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AMERICA'S BEST LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PROGRAMS

PLUS:

Careers in the Design Professions
Salary and Compensation Guide for Graduates
Commentary from Deans, Students, Interns




WIWW.DIL.NET
NOVEMBER 2004
voL. 10, NO. 11

@ DesignIntelligence’

Our Interior design survey asked L .
Do you think the influence and Tﬂp 40 Edltﬂl" s Picks:
powee o brior des e e 2005 Analysis of Interior D
increasing, decreasing or steady?" IYS BEigI’I Prngrams
in::: R The Interior Design and Interior Architecture programs shown opposite
BIOR: have been selected by the Editors as the top picks.for 2005, The critenia

and methodology includes:

1. The consideranon given by pracotioners in the 20035 Interior Design as
they were asked ro chose their preferred schools based on relevancy to
today's changing interiors professional practice. The top three were
given a score of 97.5 representing “best of class."The others rated by
practitioners in the top 10 were given a score of 95. Those schools
ranking 11 through 20 were given a score of 85.5 and others were
scored 80 and lower, Only programs accredited by FIDER were consid-

ered to bein the top 10. Graduarte programs are rypically not aceredited

-' by FIDER but do ger high praise from firms who recruit nationally.

x Therefore, graduate programs are given consideration in this ranking

although there 15 a weighted bias toward FIDER-accredirted programs.

Lo e 5

2. Column Two ranks collegiate programs using a five-year average of the
Designintelligence practitioner survey of leading interior design and
interior architecture firms. Those who have been included as a top pro-
gram for five years scored 95.5; four years 93.5; three years 91.5; two

South years 88.5; and one year 85.5. Others scored 8015 or lower.

3. In Column Three, schools are ranked for their creative and integrated
design culture. Programs offering three or more integrated design pro-
grams at both the undergraduate and graduate levels scored 95,
Programs were then ranked in descending order based on the number of
integrated programs and the mix of graduate and undergraduate
options. Also, schools were given extra points for location ranging
from a high of 4.25 1o a low of three depending on learning environ-
ment and creative community environment based on the editor’s collec-

nve judgment,

4. Column Four rates the technology, studio, and library resources of the
schools ranging from 27.5 (best of class) to 75 (average)

5. Column Five rares the repute of the dean, faculty, and srudents based on
our interviews and rabulations of surveys. The scores ranged from 97.5
(best of class) to 75 {average).

“Joining this firm means that you will strive to surpass your
own expectations.”

—Gary Wheeler, Gensler, London
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Designintelligence Analysis of Interior Design Schools

Total  Average

Auburn Uniy

Unl'.ramlty of Wiscon sm-MadIﬂun a0 85.5 a9 a7.5 a5 457

Miami University (Ohio) B5.5 0.5 98 85 5.5 454, 5

0 4505 9041

Drexel University .ao a5

University of Minniesota " 50000 ee T80 0 99 asm
Bard Graduate Center 80 B0.5 94 975 ars 4495 B9.9
Ohig State University =~ 70770 s 0 o 0 ea ( less N eE2s7 a0 2580 857
Purdue University a0 80.5 a8 95 a5 448.5 84.7
Boston Architectural Center ~ =" 7 T g0 805 . 84 ‘o5 FTess s ITed T
Oklahoma State University 85.5 B0.5 1] an 90.25 44435  BE.BS
University of Kentucky = 80 805 _''®3 . .85 | 85§ . A4 ijisegd
Michigan State Umiversity B8O B5.5 a3 85 90.25 44175  BE.7S
University of Nevada, Las Vegas a0 80.5 a1 95 ' gE25 44175 ";'ga.:'r.s' L
University of North Texas a0 85.5 a6 a0 an 4415 88.3
Savannah College of Art and Design " 80 gos " sd Tee Tes" TaaesTlar
Narth Dakota State Linjversity il 80.5 83 a5 an 4385 ar.7
University of Texas at Arlington 855 805 o1 TR R A B
University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point B5.5 80.5 L a0 90 a7 ar.a
Louisiana Tech University B0 80.5 a1 85 90.25 43675 | 87.35,
Virgimia Commonwealth University an 40,5 k] i) ap 433.5 BE.7
Lawrence Technological University 80 B0.5 _ ‘ov " en ' Tens - 432 U 864
Mississippi State University &0 80.5 a1 an 80,25 43175 BB.3S
Rochester Institute of Technology 80 80.5 a1 g0 90,1 4316  86.32

University of Tennessee, Knoxville 80 0.5 a1 0.5 B9 43 6.2
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America's Best Interior Design Schools 2000-2005
(sehoal. . L 2008 20042003 2002 2001, 2000,

Pratt Institute 2 2
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University of Oregon ] §
Auburn University’
University of Texas at Austin 8 -
‘Washinglon State Universily
Calltornia College of the Arts 10 <]

raity. of Florida

¢ For the purposes of s survey, mulols rbenor desion progreems i dffersnt
mmnmmmmm
nciucios At Linkorsty, Marmas Linversity and Syracuss Linksersity,

Fhote: The Fiocke e Schood of Design mrked 58 i thie 2002 survey'
Becmnas I is not a ADER-pocrecing progrmm, (e standand for ncuson n
o rardargal 1 i et inciocked in this histonos! oormpsrison,

= N W Yirs, e SoNool cid ot Fank 17 Te 1op 15 progrims

Cornell University a . 5






