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OUTLINE

Overview - History, Challenges, and Goals
Engagement Goes Beyond the Plan Document
A Question for You

Open Space and Ecology-Primary Planning Tool
Space, Building Sites, and the Campus Survey
Applying the Framework Vision Plan

What Works. What Could Work Better

Q&A
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PAST CAMPUS PLANNING VISIONS & PROCESS

Universities are

extraordinary SRR

places.

1932 1970s 1991 & 2005
Ellis Lawrence Ellis Lawrence The Oregon Experiment  University Staft
Pattern Language

Planning Process
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2016 CONTEXT

City of Eugene
168,000 population

Campus
320 acres

24 500 student FTE

34 000 student FTE
Potential growth
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CHALLENGES FOR UO

Lacked physical plan for the expanding campus

Needed to understand how growth would affect the physical appearance and
experience of the campus

Needed to refine a series of metrics used to evaluate density, building
coverage, height, etc.

First time in 40 years that the university brought in outside consultants to
comprehensively plan the campus

Unique primary criterion was a landscape-centric focus
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PROJECT GOAL

To create a comprehensive physical framework vision of
open spaces and buildings, which will bring greater
specificity to the Campus Plan, better inform decisions on
how to accommodate growth and change, and preserve
the beauty and functionality of the campus.
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THE FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION
WE ASKED OURSELVES AND THE CAMPUS COMMUNITY

Can the campus accommodate growth while
respecting and enhancing its beauty and culture

demonstrated in its landscape and ensemble of
buildings?
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT
TIE TO CAMPUS CULTURE: WHO IS THE UNIVERSITY OF OREGON?

Patterns are:
Commonly held values as they pertain
to the campus environment and design.

Statements that describe design issues

and suggest ways to resolve them. A

Pattern: Positive Outdoor Space Origins: Christopher Alexander’s
Pattern Language &
Oregon Experiment (1974)
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT
TIE TO CAMPUS CULTURE: WHO IS THE UNIVERSITY OF OREGON?
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT
TIE TO CAMPUS CULTURE: WHO IS THE UNIVERSITY OF OREGON?

Process-oriented

= Not a fixed image plan
" Focus on patterns and principles

Adapted over time

Framework of 12 Principles:

1. Process and Participation 7. Architectural Style

2. Open-spaces 8. Universal Access

3. Densities 9. Transportation

4. Space Use 10. Sustainability

5. Displaced Uses 11. Patterns Principle 2: Open-space Framework Current: Campus Plan
6. Maintenance and Service 12. Special Conditions
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT
CAMPUS FRAMEWORK VISION PROJECT (FVP): ENGAGEMENT

Tied to Campus Planning Process
Coordinated by UO

Campus Planning Committee

Project-specific
Advisory Committee
Open houses
Web page
Stakeholder groups
MyCampus Survey
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT
CAMPUS FRAMEWORK VISION PROJECT (FVP): ENGAGEMENT

Not just the project process

Planning solutions

mplementation

Alternates Recommendations

Completion

On-going
H H H H H B H B

Input / Analysis Refinement
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ENGAGEMENT GOES BEYOND THE PLAN DOCUMENT

1. What does engagement mean to you?
2. When does it start and when does it end?

3. How do you measure success?

WHAT WE HEARD - USER GROUP MEETING 2

Meaningful Involvement




CAMPUS SURVEY
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CAMPUS SURVEY
WHEN DID STUDENTS TAKE THE SURVEY?
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CAMPUS SURVEY
CAMPUS AFFILIATION

Visitor 0.1%

4 n=
Other 0.3% 1,384
N
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CAMPUS SURVEY
MEMORABLE OR ICONIC SPACES Memorableor conic Pois
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CAMPUS SURVEY
MEMORABLE OR ICONIC SPACES

27

§ n=312

21
20

13
12

Knight Library Pioneer Man & Woman Statues Dad's Gate & Deady Hall Hayward Field Lillis Business Complex "0" Sign

“Love the front of Lillis, with the O and the solar panels.
Would even more benches be possible?”
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CAMPUS SURVEY
FAVORITE OUTDOOR SPACES

