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& Architecture





Since its inception in 1982, the practice of Moule & Polyzoides, 
Architects and Urbanists has been focused on the American 
campus. We have worked with colleges and universities across 
the country, guided by sensitivity to their essential needs and our 
understanding of the humanist and environmental pur poses of 
architecture and planning.
 Our exceptional buildings, magnificent land scapes and well-
scaled public spaces create a powerful sense of place that nurtures 
academic communities and advances the aspirations of academic 
institutions.



Balch Hall Renovation and 
Philosophers Walk Allée 
Restoration, Scripps College 
Claremont, California
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At a time when ambitions are limited, and resources even more so, campus planning and the architec-
ture of academic facilities can be directed away from isolated, monumental and extravagant projects.  
By focusing instead on smaller, simpler projects, each institution can incrementally complete the form 
of its campus while strengthening its unique physical character and improving the quality of life for its  
faculty, staff and students. 

The key characteristics of such a tactical planning and design culture are: 

•�� �A�seamless�physical�and�economic�connection�of�each�campus�to�the�city�surrounding�it;
•�� �A�compact,�mixed-use�campus�form,�structured�on�a�multimodal�street�and�path�network�

that�favors�walkability,�bikeability�and�access�to�transit;
•�� �Adaptive�reuse�and�modest�additions�to�existing�facilities—only�building�new�ones�as�a�

matter�of�last�recourse;�
•�� �Public�space�and�landscape�between�buildings�as�a�priority,�generating�outdoor�rooms� 

for�teaching,�socializing�and�recreation;
•�� �Passive�environmental�design�that�minimizes�resource�consumption�and�reduces�main-

tenance costs, while concentrating on time-tested responses to local culture, climate and 
comfort.

•�� �Construction�that�encourages�permanence�and�continuous�use�and�reuse�of�existing�
infrastructure�and�building�resources;

•� �Supporting�a�pedagogy�beyond�the�boundaries�of�individual�departments�by�place- 
specific over idiosyncratic, rootless design. 
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Illustrative Plan



Occidental College Master Plan
  Los AngeLes, CALiforniA

Occidental College, a small liberal arts institution sited on a scenic hillside in northeast Los Angeles, was 
founded in 1887. The 123-acre campus is adjacent to a residential neighborhood and within walking dis-
tance of two small commercial corridors. The College’s goals for its 20-year master plan included obtain-
ing entitlements for its expected growth, introducing a campus-wide sustainability protocol, establishing 
a more positive relationship to its neighbors, becoming more visible within the Los Angeles region, and 
managing a group of original historic buildings by architect Myron Hunt.
 The plan adds nearly 600,000 square feet of new building area and outlines guiding principles  
for architecture, landscape, historic preservation, transportation and sustainability. The College’s foun-
dation plan is affirmed, reversing the process of its dilution over the last 65 years and introducing infill 
and sustainability strategies as the core idea for all future design.

  The project won the Society of College and University Planning Merit Award.

Design controls
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Additions to Thorne  
Hall Performing Arts 
Center, Occidental College 
Master Plan







Scripps College Master Plan
  CLAremont, CALiforniA

Scripps College is a private women’s liberal arts college located on a 37-acre historic campus in 
Claremont, California. Listed on the National Register of Historic Places, the Campus’s buildings and 
open spaces were initially designed in the 1920s and 1930s with great sensitivity to the climate, land-
scape and traditions of Southern California by Gordon Kaufman and Edward Huntsman-Trout. Moule 
and�Polyzoides�has�been�the�master�planning�architect�for�the�campus�since�1982—producing�three�dif-
ferent plans, this 2008 version being the latest.
 The master plan update involved a number of critical tasks, including a systematic documentation 
and analysis of existing buildings and landscapes and studies of proposed projects based on the aca-
demic, administrative and residential space needs according to the College’s 2007 strategic plan. The 
updated strategy outlined a series of carefully crafted interventions that continues the character of build-
ings as well as the lush quality of the landscape, thus safeguarding the place qualities of the campus. The 
update also provided strategies for increasing parking, enhancing the pedestrian experience and accom-
modating its future expansion.

(opposite) Campus plan Aerial perspective of the center of the campus
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Illustrative Plan



New College of Florida Master Plan
  sArAsotA, fLoridA

Located on a dramatic bay front in Sarasota, the New College of Florida is a 140-acre residential honors 
academic institution, well known for its liberal arts programs, student-directed study programs and  
low student-to-faculty ratios. The College is over forty years old and its recent departure from the Florida 
state university system presented an opportunity to assess its programmatic needs, to express its  
unique identity and to reestablish, through design, a connection between its relatively separated campus  
precincts in a place-specific and highly sustainable design. 
 In response to these needs, the master plan by Moule & Polyzoides/FFS Architects includes over 
one million square feet of new building area. New academic quadrangles and sustainable landscapes are 
introduced throughout the entire plan. The existing landscape at the bay front is regenerated and a new 
mixed-use center is located between the College and the surrounding neighborhood in a typical town-
gown pattern. Traffic calming along with pedestrian and bicycle paths that connect all parts of the cam-
pus create a more pedestrian-friendly community. The plan celebrates the College’s unique academic 
approach, fosters social interaction and reinforces the institution’s strong sense of academic excellence.

