LARC 4376: DESIGN VII – Project 1

LARC 4376: Design VII, Syllabus
Brief for Project 1 – Aspen Ridge Urban Village
1.0 Introduction

1.1
New urbanism, smart growth, urban villages and sustainable urbanism.

In the USA, sustainable urbanism is based, not only the idea of ‘green buildings’ but also a broader consideration of sustainable ideals – encapsulated by the broader rhetoric of new urbanism and smart growth (Farr, 2008).

The ten principles of smart growth (ibid) are:

1. Creating a range of housing opportunities and choices;

2. Creating walkable neighbourhoods;

3. Encouraging community and stakeholder collaboration;

4. Foster distinctive, attractive places with a strong sense of place;

5. Make development decisions predictable, fair and cost-effective;

6. Mix land-uses; 

7. Preserve open-space, farm land, natural beauty, and critical environmental areas;

8. Provide a variety of transportation choices;

9. Strengthen and direct development toward existing communities; and
10. Take advantage of compact building design.

The Charter for New Urbanism reinforces the need for a broad view in trying to overcome the problematic legacy of much of America’s post WWII development (which accounts for 80% of all development in the USA – Kunstler (1993)):

“The Congress for the New Urbanism views disinvestment in central cities, the spread of placeless sprawl, increasing separation by race and income, environmental deterioration, loss of agricultural lands and wilderness, and the erosion of society’s built heritage as one interrelated community building challenge.”

This challenge cannot be met by one set of stakeholders.  It requires community participation and multi-disciplinary working.  From the syllabus’ definition we can see that good urban design is the ideal mechanism to deliver new urbanism and smart-growth.  In other words, tacking a new urbanist development is a great introduction to producing good urban design.  It could be argued that by the very nature of this class we have failed before we begin.  There will be neither community participation (facilitation of which is a complex discipline in its own right) nor multi-disciplinary working in what we do.  Nevertheless, this class can act as a valuable preparation for your future endeavours – you will attempt to solve relevant design problems, and just as importantly, identify inadequacies and unanswerable questions – that can only be solved with inputs from other design professionals and community involvement.  

What you do have strongly in your favour is prior experience, analysis and critique of the types of development that smart growth and the new urbanism are advocating – the urban village.
In essence the urban village/millennium community is the British answer to the new urbanist challenge. The key requirements of the urban village concept have been summarised by several authors (for example Tait, 2003; Tait et al., 2001; McArthur, 2000; Huxford, 1998) and are as follows:

1. Mixed tenure housing;
2. Interspersed with local facilities, employment opportunities and open space;
3. Well designed/high design quality;
4. Based on walking/reduced car reliance;
5. High density/compact;
6. Environmentally benign;
7. Sense of place; and
8. Community integration and involvement.
“The twin objectives [of an Urban Village] must… be to ensure a sustainable global environment; and to provide local environments that are… more sustainable [p25]….The term ‘Urban Village’… is now in common use in any debate on sustainable development.[p11]”

(Aldous, 1997)

As it is a British construct, it is slightly disingenuous to label a US development as an ‘urban village’, but it is an evocative phrase with not a little marketability (Tait, 2003; Biddulph, 2000).
1.2
Aspen Ridge
This 30.6 acre site lies within down-town Fayetteville at Sixth Street and Hill Avenue.  The site has already been cleared of its original topography and much of its ecological capital.  The original plans (which you have access to) indicates the initial direction of the redevelopment of Aspen Ridge – single land-use, car-dependency and a loose fabric that does little to engage with the street.  For whatever reason the redevelopment of the site has failed; perhaps Mark Risk’s lecture might offer some clues why?  The site lies within Fayetteville’s City Neighbourhood Area as delineated in the 2025 Masterplan.  The guiding policies for development in this area are largely sympathetic to New Urbanism – a reference copy of the 2025 plan is available from my office.  

Your brief is to take on the land as it stands at this time, and re-imagine the site as a viable urban village for Fayetteville – a development that goes beyond the requirements of the City’s 2025 plan, and embraces some of the aspirations outlined in Steve Luoni’s lecture.  The 2025 Plan offers standards for streets that can inform your design – including identification of where variances may be required.  The Ruskin Heights development framework document provides examples of streets that have been negotiated with the City, and this is, again, available for your reference on-line (see url below).
1.3
Reference Materials
On-line at: http://www.uark.edu/%7Earchmed/index.html 

Contents (to date):

· Aspen Ridge AutoCAD baseplan.

· Aspen Ridge (redeveloped) site-plan and right of way map.

· Aspen Ridge (before-development) site-plan.

· Aspen Ridge (before-development) tree plan.
· Aspen Ridge ariel photograph.
· Community by Design PowerPoint – traditional town, conventional town and Ruskin Heights.
· Community by Design Development Framework Document for Ruskin Heights.

· Community Design Centre PowerPoint – Tulsa AIA.