Campus Status
Visitor | 4
Other | 4
": Alumni | 30
’2 d Neighbor | 46

Staff - 261

Faculty [JjjJj 265

student | ' 373

0 500 1000 1500
Number of Records

Students Favorite Outdoor

% ... L) . B Places
- i n ) . . ' School Year
: '-.. k - -'ﬂ . . i . Other | 21
vinerm #’. : hal & . Freshman 234
' &t s L ¢ f - ‘ _ . N Sophomore 235
0wt IRdY ’:f U ‘.',.f s O pdh . =4 e, ' . N Junior 200
i . . .~ : : e .% o : o . :. ~2- o i Senior 364
o - .. : J ; Graduate Student 315
i;;' f . 0 200 400
. .\" » -.")- 4 .t
L2 ¥ s = ¥
1 = ¢
: e . i Lo J
i R A - .
a ..‘ .% ] 4 -J.
e =} ® Survey Point
. ! " of A . ‘ e - a
. 5 Low Uensity
[ i >
P High Density

An Enriching Campus Framework for Growth: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON CAMPUS PHYSICAL FRAMEWORK VISION



CAMPUS SURVEY |
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CAMPUS SURVEY
FAVORITE INDOOR SPACES
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CAMPUS SURVEY
AREAS WHERE YOU SOCIALIZE
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CAMPUS SURVEY
WALKING ROUTES '_ Walking Route
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ENGAGEMENT /ADVISORY
DIVERSE VOICES

Board of Trustees
Advisory Group
Campus Planning Committee

Management Team

President and Finance Leadership

University Community

Neighbors - City Agencies
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ENGAGEMENT /ADVISORY
KNOW YOUR ROLE

INPUT - DIRECTION

Advisory Group

Campus Planning Committee Campus Planning Committee
Management Team Management Team

President & Finance Leadership President & Finance Leadership

University Community

Neighbors
City Agencies
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CAMPUS PLANNING
COMMITTEE

Capital Planning Committee (1969)
(5) Faculty, (5) Administrators

(5) Students, VPs and Deans
Campus Planning and Operations
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CAMPUS PLANNING
COMMITTEE

AAAAAAA

o INITIAL REFINED
ALTERNATIVES § ALTERNATIVE

Role - Advise President

SSSSSSSSS

PPPPPPPP L PROJECT

nput on Planning and Development | cevents oo

PRODUCTS

Process - multiple reviews / vote

MMMMMMMMM
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CAMPUS PLANNING
COMMITTEE

Recommend approval to President
Framework not Plan —
no approval required
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PROCESS

BT s e suwuea o o T )

CALENDAR
PRINCIPLES/VALUES
+ INITIAL REFINED
PROJECT THEMES ALTERNATIVES ALTERNATIVE
DUE DILIGENCE
+
PROCESSES +
PRODUCTS ANALYSIS P H OJ E C T
ELEMENTS FINAL
Design Concepts RECOMMENDATIONS
Open Space Framework Campus-scale Recommendations
Design Areas Final Density Analysis PRODUCTS
Evaluate Space Nesds Plan Concepts for Four Design Areas
Areas of Use Identify High Priority Projects
Density Standards Campus Plan Revisions
Zoning & Land Use
Campus Plan Policies
Mustrative Plan
Open Space Plan
Guidslines
Edges/Gateways
Campus Loning
Campus Development Sites
Campus Systems
Design Areas
Denzity Studies
8 i Ao S e Zoning Recommendations
Advisory Advisary Advisory Agwvisory
Groun Group Group Group Campus Plan Changes
NMaating Megting Meating esting
COMMITTEES
CrC CPC CPC cerC
Meeating Meeting Meating Mesting
Public Fublic TG
Open Opan Opan
ENGAGEMENT Houss iz Housze House
+0OUTREACH —_— ST
Survey

TEEETETETEFFIIFFFTrrreTemnrnmn imnen
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PROCESS

A = e
AUV UrY

AvisOry Advisdry AdWiE0ry
Group Group Group Group
Mesting Masting AMasting Mesting
COMMITTEES
CPC CPC CPC CPC
Mesting Masting AMasting Mesting
Public Public Public
Open Open Open
ENGAGEMENT House House House
+OUTREACH —_— g’f Campus
urvey