Proposed academic 
buildings and central quad
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Proposed New Quad  
and existing main entrance 
into campus







The University Village
  University of redLAnds, redLAnds, CALiforniA

The University Village at the University of Redlands is a Town & Gown project centered on the terminus 
station of the soon-to-be-built San Bernardino to Redlands Arrow train line.
 Composed of beautiful, tree-lined streets and walkable blocks, the Village is structured around a 
stormwater and rainwater network that captures 100-year stormwater events and provides year-round 
grey water storage. A north-south main street, configured as a Rambla, connects the Village directly to 
the heart of the University and separates the mixed-use neighborhood center to the west from the multi-
family residential blocks to the east. The project provides 200,000 square feet of retail and commercial 
space,�including�a�market�hall�and�an�art�house�movie�theater;�200,000�square�feet�of�flex�space;�1,000�
units�of�housing;�and�two�hotels.�

Redlands train station(opposite) Illustrative plan
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Redlands Hotel arcade



(right) Main Street and 
market
(below) Main Street and 
train station



Illustrative Plan



A part of the University of Chicago, the Yerkes Observatory has supported the research of some of the 
world’s greatest astronomers for over a century. George Ellery Hale established its 79-acre campus, locat-
ed above scenic Lake Geneva in the late nineteenth century. Architect Harry Cobb, with the Olmstead 
Brothers serving as landscape architects, designed the campus, its buildings and gardens. The original 
observatory building and telescope are surrounded by a picturesque landscape and are among the most 
historically significant scientific places in the world.
 The master plan and feasibility study analyzed the existing buildings and grounds to consider strate-
gies for their preservation and redevelopment. The plan recast the observatory as an independent educa-
tional institute with classrooms, visitor housing and a conference center. The magnificent grounds were 
envisioned as a public park and wildlife preserve. Some of the property on the edges of the campus was 
dedicated to residential development, to help secure the institute’s economic viability.

The University of Chicago Yerkes Observatory 
Master Plan
  WiLLiAms BAy, WisConsin
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Campus aerial view View of Observatory and 
conference center
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Aerial perspective



University of Arizona Highland District Master Plan
  tUCson, ArizonA

The Highland District Master Plan is a medium-density campus precinct for student residential living 
and other mixed uses that is being developed over a twenty-year period. The master plan created a new 
gateway entrance to the campus and linked several student life facilities located at its southern edge, 
including a new commons center, athletic fields and the Wildcat Stadium. The new buildings’ design 
is inspired by vernacular Arizona architecture, with structures clustered together for self-shading to 
respond to the extremely hot climate.
 The building and landscape code for the precinct controls the principal exterior spaces, massing 
and architectural frontages. They determine the balance between building fabric and public space while 
allowing for stylistic freedom in the design of individual buildings and their gardens. Coded elements 
include courtyards, arcades, covered passages, and exterior and interior public living rooms. Palms, cacti 
and acacia trees form the basis of a unique desert land scape palette. Each building is composed around 
a number of courtyards, each focused on passive cooling wind towers, fostering sustainability, security 
and outdoor living. 
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Highland District Code
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Proposed academic & office building 
Below: Site plan

Proposed classroom and 
auditorium building
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Site plan



UCLA SW Campus  
Graduate Student Housing Master Plan
  Los AngeLes, CALiforniA

This project was designed for a fifteen-acre heavily sloped site is located at Veteran and Weyburn 
Avenues southwest of the main UCLA campus and facing the Los Angeles National Cemetery. It was 
programmed for 1,200 units of housing for single graduate students, professionals and upper division 
undergraduates. The master plan incorporated 525 two-bedroom units, 375 one-bedroom units, 300  
studios and 1,375 partially below-grade parking spaces. The project’s commons faces a large central 
green and offers amenities such as a convenience store, recreation room, exercise center and academic 
classrooms. The housing, inspired by Los Angeles traditional courtyard housing, ties into the urban  
fabric of the surrounding Westwood Village neighborhood and allows students easy access to its stores 
and restaurants.

