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Many housing providers are facing changes on the Gulf Coast. A reduction in volunteer labor and an in- house structural component SyStems

crease in concern for structural strength and environmental responsibility are just some of the difficulties systems small assembly systems

facing community builders. Many are beginning to question the way in which they provide housing. environmental
The Gulf Coast Commmunity Design Studio (GCCDS) is developing a series of tools meant for those working systems

with communities to meet new housing needs in their area. It is our goal that these binder dividers, along
with the developing research they represent, introduce housing providers interested in construction
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The report, a field evaluation, constructed and tested three alternative building systems: ICFs, Composite Panels,
and AAGs. It can be found online at http://www.toolbase.org/pdf/FieldEvaluations/hughesfinalreport.pdf.
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