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII]I*

* FOCUS GROUPS, RESOURCE GROUPS, AND INPUT FROM OTHER ON & OFF CAMPUS GROUPS

COMPLETION
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COMMUNITY CONTEXT
GO BEYOND THE EDGES

Important Factors:

Neighborhoods - Stakeholders
Open space connections - Systems
River to the Buttes - Ecology

Downtown - Services

.

o
A . ‘ \)wﬂ-”\x b il

N\

2

LEILLIIdW

Alton Baker Park

N s Boundary
3! - Buildings
QUL |

i - Civic Institution

|

Public Park

| =  Pprimary Vehiolar Route

{: University of Oregon Campus P!

- HENDRICKS PARK

University of Oregon Campus Plal
Robert Sabbatini Al
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OPEN SPACE & ECOLOGY M =
AS PLANNING TOOL - .

UQO is built upon an open space

system spanning multiple eras

Clear distinction in eras can be
found in the campus form,

character, and scale.

'''''''

[ Surveys

Dregon

An Enriching Campus Framework for Growth: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON CAMPUS PHYSICAL FRAMEWORK VISION



CAMPUS IDENTITY
WHAT WE HEARD

Campus is identified by three
basic elements:
" heritage trees

m classic architecture

" open space network

CONNECTIVITY

ACTIVITY
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CAMPUS INPUT
ITERATIVE PROCESS

How retain the character and

quality while allowing for growth?

We asked the students, staff, ity

faculty, and community.

We were supported by the

Campus Planning Committee.
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CAMPUS CHARACTER
INVENTORY & INTERVIEWS

= n

iandscape Character - Existing

Riverfront Connector
Millrace Corridor - Link
B Quadrangles | - Mall !
- Park - like Forecourt
7 Active / Greens s Court
Cemetary Plaza
Yard Non-accessible/
Athletic Surfaces
Soft Edge Campus Boundary
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GARDEN WALK

CONNECTIONS ™
o:f
8
Campus composed of Orthogonal oF
grid transected by organic walks 232
5 1
| '-fl':' Uiy
.
An outgrowth of the campus s s,
. . . . . 3‘3:.3'--'»'\"0.;‘""‘ ' " : %
community searching for identity — V-"'t;-.“ I, ‘
clear connections — and places of (e %
active gathering N Sedanen o)
s . -:':'.93 ':::.. |
Connect to the neighbors and o~ U v o,
larger Eugene community — an ..:::i" 7S
: : : : we ..
open invitation to come onto Aof > et
campus and stroll, explore, expand :".’f";é'

the Town-Gown world
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pe——— |
 EEETHDE -

FOCUS STUDIES
TESTING THE FRAMEWORK S wunee P
B
Guiding principles
Campus themes A
How do we support campus OS |

Ecological care

room for improvement

Ecological matrix

Potential

Walk Millrace Riparian woodland Walk Graden walk Upper plaza
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Will the development of this site contribute to the
Campus Framework and character of the campus?
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DESIGN AREAS & PRIMARY USES
IMPLEMENTATION TOOLS

Note:
Refer to Primary Uses by Permissible Building Site - Proposed

diagram for more detail.
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\
e
HILYARD ST

£}
ANK aiyp

FERRY ST
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| University of Oregon Campus Physical Framework Vision
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2 z - 3 3
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[:fh‘lon HTes 400' oAl October 5,2015
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COVERAGE
IMPLEMENTATION TOOLS

NOTE:
Percentage of maximum permissible area covered by all
building footprints, including parking structures.