Typical courtyard over 
parking podium
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Aerial view of the project



Aerial perspective



University of California, Santa Barbara  
West District Plan
  sAntA BArBArA, CALiforniA

The West District Plan will guide the redevelopment of the western half of the University of California, 
Santa Barbara, creating a physical framework for transforming a 100-acre area currently dominated by 
parking fields into a traditional campus. It will also create an appropriate urban edge to the neighboring 
town of Isla Vista, forming gateways on the access road separating it from the campus.
 The West District contains remnants of a Marine Corps base that once occupied the site. The Plan 
proposes an incremental redevelopment into a series of quad-centered academic buildings fixed in place 
by the extension of a network of malls, paths and passages. A series of parking garages wrapped with 
academic lofts will reinforce the pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly qualities of the campus.
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Illustrative plan





Pomona College Strategic Master Plan
  CLAremont, CALiforniA

The Pomona College Strategic Master Plan will guide the growth and development of this historic 100-
acre campus for the next 25 years. The design process illustrated that, through infill, the College had the 
capacity to double the size of its physical plant within its current property boundaries, while enhancing 
its academic and physical character.
 The Plan addresses a series of interrelated Campus Planning challenges: the appropriate location 
and form of buildings, the definition of open spaces and landscapes such as quads and pedestrian  
malls, the even distribution of traffic and parking demand, and academic departmental expansion. With 
the Plan’s simple enabling code and by building incrementally, the physical qualities of the campus will 
continue to reflect the College’s academic preeminence

(opposite) Illustrative 
plan

Original Myron Hunt campus plan reconstructed by 
deBretteville & Polyzoides, 1985
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Central quadrangle



Brooks Institute of Photography 
New Campus & Village at Cañada Larga
  ventUrA, CALiforniA

The Village at Crooked Palm is part of a Master Plan for a 136-acre development just  north of the City of 
Ventura. Located along the Ventura River on the site of a decommissioned oil refinery, the site affords 
beautiful views of adjacent orchards and distant mountains. The Plan is organized around three com-
ponents: an overall vision for the expansion of the existing Brooks Institute of Photography campus, a 
new town center, and a new neighborhood. 
 The campus plan more than quadruples the current student population, providing new classrooms, 
offices, sound stages and 300 dormitory beds. The town center includes a 60-room hotel, up to 50,000 
square feet of office and retail space and 100 units of courtyard and loft housing. The neighborhood 
offers approximately 600 units of market-rate housing arrayed in a variety of different types, including 
single-family row houses, courtyard housing, lofts and live-work.

Village square
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Illustrative plan
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Al Jamea Sehan Plaza 
at dusk 
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Al Jamea tus Saifiyah Campus 
  nAiroBi, KenyA

The Al Jamea tus Saifiyah campus in Kenya is one of three worldwide campuses of the Daudi Bohra 
sect of the Islamic faith devoted exclusively to a faith-based education and pedagogy. The fourteen-acre 
master plan is part of a larger existing campus in exurban Nairobi. Entered through a sacred gateway, 
the campus is centered on a plaza surrounded by the mosque, assembly hall, dining hall and library. 
Classroom buildings separated by gender are located on either side of the plaza and adjacent to gender-
specific residence halls. Other facilities include a building for the study of the Quran, an auditorium, a 
health center and various sports facilities.
 The master plan is conceived as an intricate sequence of quads and courts, each open to the sky and 
embodying sacred Bohra tenets through plant choices, water bodies and specific landscape elements. 
The architecture of the campus emerges out of a deep study of traditional Bohra architecture, which has 
roots in Cairo and the African and South Asian diaspora.

Al Jamea campus plan 
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Boys walking to Fajr 
Namaz 





Central Courtyard, 
Academic Hall 

44



Courtyard, Boys’  
Residence Hall

(top) Final Exam  
in Boys’ Commons

(below) Mahad uz Zahra, 
View of Nile Courtyard
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Aerial view (photo courtesy 
New College of Florida)
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New College of Florida Academic Center Building
  sArAsotA, fLoridA

This is the first project to be realized as a result of the 2006 New College of Florida Master Plan prepared 
by Moule & Polyzoides. Located at the entrance to the campus, this LEED Gold-rated office and class-
room building is among its most visible structures. It is also the first of a series of buildings to form the 
College’s new main quadrangle. 
 The program combines 36,000 square feet of office, classroom, common and support space.  
The design combines a variety of tropical vernacular and contemporary design elements, consistent with 
the campus’s location on the Gulf of Mexico. It features a metal roof, masonry walls and hurricane shut-
ters for protection from the sun and rain. Multiple sustainable strategies include external circulation, 
deeply shaded south- and west-facing arcades, natural light and ventilation and a rainwater collection 
system. 
 The building’s open south and west sides face the existing library on a new shared plaza and green. 
The design helps establish the College’s evolving architectural character, which is shaped by its academic 
tradition and its focus on environmental design excellence.

The building dominates the 
entrance to the campus
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Academic Center and  
Koski Plaza (photo courtesy 
New College of Florida)



View to south porch  
with pool
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Scripps College Sallie Tiernan Field House
  CLAremont, CALiforniA

Scripps College is centered on a large open green with tree-lined allées and gardens and Mediterra nean-
style buildings designed beginning at the College’s foundation in the late 1920s. Moule & Polyzoides, 
endeavoring to secure the orderly growth of the campus since 1981, was asked to design a new east-west 
allée connecting the central campus green with a new athletic facility, pool, and an adjacent soccer field.
 The new 30,000-square-foot field house was designed for recrea tional and social use by Scripps 
students and faculty. The building includes spaces for aerobics, yoga, weight lifting and cardiovascular 
machines in addition to locker rooms, team rooms and meeting areas. Its light-filled entry, ample pub-
lic space, generous finishes, pool-adjacent arcades, and views of the sports fields and allée make it an 
important student amenity as well as a popular campus destination.

