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VIF, Verify in Field, is a notational convention employed on architectural drawings indicating 

that the information on the drawings is incomplete and further field verification is necessary. 

VIF, as a technical notation, reveals the gap between architectural representation and the built 

reality—the field, with its codes, contingencies, knowns, and unknowns. The term acknowledges 

the disciplinary investments in the instruments of design: drawings, models, and prototypes that 

are the discipline’s means for operating on the world at a distance. While VIF can be understood 

as architecture’s “fine print,” the notation speaks volumes about the discipline and the 

profession—our culture of risk, the role of representations, and our agency to act on the physical 

world. 

Verify in Field acts as a lens to survey the present moment, reflect on the agency of 

architecture at different scales, and examine the techniques and processes that both constrain and 

enable us to create, make, and build. Likewise, we see the “field” as territorial and operational: 

the field of construction and craft, the field of discourse and debate, the field of forces in the 

social, political, and environmental landscapes. “Verification” as technique and “Field” as 

context structure how we think about and navigate practice today. 

Verify in Field at once acknowledges the chasm between the idealized realm of 

conception and the messy and material realm of construction, as well as the productive 

possibilities of deferral and delay in final verification. While VIF, at its most mundane level, 

addresses the physical and dimensional conditions of construction, recognizing imprecision and 

contingency, and shifts responsibility from the architect to the contractor, our co-opting of the 

term to frame our process, work, and projects examines the term as an ethos—one that does not 

shift responsibility but develops means for more agency, responsibility, and engagement. This 

mode embraces contingencies and variables, as well as accepts the layered challenges of how we 

test, iterate, and build. Our intent is to share how we take up both verification and field to create 

validation and valuation in our practice.  



The talk will focus on three projects that serve to highlight issues raised by VIF. The 

Collier Memorial at MIT is a contemporary stone vault, constructed of solid stone. At once 

contemporary and ancient, the memorial necessitated reinventing workflows around digital 

models and tool paths, as well as the reordering of construction sequences to ensure the exacting 

tolerances required by the structure. The University of Virginia Memorial to Enslaved Laborers 

utilizes stone in both panel and monolithic formats to achieve a concave stone figure. Digital 

fabrication techniques recalibrated the construction sequence to ensure the seamlessness of the 

completed work. The last project is a mass timber project that builds on learnings from the 

previous two to rethink how we consider working with a renewable material such as timber.  

The translation from drawing to building, from concept to construction, is never a linear 

process, despite our embrace of digital tools and fabrication techniques. In construction, there is 

ample room for friction, gaps for tolerance and deflection, anticipated and unanticipated 

conditions that require the feedback implied by the Verify in Field notation. In each case the 

field conditions, constraints, motivations, and materials are different, but the strategies for 

working back and forth across the boundaries of conception and construction, between design 

intent and means and methods, have been instrumental. Strategies for verification, integration, 

tolerance, and sequencing become drivers for design, whereby materials and methods, the brute 

physicality of architecture, impress themselves on the apparent ease of our digital design 

processes. 