0%

FRANKLIN BLVD

19%

31%

i | 35 %

. Z
~
P N & 2
‘ — * Design Area Maximum Permissible Coverage - Proposed
o Riverfront Central
27 % |
27(y ‘o 8 (y Coverage to be reapalyzedil o South
0 , ( I for East Design Area gy b
=2 ! — = - Southwest - Arena
I \ ] ¥ Franklin
| =
| 1‘ """ University property outside design area

University of Oregon Campus Physical Framework Vision

\‘/ University of Oregon Campus Planning Design and Construction
Robert Sabbatini AICP FASLA , PLACE, Perkins + Will
October 8, 2015
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PERMISSILBE PRIMARY USES
IMPLEMENTATION TOOLS

*Note: City Setbacks Not Shown
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‘ ; E 3 g
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EAST 16 - Academic/support - Residence halls
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TAST 16TH ALY
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LAST 17T AV - Student rec facililties Flexible Uses
NOTE: New buildings shown on this drawing %
Wlusteate for planning purpases, one alternative of 5 5 g- Student rec fields g Buildings Removed
potential builidng based on the UO CPFV. They® g U D s B | W CUUTUREEER i
inform the study about potential gquidelines, ‘ > - Administration : ! 7 Minute Walk Circle
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B 3 = o g
b g E ¥ £ B
4 H § 5 $ 3 8 g ] 3 University of Oregon Compus Planning Design and Construction
L Robert Sabbatini AICP FASLA , PLACE, Perkins + Will

Po-' Y'"oo feet 1400' LAST 19TH AVE October 5, 2015
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SCENARIOS — COMPLETE PICTURE
COVERAGE & CAPACITY

NOT3
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Building by Scenario - Capacity & Coverage

{JE, =
) | Scenario one Outdoor classroom
EAST 101
OTH AVE :tj

;,Pg ! Scenario two 7-minute walk
EAST 16TH ALY ¢ |3 ) B s

|! - { Scenario three +P Structured parking

l
EAST1TTH AVE NO2T Scenario four @ Gen. use classroom

% % 4P { i | g ‘.(1 < 5 on ground floor-proposed
ST 17 8 g ! PI;} | Nl ’ H o 5 Future building potential
s L i £ 2
Nz, e | “i’ioao g
EAST 147H AVE
=

| - = - » e 5 % ,% # -3 & « " n
= a 2 g z 2 3 5 i B  fe B University of Oregon Campus Physical Framework Vision
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v 5 ( ‘N,J ! % ; 8 § Z E3 § ¥ § H University of Oregon Campus Planning Design and Construction
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PERMISSILBE BUILDING SITES TABLE USES
IMPLEMENTATION TOOLS

Permissible Building |Scenario |Primary Use Secondary Use No. Floors Footprint (GSF) GSF
Building Site  |Number

C-1 NO023 5 Flexible Use Flexible Use 4 13,200 52,600
C-2 NO025 1 Student Health/Counseling  |N/A 2 29,500 59,000
C-3 N022 2 Student Union N/A 4 19,000 76,000
C-4 NO31 4 Academic N/A 4 47,100 188,400
C-4 NO032 3 Academic N/A 5 36,800 184,000
C-4 NO33 5 Flexible Use Flexible Use 2 23,500 47,000
C-4 NO034 3 Student Recreation N/A 3 62,200 186,600
C-4 NO35 5 Flexible Use Flexible Use 4 17,000 68,000
E-10 |No47 | 2 |OnCampusResidenceHalls [NA | 4 | 19400 77,600
E-11 N048 5 Flexible Use Flexible Use 4 18,000 72,000
E-12 NO049 3 On Campus Residence Halls |N/A 4 23,000 92,000
E-12 NO50 5 Flexible Use Flexible Use £ 13,200 52,800
E-2 NO36 4 Academic N/A 4 3,900 15,600
E-3 NO38 3 Museums N/A 1 4,400 4,400
E-4 NO039 4 Academic N/A 3 9,500 28,500
E-5 NO37 2 Museums N/A 2 11,900 23,800
E-6 N040 4 On Campus Residence Halls |N/A L 12,800 51,200
E-6 NO41 4 On Campus Residence Halls |N/A 4 11,300 45,200
E-7 NO042 3 Academic Support N/A 2 15,700 31,400
E-7 NO043 3 Administration N/A 1 4,800 4,800
E-7 NO044 2 Administration N/A 1 7,000 7,000
E-8 NO045 2 Academic Support N/A 4 10,800 43,200
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
BUILDING SITE SELECTION: CRITERIA & EVALUATION