  The project won the City of Claremont’s Award for Architectural Excellence. 

South porch
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Front entrance





University of Arizona Colonia de la Paz Residence Halls
  tUCson, CALiforniA

Colonia de la Paz Residence Hall was the first building to be designed implementing the Highland 
District Master Plan designed by Moule & Polyzoides. Its construction transformed an amorphous cam-
pus service area into an academic and residential neighborhood that incorporates teaching, social, recre-
ational and commercial spaces.
 The new buildings are a hybrid of two American campus residential types: the courtyard building 
and the multiple-entry building. Eleven lush courtyards are enlivened by surrounding arcades, con-
necting passageways and entrances to student quarters. In response to the Sonoran Desert’s extreme 
climate,�a�series�of�sustainable�measures�was�incorporated:�all�courtyards�are�enclosed�and�self�shading;�
walkways�are�covered�but�open�to�the�weather;�and�a�wind�tower�passively�cools�one�of�the�two�principal�
courtyards. Ringing these two courtyards are the major shared living rooms. The student residents  
can take full advantage of the amenities of this facility, its living rooms, study rooms, dining rooms and 
recreational suites. The result is a 500-bed complex that feels more like a resort hotel than a dormitory. 

(opposite) Site plan Study bridge at southern 
courtyard
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(left) Front entrance forecourt
(below) Sidewalk & street arcade





Pomona College Harwood-Lyon Court
  CLAremont, CALiforniA

Lyon Court is an addition to Harwood Court, a historic dormitory built in the 1920s just south of 
Pomona College’s main quadrangle. The new long, thin building is an addition that completes the prin-
cipal courtyard of Harwood Court. A series of beautiful mature oak trees occupies the southern part of 
the site between the new building and the playing fields beyond.
 The southern elevation reflects the scale of the playing fields and the rhythm of the room clusters 
within with a simple, repetitive program of student rooms. The northern elevation is centered on the 
dormitory’s common room and is composed to respond to the massing of the existing building and the 
landscape character of the courtyard. The reading room at the east is designed as a tower that marks the 
intersection between two major axes on the campus. With walls laid in three slightly different shades 
of colored concrete block and sandblasted to give a stone-like appearance, the dormitory is designed to 
accommodate generations of student residents.

(opposite) Serial entrances 
facing south

Panoramic view from the 
south
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Entrance forecourt
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Scripps College Residence Hall 
  CLAremont, CALiforniA

The Scripps College campus is among the most distinguished in the southern California region. This 
130-bed residence hall is located on a narrow site along the northern edge of the campus overlooking 
the college’s athletic field. The building is designed as a series of wings organized on a central courtyard 
opening towards the north with spectacular views of the San Gabriel mountains. The wings accommo-
date single rooms, double rooms and suites, with common facilities and social spaces provided both at 
the building’s entrance and interspersed throughout. The Residence Hall is designed in the foundation 
style of the campus, with a symmetrical façade overlooking the athletic field and asymmetrical ones 
composed to follow the curve of the parkway to its north.

Site plan
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View from athletic fieldView to north



Polytechnic School Swimming Pool Facility 
  PAsAdenA, CALiforniA

The Polytechnic School’s new 15,000-square-foot swimming pool facility hosts an active aquatic pro-
gram for the most prominent private school in the western United States, with swimming, diving, water 
polo and other competitive sports as well as recreational swimming. The program includes an NCAA 
short course pool, supported by bleachers, changing rooms and service rooms.
 The design draws upon the campus’s rich architectural heritage with a natural, durable palate of 
materials and native landscape. Cedar trellises, shaded walkways and entry patios provide privacy from 
the adjacent public sidewalk. The gym and south campus are linked to the original north campus with 
landscaped walkways that reinforce the character of the campus.

View from street
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View to northeast
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Occidental College Pool Complex & Tennis Center
  Los AngeLes, CALiforniA

The Occidental College Pool Complex & Tennis Center project follows upon a master plan for the 
College authored by Moule & Polyzoides in 2006. It augments and completes the foundation architec-
ture of Myron Hunt in the athletic quadrant of the campus.
 The Pool Complex is centered on a 25-yard by 34-meter competition facility that is configured for 
swimming, diving and water polo. Spectators are accommodated in a stand of bleachers to the west and 
a balcony adjacent to the football field to the east. Adjacent to the pool are various places designed spe-
cifically for student recreation, including a plunge and an a oval green, both defined by arbors.
 The Tennis Center is an addition to an existing set of tennis courts that completes all of the College’s 
facilities to NCAA tournament standards.