· The course syllabus
· This project brief

2.0 Project Requirements

The first task is to provide a thorough site analysis: you will now be well aware of the range of data, both inventory and assessment that is required to inform your programme and design.  Chapters 2, 3 and 4 of Site Planning by Lynch (see syllabus reading list) provides a highly readable re-cap of site analysis, user requirements and programming.  However, as Lynch points out, it can be helpful to have some initial thoughts on programme from the beginning.  We will establish some loose ideas on users and programme as a group before the site-visit.  From visiting the site and its context you can then start to refine initial thoughts on programme and users.
The site analysis stage will be undertaken as a single group.  Individuals or pairs will be assigned their role from within the group.  Think carefully about what tasks need to be completed and who is best equipped to undertake each part of the analysis.  In the light of Mark Risk’s talk, this stage should include a brief consideration of the economics of the development – i.e. any assumptions about the market, how the land might be purchased, and how this might affect the way in which the development is built.  You should also consider consistency in format so that this stage of the work can be collated and included in each of the subsequent group’s framework documents.  Following the site analysis and ready for a PowerPoint presentation to the instructor and the Dean’s Circle, the whole group needs to reach consensus on the programme and intended users.  Each member of the group needs to fully understand the content of the whole site analysis ready for the presentation.
The group will present their findings and conclusions on programme/users on PowerPoint.

Moving into the physical design, the group will be split into four pairs.  Each pair will be responsible for producing a masterplan design for the Aspen Ridge Urban Village. Responsive Environments by Bentley et al. (see syllabus reading list) provides a stage by stage process to help the design progress.  You will also find Part II of Public Places, Urban Spaces by Carmona et al. a useful resource in informing your designs.  As part of the design process you are to include at least three brief precedent studies.  Each pair will select their own precedent studies.
Each pair is to produce a 1:50 hardcopy masterplan for the site.  The level of realisation should be based generally on that shown on the Ruskin Heights examples.
Each pair will also prepare a supporting ‘development framework document’.  This will be a ring-bound 11 x 17” h/copy document.  The pages of the framework document should also be used to prepare a PowerPoint presentation.  The document/presentation will include the following:

· The site analysis and key findings (each pair will compile all the information gathered by the whole group – this information does not have to be included in the PowerPoint).

· A brief consideration of the economics of the development;
· A schedule of users and programme and justification;

· A minimum of three brief precedent studies;

· A reduced copy of the masterplan.

· Urban design codes – i.e. illustrations and text that focus on how things should be done on this site at a greater level of detail than shown on the masterplan.  These should include:

· Typical massing, elevations and thresholds for three building types on the site (including one residential and one non-residential);
· At least three types of streets (think of utilities; materials – hard and soft; parking, traffic speeds and controls, pedestrian movement);

· At least three types of open space (not including wholly private gardens).
Please note that the level of realisation in these codes is not high.  They are to be illustrative and set the parameters to be followed by those that would follow you later in the design sequence (architect, landscape architect, highways engineer etc).  You are providing initial ideas that are appropriate, workable and inspirational.  The framework document is as much a marketing tool as a technical study.  It may be used to help the City authorities decide whether to grant consent to build or not.  It might also be used to help attract investors.
3.0 Project 1, time-table
With CS unless noted otherwise:

	Week 1
	Monday 25th Aug
	}
	Guest lecturers

	
	Wednesday 27th Aug
	
	

	
	Friday 29th Aug
	
	

	
	

	Week 2
	Monday 1st Sept (no class)

	
	Wednesday 3rd Sept – Group discussion re initial thoughts on users/programme, site visit.

	
	Friday 5th Sept – Site analysis

	
	

	Week 3
	Monday 8th Sept – Site Analysis w/CAS & KC
(KC lecture at 5.30 – ‘Beyond Green: Towards Social Justice and Equity Through Design’.  

See http://architecture.uark.edu/477.php

	
	Wednesday 10th Sept – Site Analysis w/KC

	
	Friday 12th Sept – Site Analysis (no instructor)

	
	

	Week 4
	Monday 15th Sept – Site Analysis

	
	Wednesday 17th Sept – Site Analysis

	
	Friday 19th Sept – Site Analysis PowerPoint presentation w/CS & The Dean’s Circle

	
	

	Week 5
	Monday 22nd Sept – Site Design

	
	Wednesday 24th Sept – Site Design

	
	Friday 26th Sept – Site Design

	
	

	Week 6
	Monday 29th Sept – Site Design

	
	Wednesday 1st Oct – Site Design

	
	Friday 3rd Oct – no class ASLA Convention (Philadelphia) 

	
	

	Week 7
	Monday 6th Oct – Site Design w/CS & KC

	
	Wednesday 8th Oct – Site Design w/CS & KC

	
	Friday 10th Oct – Site Design w/CS & KC

	
	

	Week 8
	Monday 13th Oct – Site Design 

	
	Wednesday 15th Oct – Site Design

	
	Friday 17th Oct – no class – ASLA state meeting w/J Brittenum

	
	

	Week 9
	Monday 20th Oct – Site Design 

	
	Wednesday 22nd Oct – Site Design 

	
	Friday 24th Oct – Site Design 

	
	

	Week 10
	Monday 27th Oct – Site Design 

	
	Wednesday 29th Oct – Design PowerPoint Presentations 

	
	Friday 31st Oct – No class 
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