaires – 

founded in 1965 in the Canton Vaud, and known with the acronym CROCS – represents one of 
the most successful venture in Switzerland14. During the 1960s, the population growth and the 
increase of school attendance rate caused a great shortage of space for education. According to a 
preliminary survey, the city of Lausanne revealed a need of more than 175 new classrooms and it 
estimated a cost of 60 million of Swiss francs15. These preconditions led the city to look for an 

                                                
12 The standard layout is composed by two classroom blocks, linked by a lower block to the gym hall. According to 
orientation site morphology, these blocks were laying out in H-shape, comb-shape ort T-shape. Following the case 
of Collège de la Florence, Grosgurin built other four buildings – Pinchant (1964-66), Budé (1964-66), Marais (1966-
67), La Golette (1966-67) – all using the same building system, but with a different layouts. 
13 Centre International de la Construction Scolaire, “La préfabrication lourde,” 189-192. 
14 Fritz Berger, Georges Jaccottet, and Bernard Meuwly, Rationelles Bauen – Vorträge gehalten an der ordentlichen 
Generalversammlung des Schweizerischen Städteverbandes in Altstätten 8. Und 9. September 1967, (1967). 
15 AA.VV., Rapport final sur l’opération pilote de la ville de Lausanne en matière de constructions scolaires, (Lau-
sanne: Commune de Lausanne, Direction des travaux, Service des bâtiments, 1973). 
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urgent rationalisation plan to meet the requirements «construire mieux, plus vite et moins 
cher»16. 

The CROCS plan was put into practice through a ten-year plan, divided into three stages: the 
first one aimed to understand the new pedagogical and spatial requirements, the second one to 
define the technical features and the last one to build some prototypical schools. During the sec-
ond stage, the focus was mainly on the architectural conception: the geomety of the system, the 
primary structural elements, the secondary non-structural and environmental elements, and the 
interior finishes, furnishing and equipment17. In plan the system is regulated by a modular grid 
made up of three rectangles – 0.60 x 0.60, 2.40 x 2.40, and 2.40 x 0.60 meters – juxtaposed to 
sesemble a Scotch tartan. The structure itself is a rigid-jointed steel frame comprising: CHS col-
umns; IPE principal beams, with web openings to allow the passage of plants, and with a span 
that ranges between 5.40 and 7.80 meters; secondary beams as steel trusses; and precast concrete 
slabs (fig. 3). The room inter-floor height ranges from 2.40 to 3.00 meters, and the building is 
maximum four-storey high for stability reasons18. The third and last stage – during which the 
school des Figuiers in Lausanne (arch. L. d’Okolsky, 1968) and the school complex Beausobre 
in Morges (arch. J.-P. Cahen and M.R. Weber, 1969-1970) were built – allowed the CROCS 
technicians to test the developed method and to consider possible changes and improvements for 
the following buildings19. By outward appearance, the CROCS buildings look like simple and 
compact volumes: the facades are usually characterised by curtain walls which reveal the modu-
larity of the building system. 

One of the most innovative features of the CROCS system, at least on paper, was the great 
flexibility of the interior, and the range of internal finishes, in no way restrited by the system. 
Partitions, conceived as lightweight panels, could be easily moved so to adapt the spatial layout 
to the changes resulting from the continuous developments of the teaching practices; however 
this feature was never widely used. Although the CROCS system was developed with the pur-
pose of creating a kit-of-parts able to give the designer complete freedom both on the layout than 
on the building's facades, the different constructed buildings disclose instead a limited variety: 
the final result originated more from the technique and from the requirement of cheapness and 
quickness rather than from the intent of the architect or from the educational needs. 