Site plan
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Elizabeth Moule  

Vinayak Bharne  
Principal and Director of Design Vinayak Bharne is a leading thinker and practitio-
ner in urbanism and architecture and brings significant domestic and internation-
al experience in new town and neighborhood design, transit-oriented and mixed-
use development, multi-family housing and campus architecture and planning. 
Mr. Bharne is currently directing two projects in El Paso, Texas: a 350-acre town 
center and a 280-acre mixed-use new town center. His extensive campus planning 
experience includes the Southwest Campus Student Housing Master Plan for 
UCLA;�a�residential�master�plan�for�the�University�of�California,�Santa�Barbara;�
and campus plans for Fuller Seminary, Scripps College and the Brooks Institute. 
Mr. Bharne also holds a joint teaching appointment at the University of Southern 
California in the schools of public policy and architecture. 

Ms. Moule’s career includes architecture, urbanism, teaching and writing. She is 
a cofounder of the Congress for the New Urbanism, an emeritus member of its 
Board of Directors, and a coauthor of the Canons of Sustainable Architecture and 
Urbanism, the companion to the Charter of the New Urbanism. She currently leads 
the design for a residence hall at Scripps College and a new neighborhood design 
in Winnipeg. Recent projects include the Pasadena Conservatory of Music, a 
streetscape design for Lancaster, California and a 55-acre new town in Panama. Ms. 
Moule designed the LEED Platinum west coast headquarters for the NRDC, two 
hotels in West Hollywood and multiple campus projects. Her work has been pub-
lished widely and she has contributed articles to many books and periodicals. She 
is a founding partner of Moule & Polyzoides and, with her partner, received the 
Seaside Prize in 1998 and the Arthur Ross Award in 2015.
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Stefanos Polyzoides  

Chris Allaire  
Principal Chris Allaire works with institutional, higher education and private  
clients. He is currently leading the design for a new residence hall at Scripps 
College and recently completed the LEED-Gold Academic and Administration 
Building for New College of Florida, a 34,000-square-foot, $8.48 million proj-
ect that is the first structure to be realized from the 2006 New College Master 
Plan, prepared by Moule & Polyzoides. One of a series of buildings that form the 
College’s main quad, it includes offices, classrooms and support space. His work 
has also included two urban courtyard housing projects, both of which carry for-
ward the firm’s deep commitment to this building type. Mr. Allaire brings a deep 
commitment to sustainable design, and is a LEED Accredited Professional. 

Stefanos Polyzoides’s professional experience includes the design of educational, 
institutional, commercial and civic buildings, historic rehabilitation, housing, 
campus planning, and urban design. From 1973 until 1997, he was Associate 
Professor of Architecture at the University of Southern California and from 1983 
through 1990 he was on the Advisory Board for the School of Architecture at 
Princeton University. He is a cofounder of the Congress for the New Urbanism 
and, with his partner, Elizabeth Moule, he founded Moule & Polyzoides in 1982. 
Mr. Polyzoides has led projects throughout the world, including in Massachusetts, 
Florida, Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, New Jersey, Guatemala, Mexico, Dubai, 
and Saudi Arabia. He has completed significant projects for many educational 
institutions, including Occidental College, New College of Florida, UCLA, Scripps 
College, Pomona College and the University of Arizona. A founding partner of 
Moule & Polyzoides, Mr. Polyzoides, with his partner, received the Seaside Prize in 
1998 and the Arthur Ross Award in 2015.

67



68

University of Virginia 
Academic Village, Thomas 
Jefferson, architect
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In chapter three of their seminal 1922 book, Civic Art, Werner Hegemann and Elbert Peets 

described American campus urbanism with the title “The Grouping of Buildings in America.” 

In telling contrast, in Chapter Two they identified most of the great classical continental prec-

edents for campuses in “Plaza and Court Design in Europe.” It was their assertion that European 

urbanism was based on an aesthetic principle of arranging public space formally and figurally. 

American urbanism “differed entirely, having evolved over time...” through the informal, incre-

mental production of individual buildings, and through them, the definition of fluid and ambigu-

ous public space. Their observation that campus-making is a unique American cultural contri-

bution is of profound and lasting value. This essay will probe the importance of that position to 

several current architectural and urbanist challenges.

 What is constant in the building of the American university campus is the process of con-

tinuous physical change. American campus planning practice was born of a revolutionary, 

Jeffersonian view of humanity: a liberal education was viewed as a means for young Americans 

to defend their democratic freedoms over their lifetimes. In support of that goal, the campus was 

designed as an idealized setting: a city in the countryside or a countryside in a city. There, students 

were to be exposed to the civilizing powers of architecture to impart lessons of civic duty and com-

munity service. A campus education was intended to convince students of the necessity for tradi-

tion and the possibility of cultural evolution.