FVP BUILDING SITES

What worked well:

Site Selection decisions
when anticipated

3
g
Permissible Uses - Proposed
o B /cdemic/support B Residence halls
B Research centersrinst. | | Parking structure
Museums/student union @ @@  Secondary use
M AYE - Student rec facililties ) Flexible Uses
g
: Student rec fields i Buildings Removed
y s
g - Administration 7 Minute Walk Circle
% Z % 5‘ S : % 3 § 2 g 3 N8 University of Oregon Campus Physical Framework Vision
§ % ; ; 5 g g § g § 2 § GE GE University of Oregon Campus Planning Design and Construction
% g Robert Sabbatini AICP FASLA , PLACE, Perkins + Will

October 5, 2015
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
CLASSROOM & FACULTY OFFICE BUILDING

FVP BUILDING SITES

60,000 GSF
New construction

CAST 42T AVE

Moss 5,
g

EAST 1371 AVE

What worked well:
Siting options s

=
5
PS
)
d
£

3
]
-
g

DR S
HNCAID 3T

ST AVE

Al
N
Wy

Permissible Uses - Proposed
B /cedemic/support B residence halls
B Research centers/inst. _ Parking structure

Museums/student union @ @®  Secondary use

- Student rec facililties ~ ~  Flexible Uses

6T AVE

7T AVE

]
4 Student rec fields i Buildings Removed
5 - Administration - 7 Minute Walk Circle
FAST 1aTH AW —ermosme
2 E ® 3 S = b §‘ 3 University of Oregon Campus Physical Framework Vision
] § 5 5 3 3 g é 3 University of Oregon Campus Planning Design and Construction
3 2 3 3
by W Robert Sabbatini AICP FASLA , PLACE, Perkins + Will

October 5, 2015
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
CLASSROOM & FACULTY OFFICE BUILDING

What worked well:
Site selection criteria linked to FVP
and Campus Plan

CRITERIA SUMMARY

The criteria used to analyze each of the sites fall into
eight major categories. These are primarily drawn from
principles in the Campus Plan.

4. DENSITY

S 3 g 4 L T
- Proposed building would exceed the density allowed by the Campus Plan Academic A B '/-f“
Core and Historic Core Design Sub Area 5. (10,000sf Building Footprint and 50,000 : ' /
GSF available in Area 5). The new development of Tykeson Hall, at 63,868 GSF, has _ ) /7
depleted the available buildable SF in this area. \\\

- Specific Program Needs

N

- Site Considerations and Costs

N
Ll

N

- FVP permissible building footprint and number of floors is smaller than the
spatial needs for the program, currently proposed at 60,000GSF+/- (Site W-5 v
NO19 Per Framework: 4 floors@11,600SF footprint = 46,400GSF). Site area could >~
accommodate a larger footprint, this required further study of goals for a potential
campus heart in order to confirm overall capacity. See previous pages for analysis.

- Based on a limited inventory of buildable sites, a higher density and more active use % - Deﬂ S |ty (PI’I ﬂCI p |e 3)

at the very center of campus is crucial to the long term growth and success of the

1N
2L A0
N

/ /A - Open Space Framework (Principle 2)

University. The balance of open space and built space has been carefully considered.

- Given that the proposed density exceeds the CP and FVP, a Campus Plan T TOTIE AR R Re SR AT j - Space Use and Organlzatlon (PrlnC’lple 4)
amendment would B i = e | , . . .
be required my Al \ b i . D - Replacement of Displaced Uses (Principle 5)
Scale i ' # ,;J'f e : [
- ;i;gsr(;;aeifiﬁsggsh\?illilnreesuire 28-30ft floor to floor height for interior room acoustics : v \» 5 /T T ,/, / - ArChlteCtural S‘tyle and H|Stor|c Preserva‘“on
- Massing studies show the potential for a building 60 to 75 ft tall. While this is \lt 4 i/ 7 = \/_/ -l' ; (Pr|nC| ple 7)
significantly higher than the existing Collier House, the proposed building would be i 7 = /
comparable to the scale of Tykeson Hall. h’ 1 ,/ . . o . .
-~ | -
L recourees A fﬁ Design Area Special Conditions (Principle 12)