The CROCS experience allowed the city of Lausanne to spare about 15% in comparison to 
traditional methods for school buildings and to meet quickly a significant shortage, with rapid 
and efficient construction sites, of around one year duration. The most important feature of 
                                                
16 J. P. Cahen, et al., C.R.O.C.S. Centre de rationalisation et d’organisation des constructions scolaires, (Lausanne: 
Commune de Lausanne, 1972). 
17 Final result of this stage was the publication of four volumes containing the guidelines for the project execution: 
AA.VV., Cahier noir: Directives fonctionnelles applicables à la programmation et à l’avant-projet des construc-
tions scolaires: scolarité obligatoire, (Lausanne: Commune de Lausanne, 1968); AA.VV., Cahier rouge: Directives 
de projet applicables à l’étude et à la mise au point des constructions scolaires réalisées à l’aide du système 
CROCS; Document 1: Gros-oeuvre - second oeuvre, (Lausanne: Commune de Lausanne, 1969); AA.VV., Cahier 
vert: Directives de projet applicables à l’étude à la mise au point des constructions scolaires réalisées à l’aide du 
système CROCS; Document 2: Installations techniques, (Lausanne: Commune de Lausanne, 1972); AA.VV., Rap-
port final sur l’opération pilote de la ville de Lausanne en matière de constructions scolaires, (Lausanne: Commune 
de Lausanne, 1973). 
18 “C.R.O.C.S.-Bausystem”, in Bauen + Wohnen 27, no. 8 (1973) 328-329. Cfr. also Paul Lenssen, C.R.O.C.S. A 
Swiss Industrialised School Building System, (Paris: OECD, 1973), leaflet. 
19 “CROCS, une mission d”homme-orchestre, adapter l’architecture à la pédagogie”, in Habitation 45, no. 7 (1972) 
32. In the early 1970s, at the time of the publication of the final report, three school buildings were under constru-
tion: the college de Coteau-Fleuri (G. Jaunin et H. Marti, 1970), da la Vallée de la Jeunesse (J. Dumas, 1971) and du 
Pavement (currently called de la Rouvraie, Fr. Sillig, 1973). 
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CROCS concern less the ‘nuts and bolts’ aspects or ‘hardware’ – the material used, the module 
chosen, constructional details, etc., (interesting though they are) – than those related to the ori-
gins and raison d'être of the system, its declared aims, the associated administrative and devel-
opment procedures and its subsequent application to the planning and design of individual pro-
jects. 

After 1976, due to oil prices increasing and to the running costs of the air conditioning sys-
tem, the use of the CROCS system gradually disappeared. Moreover the CROCS buildings, con-
ceived to meet the requirement ‘building better, faster, and cheaper’ did not stand the test of 
time, showing serious maintenance problems during the last decades. 

 

   
Figure 3: CROCS system, perspective drawing.            Figure 4: English school in Gümlingen, Clasp-system. 

The Brockhouse-CLASP system: an attempt to import a British model 
As shown by the previous examples, in Switzerland even the large CROCS programme or 

the moderate international success of the Variel systems remained limited and not fully sup-
ported by an administrative and political structure as it was instead for the system developed by 
the Consortium for Local Authorities Special Programme in England. The British CLASP sys-
tem for school building, one of the most well-known and widespread internationally, was con-
ceived starting from the late 1940s in collaboration with the Brockhouse, an engineering com-
pany that during the war produced military vehicles20. The CLASP system was based on light-
weight steel girder construction with panel infill, and especially from the second half of the 
1950s, under the direction of Donald Gibson, it was used for hundreds of school buildings. 

Over the years, the Brockhouse purchased the rights from the Consortium and with them the 
possibility to export and sell the patent21. During the 1960s the reception of the Brockhouse-
CLASP system spread increasingly also in Switzerland, probably also following the German ex-
ample. From 1961 the German building departments had to face, indeed, the demand to build 
around 20 school buildings for the British troops in Europe, as part of the contract with the Al-
lied Powers. Chief of the War-Office building and planning department at that time was Donald 
Gibson, previously promoter of the CLASP system in Nottinghamshire. Starting from these 

                                                
20 Geraint Franklin et al., England’s Schools 1962-88. A thematic study, (Research report series no. 33-2012, 
English Heritage, 2012), 124-149. 
21 “Erfahrungen in England mit vorgefertigten Bauelementen im Bau von Schulhäusern”, in Dokumentation 
‘brockhouse clasp system ag’, (Zu ̈rich, 1966), 4.4; consulted in the library of Hans Schmidt at gta Archiv, ETH Zu-
rich. 
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premises, the Brockhouse company established a German branch and, in collaboration with the 
architect Otto-Heinz Groth, it developed a variation for German school buildings based on the 
metric system22. 