On Campus-Making in America 



70

 The architectural principles of campus urbanism in America are deeply embedded in the 

foundation of every university in the country begun before 1945. Many of these principles can 

be traced to the very beginnings of campus-making by Thomas Jefferson at the University of 

Virginia. Others have evolved in various forms since then. Architecture and urbanism imbued 

with these values express the best in the American character: valuing the familiar while exploring 

the new.

 Despite the catastrophic disruption that the last two generations of buildings have wrought 

on every campus in the country, we now stand at an architectural crossroads. Clearance, sprawl, 

and the random juxtaposition of buildings that are the common campus pattern of today need to 

be replaced by an ethic of conservation and an aesthetic of judicious design. The best traditions of 

American campus architecture and urbanism must be rediscovered as a prime source for generat-

ing architectural and campus form.

1.  INTERCONNECTED, FLUID FIGURES OF OPEN SPACE

The word “campus” came into wide use as a nineteenth-century transformation of the Italian 
word campo. In the first univer sities of this country, the central group of buildings typically 
formed this emblematic space. The word described a shaped, public area, a piazza, which became 
larger and more complex, and thus the term “campus” came to represent the central place and 
representation of the university. Eventually, as universities became larger and more complex, the 
term “campus” came to represent an aggregate and interconnected set of voids, the total figure of 
space in between the university’s buildings. The word has now come to describe all of a univer-
sity’s grounds and buildings, the total physical presence of an institution.
 The incremental formation of a figure of public space is essential to the scale and character of 
a campus. People who live and work in academic settings depend on the definition of a network 
of campus places to enrich both their daily lives and their senses of identity. Since the campus is 
constructed sequentially through individual projects that precisely define new elements of build-
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ing, open space, and landscape, the whole is affected every time the smallest physical change takes 
place.

 A campus depends on a limited number of spatial types for its successful physical definition. 

Its design depends on the local climate and the particular culture of the place. These components 

range in size and architectural character from the small to the large, and from the simple to the 

complex: 

A patio is a room-sized space, no more than twenty feet on one side, and is typically an 

outdoor�extension�of�a�single�room;

 A courtyard is a space not more than one hundred feet on one side, enclosed within a 

building,�and�intended�for�exclusive�use�by�a�variety�of�rooms;

 A quadrangle is a space not more than four hundred feet on one side, is distinct and finite, 

and�is�shared�among�many�buildings;

 A lawn or green is a space measured at the scale of the whole campus and which defines 

its�ritual�and�symbolic�center;

 A field is a clearing dimensioned to accommodate athletic activities and is typically locat-

ed on the edge of a campus.

Royce Hall courtyard facing Haines Hall, 
UCLA, George W. Kelham, architect

1935 plan for Occidental College 
campus, Myron Hunt, architect
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2.  A FABRIC OF CONTINUOUS BUILDING

 

By their location and form, buildings can define an interconnected, fluid figure of open space. 

They are permanent and essential physical presences. The stability of their exterior forms is a 

great deal more important than their floor plans. Further, their combined form as an ensemble is 

more important than the particular formal qualities of any one of them in isolation.

 Through their useful lives, often counted in decades, campus buildings will be used for a 

variety of pur poses. Continuity in massing, similarity in inflection, repetition of architectural ele-

ments and materials and like ness in construction lead to buildings fit to respond to the shifting 

circumstances of their use over time.

 There are five types of buildings on a campus. The overall organization and image of a cam-

pus depends on the relationships between its buildings at any moment in time. Through unique 

design, each type generates a building of particular formal character:

 Monumental Buildings are unique in their symbolic importance. They do not represent 

any one academic disci pline, and they tend to accommodate shared programs important 

to the entire academic community. Such buildings are prominently located. They tend to 

Weingart Courtyard, Occidental College, 
Myron Hunt, architect
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be the most physically and spatially idiosyncratic buildings on campus. Their plans and 

sections are complex and their elevations define them as individual objects. Their forms 

are�emblematic�of�the�history�and�the�civic�importance�of�the�whole�university;

 Academic Loft Buildings are the most common and versatile of all campus buildings. They 

are regular in plan and section, and complex in elevation, as their exterior surfaces define 

the scale of the campus open spaces that they front. Most teaching and research activities 

take place in such buildings.  They house a variety of departments representing different 

academic disciplines. They are adaptable over time and can be expanded with ease. They 

are�the�most�ordinary�building�block�of�the�campus�and�are�found�in�all�of�its�precincts;

 Laboratory Loft Buildings are a version of the academic loft, designed for unusually heavy 

requirements of mechanical supply and exhaust services.  They are exclusively dedicated 

to housing the experimental sciences. Their internal spatial arrangements are fixed. 