- Building would maximize the site potential at the center of campus and reinforce the
academic core of campus with added general purpose classrooms.
PROPOSED BUILDING STUDY AREA

6 UO C+FOB Site Selection Report Bora + PLACE

Expansion Potential

- Does not allow for future expansion.
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
CLASSROOM & FACULTY OFFICE BUILDING

What worked well:

User CPC @ Presentation by Consultants

FVP set the stage for process B Presentation by CPFM

Meeting SYARYAK:]

Expanded outreach

Clearly defined roles of participants
| | | T veeing [l 61/t

Confirm preferred site (based on detailed analysis)

+ solicit feedback

User Group SAG Campu5.+ MCPt'C
Meeting Meeting Community ee‘mg
Outreach Fall ‘18

Recommend site

CPC
Meeting
Fall ‘18

Approve site

president
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

Demolish 1400 beds and
replace with 1800 beds

& C-g,o
§
(500,000gsf) —
/
2
H
§
AVE
ST AVE e -
2 :
H 3 g
Permissible Uses - Proposed
st ave Academic/support - Residence halls
Research centers/inst. . Parking structure

Museums/student union @ @@  Secondary use

T Student rec facililties  ~  Flexible Uses

]

: Student rec fields ¢ Buildings Removed
5 Administration 1 7 Minute Walk Circle

TAST 18TH AV
g g % 2 g k3 3 i 3 P i University of Oregon Campus Physical Framework Vision
b4 E g § $ 3 g § -l 3 g GE University of Oregon Campus Planning Design and Construction
3 L 8 Robert Sabbatini AICP FASLA , PLACE, Perkins + Will
October 5, 2015

CAST 19TH AV
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

' 'y
’ ". 4
) v

B M

—— ‘
§ NS
.
.
. “
=~
- ) ¥

e Vig o FVP MYCAMPUS SURVEY
- \:'. ki‘..?:-.‘: Pedestrian Routes,
nee A . S 0 e~
What worked well: - = S—t
: o . ~
Base data resulting from s . M0
FVP input: MyCampus o A W i _:.._,, =
Survey i — | i S A%1/
~
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

FVP MYCAMPUS SURVEY

Pedestrian Routes

NEW: Public Life Survey

13t Avenue Axis
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

Public Life Survey - Detailed observations of the use and function of the space

=T

13TH AVE

MAPPING STATIONARY PEOPLE - INDIV = c
POSTURE,. GENDER AND AGE — THE COUNT IS A SNAP-SHOT z E
S =
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e b6 GUay 'L ches T' E
RER AL o i
¢ )
TIME START: / "7— : L;_ — -
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o vty . ty of Oreg
sz | NS A i verview Map
b 2
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[0+ Food cart workerss | L4 ! [ Mapping Area
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

Public Life Survey - Moving counts

E13th at
Chapman

E13th at
University

20K - E13th gt

Kincaid Ave
: E13that

; 0 HuestisHall E13that
> 10K |k'o AgateSt E 13th at
2 Watking HamiltgnHall
3 V,
;.. 0 61% walking

0

_8 [l Walking / Running I Skateboard
Q
M - # .
D] | oK ...and volumes are much higher on On Bike M Scooter
= the west end I Walking with Bike B Vehicle (any type)

| Supported (wheelchair / stroller / crutches)
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

...but the corridor’s degi

, ign
doesn’t Mmatch jts yse

e

Public Life Survey - Moving counts vs. space
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Use:
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

Proposed open-space expansion

What worked well:

FVP analysis of underlying
principles:
Open-space framework

ORCHARD AL

Campus Framework: Designa{éd Open Space & Connectors

Designated Open Space €=  (onnectors

]
B [fuue &= Garden walk

Designated Open Space

Outdoor classrooms GE
Includes Gerlinger Field Green

Graceful edge

Permissible building sites

<. —) 1 | _— CampusFWagpen Space Fr%%agwbrk
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
HOUSING TRANSFORMATION PROJECT

FVP BUILDING SITES

What didn’t s T
work so well:
No site
development o
analysis

Permissible Uses - Proposed

- - Academic/support - Residence halls
“ B Research centers/inst. - Parking structure
GE Museums/student union @ @@  Secondary use
- Student rec facililties Flexible Uses
Student rec fields Buildings Removed
- Administration ko o 7 Minute Walk Circle
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
NORTH CAMPUS DESIGN AREA: CITY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

for coverage and capacity analysis only. They helped inform the U0
iIdings will undergo site evaluation studies.