In the mid 1960s, the Brockhouse company opened a branch also in Zurich, and on 21st 
March 1966, together with the Uster school administration office, it organised an orientation 
meeting on rationalisation in school building23. The conference raised contrasting opinions 
among the experts: on the pages of the Schweizerische Bauzeitung, the editor in chief, Gaudenz 
Risch, paid tribute to the Uster meeting for creating the occasion to talk about the important issue 
of rationalisation in school building; but, he blamed the prescription of a single system, i.e. the 
Brockhouse-Clasp one, and the lack of a real open debate24. As further proof that the British sys-
tem was not the only possible solution, Rish published an excursion report on England by Karl 
Keller, at that time Winterthur city architect. Keller gave a very detailed analysis of the CLASP 
system and he expressed an opinion cautiously negative on its possible application in Switzer-
land: the different climate, the rule to build a sheltered basement floor, and the different price of 
steel, made the CLASP system unsuited to the Swiss territory. Furthermore, the conducted re-
searches proved that the cost savings coming from the possibility to order in advance great 
amount of building components could be achieved also with other systems, and even with tradi-
tional building methods in case different school communities would have agreed on common 
standards25. 

The real application of the Brockhouse-CLASP system in Switzerland is the English school 
in Gümlingen, close to Bern. The building consisted of six squared classrooms for twenty stu-
dents, 6 meters wide according to British regulations. The project, conceived by Schmid, was 
developed in two months in collaboration with the manufacturer Hartmann AG of Bern (fig. 4); 
it was built in four months, and finished in 196626. Nevertheless, the school building in 
Gümlingen was the only Swiss example of a building system widely debated in Switzerland and 
that is the most widespread school building system. 

OBSTACLES TO THE DIFFUSION OF PREFABRICATION 
Although the cases presented were all considered as building systems, from their analysis 

came to light a difference between 'prefabricated' and 'industrialised' building on the one hand 
and 'system' building on the other. The former – among which we can include the Variel systems 
and the Barets system – describes merely the techniques of construction, whereas the latter – 
CROCS and CLASP – embraces the entire process from the identification of educational needs, 
the analysis of their building implications, and their translation into physical reality in the form 

                                                
22 “Die Übertragung des Brockhouse-CLASPSystems auf Deutschland”, in Dokumentation ‘brockhouse clasp sy-
stem ag’, (Zu ̈rich, 1966), 4.4; consulted in the library of Hans Schmidt at gta Archiv, ETH Zurich. Cfr. also 
“CLASP in Deutschland”, in Bauwelt, no. 20/21, (1965). 
23 Starting point of the conference were two basic issues emerged during a study trip conducted by the building de-
partment of Uster to the Ruhr district in 1965: the achievement of Swiss standard by the school built in the Ruhr 
with the Brockhouse-CLASP system; and the possibility of using this system in Switzerland. “Der Zweite Uster-
Tag”, in Werk-Chronik 53, no. 5, (1966) 99-100. 
24 Gaudenz Risch, “Rationeller Schulhausbau”, in Schweizerische Bauzeitung 84, no. 17 (1966) 309-313. 
25 Ibidem. Despite the doubts of the experts, the following years the ETH Zurich organised an exhibition and a meet-
ing entirely dedicated to the CLASP system: CLASP. Beispiel eines Bausystems, Ausstellung ETH Architektur Abtei-
lung, 28 november 1967 - 5 januar 1968, Zurich. 
26 “CLASP in der Schweiz”, in Modernes Bauen 12, no. 1 (1967); Thomas Schmid, "Schulhaus für englischspre-
chende Kinder in Bern-Gümlingen”, in Das Werk 54, no. 7 (1967), 414-417. 
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of schools using techniques of construction most suited to meet them and within the limits of re-
sources available. 