Their exterior surfaces bear the most typical campus building responsibility: through ges-

tures of inflection with neighboring buildings, they help form the various figures of open 

space�that�define�the�campus;

 Residence Halls are buildings that provide facilities for student living in what amounts to 

campus neighborhoods. Such buildings are organized like houses: each possesses a set 

of common public rooms for living, dining, reading, and recreation, surrounded by doz-

ens�of�bedrooms�organized�in�clusters�around�common�bathrooms;

 Ancillary Buildings comprise all other buildings dedicated to the infrastructure and trans-

portation needs of a campus. Typically, such buildings are office lots, warehouse lots, or 

parking structures. They are of a routine form, located and designed in a manner that 

befits their temporary and utilitarian character.
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3.  A CULTIVATED LANDSCAPE

An understanding of the landscape as a language equal and parallel to the language of architec-

ture has been a central aspect of the American campus-making tradition. The cultivated landscape 

of a campus is formally connected to all open spaces, not to its adjacent buildings. Its purpose is 

to define distinct settings for social interaction. By its size, form color, texture, scale, and other 

architectural characteristics, it can strengthen the unity of the entire campus. The intimacy of 

patios, the engaging social character of courtyards, the formality of quads, the monumental ity of 

greens, and the informality of fields are all defined through the architectural disposition of their 

landscape components.

 The found, natural qualities of a campus should be utilized to maximize its unique character. 

The physiognomy of the ground, the presence of the horizon and the sky, the native vegetation, 

and varying qualities of light are some of the most memorable ingredients for regionally specific 

place-making on the American continent.

 A campus is a locale of limited size, where ecological initiatives can be coupled with the 

aestheticization of nature. Recycling water, garbage, and sewage, using non-toxic materials and 

passive energy sources, conserving energy, and reusing buildings are essential strategies for guar-

anteeing the health of the natural environment of the campus.

Sycamore Allée, University 
of California, Los Angeles

Street Hall, Yale University, 
Peter B. Wright, architect
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 Formally, the ground, walls, columns, canopies, individual rooms, and collective figures of 

“outdoor rooms” should be conceptualized through natural materials.

4.  A COMPACT INFRASTRUCTURE

The American campus was developed originally as a compact, distinct academic district with a 

central focus, a de fined perimeter, and a clear relationship with the town that surrounded it. As 

campuses grew, new projects were spaced further and further from campus centers, with separate 

precincts organized by location, use, and physical prominence. As cars became dominant, the 

scale of vehicular circulation and parking began to overwhelm the campus pedestrian. A devel-

op ment pattern that favored the design and construction of uncoordinated projects took hold. A 

form of campus evolved that was characterized by haphazard planning and horizontal over-exten-

sion, and which mimicked suburban sprawl.

 This expansion of campuses beyond their original boundaries required more land, roads, and 

utility extensions. It brought universities into conflict with the neighborhoods surrounding them. 

Campus walking distances increased as students living and studying at the edges were isolated 

from the shared activities at the heart of the campus. The spaces between buildings were enlarged 

and remained uninhabited. The figural open space of campuses increasingly eroded.

 Campus sprawl can only be checked through the incremental development of open space, 

building, and land scape projects within pedestrian precincts. There are two means by which such 

places can be formed and maintained: first, by designing projects that are compact and close 

to�existing�development,�avoiding�excessive�infrastructure�extension;�second,�by�adopting�the�

parking-once principle. Campus users should be able to leave their cars and proceed through the 

activities of an entire day without needing to drive again.

 A campus must remain a place where parking supports pedestrian access to precincts, not to 

individual buildings. These precincts then remain connected by pedestrian circulation through 

well-defined and beautiful realms of public space.
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5.  TYPOLOGICAL UNITY & STYLISTIC VARIETY

The conceptual strategies for forming a coherent American campus rest on the recognition of the 

campus as a space which is user-friendly to pedestrians. Individual projects should contribute to 

the creation of one of the following two kinds of campus order: 

  Infill: adjusting�buildings�and�places�within�existing�campus�precincts;�or

  Extension: expanding the campus by defining both the form of new precincts and the rules for 

achieving precinct completion over time.

 Under current architectural practice, there are several ways of generating campus form. 

Based on the specific parameters of program and site, individual projects are often prescribed 

within a narrow stylistic range. This results in a false sense of continuity, verging on the banal. At 

the opposite end of the spectrum, architects are allowed to introduce projects expressed in deeply 

personal styles, most often of an exaggerated, monumental presence. In both cases, obsession 

with�style—on�the�one�hand�narrowly�dictating�it,�on�the�other�encouraging�it�without�limit—pre-

cludes any possibility of producing a campus as a collective form of buildings, open space, and 

landscape. The result is a state of visual disorder and psychic confusion.

 A typological approach to campus-making represents the ultimate balance between architec-

tural and urbanist ideals: to build a unified campus of diverse parts. Typological continuity allows 

projects to share the architectural elements and to function cohesively in creating a public realm. 

Formal compatibility then sets up a campus that remains not only visually coherent, but concep-

tually articulate in its development over time.