Land use process to define type N
of development allowed on 75 N T
acre site, including a highly

controversial and sensitive area.

PROPERTY LINE

TOP OF BANK
FLOODWAY

ORADINARY HIGH WATER
100 YEAR FLOODPLAINS
FOSSIBLE WETLANDSS

g
5 s
EAST 13TH ALY, ) < =
11 IONNSON LANE z
3 3 (+P 051
EAST1ATH AVE () % ;
L i & 13 A} H e
: a g & &! 8 H 2 ] :
g EAST 14TH ALY § & § NOT5 D = S BN ES 0 oeeerd
i : i £ o] [, | [y | ]
QJ N052
EAST 15THAVE i : . EAST ISTH AVE =
No21 NO36 z 3 s
H 5 5
< z g
exsTisTH ALY i}: “Building by Scenario - Capacity & Coverage
EASTIETHAVE Cb - Scenario one Outdoor classroom
L - Scenario two : i 7-minute walk
EAST16TH ALY bl
. ¥ "
- Scenario three (+P) Structured parking
EAST17TH ¥
e oy |:I Scenario four ® Gen. use classroom
z z H,pl § BB | & I on ground floor-proposed
EASTI7TH € & ' 2 L J | Future building potential
Ay % g £
g Ed 30 z
N028 =
EAST 18TH AVE
— 5 3 5 2 g ] B 2 3 ] niversity of Oregon Campus sical Framework Vision
N 5 3 o z 5 > X 32 5 _.? u ity of O C Ph; I F kVi
= . s S H & E ] b 2 z 2
n S @ g H H 5 8 z H £ g $ University of Oregon Campus Planning Design and Construction
== 4 il I ‘ Robert Sabbatini AICP FASLA , PLACE, Perkins + Will
t:i:10, 100 feet 400" EAST 19THAVE October 21,2015
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
NORTH CAMPUS DESIGN AREA: CITY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

What worked well:
FVP set the stage

|dentified development
needs & the opportunity
for flexibility

FVP CAPACITY FINDINGS

1. Alarge portion of the land in the North
Design Area is not needed to meet a
maximum possible 34,000 student
enrollment — this provides flexibility.

2. Land north of the railroad tracks is only
needed for playing fields.

'0 '100 feet '400'
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
NORTH CAMPUS DESIGN AREA: CITY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

North Campus Planning Process

LAND USE
APPLICATION
Submit to City (Jan. 2018

Public comment period

FRAMEWORK
VISION PROJECT

What went well:

Tied to existing
campus planning
process before City
land use process

FVP Campus Process City Process
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APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK STUDY
NORTH CAMPUS DESIGN AREA: CITY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

What didn’t work so well:

Level of concern not identified

Substantial additional
engagement required
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* ACADEMIC / RESEARCH

* OUTDOOR PROGRAM
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* OTHER UNIVERSITY USES
BECAUSE OF PROXIMITY TO EXISTING
INFRASTRUCTURE AND ROADWAYS

PHYSICALE
s ; * AND RECR

Show th tytou heard
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WHAT WORKS. WHAT COULD WORK BETTER.

Start with the broad concepts to establish a foundation

Then focus on upcoming projects
to test and exemplify the plan’s goals

Be consistent - Tie implementation to your current planning and process structure
Involve everyone — but not in all ways at all times

Always identify how you got to this point

Always identify the next steps
For UO, campus planning and implementation is a about the process of engagement

You should build upon your institution’s culture of discussion, review, and
Implementation
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Discussion—Q & A
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Campus Framework: Designated Open Space & Connectors
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EAs;l’y"“g g Permissable outdoor classroom sites
z 2

Campus boundary E] 0ff Campus
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