Despite efforts, in Switzerland prefabrication struggled to become established, especially in 
school building. The variety of geomorphological conditions, the several school authorities, the 
proverbial individualism, and the so-called Kantönligeist – i.e. the strong sense of identity and 
the pride of belonging of the different cantons – as well as the influence of the traditional manu-
facturers on political affairs made it difficult to systematize and to plan for larger scale develop-
ment. During the 1960s and the 1970s, beyond the aforementioned examples, several school 
buildings were built using prefabricated methods of construction. However they are usually iso-
lated cases, and often their final costs were higher than those built with traditional methods27. 

It should be noticed that the great interest and the research towards the rationalisation of con-
struction spread in a period characterised by important education reform processes, which last 
several years: although the majority of prefabricated systems were conceived to meet the conti-
nuous changes in education, these systems proved to be often less flexible and adaptable than 
expected. Building schools with prefabricated systems continued to leave several doubts on the 
adaptability to the evolution of the pedagogical theories and practices, both among school autho-
rities than among professionals28. 

Another key issue that hindered the spread of prefabrication in school building was the com-
mission process. Design competitions, which in Switzerland are the only way to public achieve-
ment, contributed considerably to the high quality of Swiss school building, however, during the 
1960s this commission process encountered several criticisms and revision requests29. The Arbei-
tsgruppe 4 of the Swiss association for prefabrication (SVV - Schweizerische Verein für Vorfa-
brikation), which was appointed to investigate the problems in the use of rationalised building 
methods for school building, recognized two main obstacles: existing building regulations and 
competition rules. In some municipalities, school building standards and regulations were appro-
ved case by case. As a consequence, the diversity of these directives, rules and recommendations 
prevented the rationalisation of building components and created on the other hand a modus ope-
randi that could be summed up with the phrase: «Each school building, a prototype», emphasi-
zing the lack of continuity and systematization30. 

While by the standards of many countries the numbers of the Swiss examples were by no 
means large, nevertheless they constitute an important testimony to the Swiss research on school 
building, characterised not by the repetition of a single model, but by the continuous experimen-
tation, both on architectural and pedagogical level than on construction solutions31. 

                                                
27 The Realschule in Frenkendorf, designed by Rolf G. Otto in 1965, is a telling example. Hannes Ineichen, Rolf G. 
Otto. Bauten und Projekte 1952-1993, (Sulgen: Niggli, 2003) 94-101. 
28 «The school buildings resulting [from the competition] are extremely defined, meaning that a further adjustment 
following the changing of educational practices would be impossible», wrote the German architect Lutz Kandel, 
commenting on the final result of a competition for a prefabricated school building. “Schulbauexperiment Wettbe-
werb Primarschulhaus Schauenberg”, in Bauen + Wohnen 21, no. 10 (1967). 
29 Cfr. the dialogue between Lucius Burckhardt and Alexander Henz, “Rationalisierung im Schulhausbau”, in Das 
Werk 53, no. 8 (1966), 289-290. 
30 “Probleme des industrialisierten Schulhausbaus”, in Bauen + Wohnen 21, no. 10 (1967), X 20-X 22. 
31 On prefabricated school building in other countries, see: Riccardo Gulli, "Pre-Fabricated School Buildings in Ita-
ly. The Experimental Events of the '60", in Proceedings of the Third International Congress on Construction Histo-
ry, Cottbus, May 2009, The Construction History Society; Aleyda Resendiz-Vazquez, L’industrialisation du bâti-
ment. Le cas de la préfabrication dans la construction scolaire en France (1951-1973), PhD dissertation, Conserva-
toire National des Arts et Métiers Centre d’Histoire des Techniques et de l’Environnement, 2010; Geraint Franklin 
et al., England’s Schools 1962-88. A thematic study, (Research report series no. 33-2012, English Heritage, 2012). 