 Architectural diversity is truly meaningful only when read against a backdrop of formal 

continuity that transcends any one individual project. Indeed, a coherent architectural context is 

a necessary condition for unique expression.  Therefore, a campus structure that is defined typo-

logically supports stylistic variety.
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6.  INCOMPLETE BUILDINGS & COMPLETE DISTRICTS

In the era of the master plan, buildings came to dominant campus-making. Open space was 

devalued and landscape was most often used as an afterthought to minimize the damage so often 

inflicted on buildings. With buildings often conceived as pieces of a fixed puzzle, the ultimate 

form of the puzzle was to be achieved by the contributions of a variety of designers. Buildings 

were�designed�in�fashionable�isolation;�architects�covered�an�ever-widening�aesthetic�spectrum�

and inflexible master plans failed to keep pace with campus development.

 These developments in our time have been disastrous. Assemblies of isolated, formally her-

metic buildings have produced blatantly incomplete campus precincts and have frayed entire 

campuses.

 The alternative to the current state of campus dissonance is a radical reversal of architectural 

priorities. The fixed master plan should be replaced by a physical framework that differentiates 

between the urban form of the campus as a whole and the opportunity for incremental, circum-

stantial design shifts within it. Regulating plans and sections should define road, parking, utility, 

open space and landscape configurations as the permanent physical order of a campus. On a 

compulsory basis, individual projects should contribute to the design of these campus elements. 

UCLA Law School Extension,  
Moore Ruble Yudell Architects 

Kaufman Hall, University of California, 
Los Angeles, Allison & Allison, architects



78

By contrast, a particular building’s design should be regulated by a simple code that establishes its 

typological character through the essential issues of form, density and use.

 The purpose of architectural design for campuses must transcend the design of individual 

buildings. Buildings and projects must be designed in a less self-sufficient, less resolute form. 

Over time, adja cent buildings can share architectural elements through repetition, inflection, or 

contrast. The formal incom plete ness of projects can then become the source of ever more com-

plete precincts, and harmonious, evolving, collective campus form.

7.  AN INTEGRATED PROCESS OF DEVELOPMENT

Great projects and great campuses are contingent upon the definition of a thoroughly integrated, 

multi-party process of development. The academic leadership of universities should encourage 

the traditional notion of a campus as a teaching instrument and as an expression of the commu-

nity whose purpose is aimed toward the society as a whole. It should rally academic representa-

tives to the planning and design processes to make decisions that benefit that collective purpose, 

not one particular fief. It should lead to a process of realistic budgeting that leads to permanent 

facilities in the form of buildings intended to last fifty to seventy-five years. University academic 

leadership should be directly involved in the judicious choice of architects based on established 

competence, perhaps determined by limited competition. It should ensure that the process of 

campus planning and building is collaborative, not adversarial. 

 Campus planning and campus facility construction bureaucracies need to be streamlined. 

They must operate under the same constraints of time and responsibility as their architects. Their 

mandate must be changed from a defense of the bottom line to the pursuit of designing a campus 

worthy of its name, with buildings that meet the test of time, both physically and culturally. Who 

remembers the meaningless management battles surrounding the construction of buildings even 

a day after their completion?

 The complex subject of campus-making in America cannot be entrusted to architects alone. 

At the same time, architects should be offered substantial respect, support, and collaboration of 
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the institutions they serve. Campus-making should be led by architects, and involve the active 

collaboration of a variety of design and engineer ing professionals. The separation of architectural 

commissions into design and construction phases to be carried out by different firms constitutes 

an ongoing attack on architects by irreparably splitting their responsibilities. This development 

undermines the long-term viability of the entire architectural pro fession. Furthermore, the divi-

sion of commissions into parts such as programming and construction manage ment, carried out 

by para-architects, separates the final design of buildings from decisions that can and should be 

crucial�to�their�proper�formation.�Architecture�is�inherently�an�integrated�discipline;�architects�

need to discipline. Architects need to remain the masters of the whole process, based on a com-

plete range of knowledge and responsibility.

 

IN PURSUIT OF COHERENCE

We live in the midst of a deeply divided architectural culture. Its two poles claim opposing ideals 

and directions. At one pole, the proponents of a perpetual cultural revolution claim that the goal of 

architecture�should�be�the�invention�of�ever-fresh,�unique,�and�monumental�architectural�form;�at�

the other, proponents of historical continuity claim that the cultural rifts of this century can only 

Charretting
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be healed by the discovery and repetition of expressions past. In the middle, and within a very nar-

row band, a few architects promote the preservation of cultural traditions of the country, respect 

the human purposes of architecture, and have a deep sensitivity to place and nature as the sources 

of our most inspired practice.

 The notion of coherence is central to understanding this third way of framing architecture 

and urbanism. Awareness of history and culture leads to transformations of precedents. Order 

resides not only in the poetry endowed in the design of individual things, but in connections to 

cultures and places, and in their ability to become points of departure for new form. New ness can 

be synonymous with subtlety and with cultural shifts that enrich instead of alienate.

 The American campus-making tradition is an invaluable source of coherence, the source of 

many wondrous future projects, and a guarantee for the survival of the American university as an 

institution of coherence and meaning.

Occidental College, proposed campus 
plan in 2030
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