APPENDIX D


ARCHITECTURAL CONTINUITY STUDY
When I told an architect friend of mine that I was preparing a study of architectural continuity at UCCS, he said, “What continuity; there is none.” It’s true that the variety of materials and colors on the campus buildings is far too broad to present a consistent visual character.
From the very first meetings on the Campus Design Guidelines project, the Chancellor has talked of “one university” and “one campus that articulately says that this is UCCS.” At the same time, the Vice Chancellor has emphasized the need for “visual continuity” among the buildings on the campus. Clearly, we needed to define the meaning of those somewhat broad terms. Thus, this study of “architectural continuity” was born.

The conclusions written here are my own. I expect they may cause discussion and, I hope, carefully considered decisions about the way the UCCS campus of the future should look.

What you will see on the next few pages has been taken from a group of panels measuring almost fifteen feet wide. I presented them to the Chancellor, the Vice Chancellor and the Campus Architect on September 28, 2007, and to the University Design Review Board two weeks later. They were not meant to be converted into a paper like this so the text is somewhat scrambled. Numbered captions on several of the pages may help you to navigate.

As you view the pages titled “Continuity Study – Academic Buildings”, you will find a vertical stack of photos of each building. From the top down, there is a photo of a building followed by photos of its walls and window treatments. For the sake of brevity, the term “academic” covers classroom, lab, faculty office, administration, social and sports buildings. The same order of things applies to student residences and recreation buildings.

Lamar Kelsey, FAIA Emeritus

[NOTE:  This appendix prints out on 11x17 paper with a long photograph on the back side.]
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CONCLUSIONS

On the previous page, we examine the UCCS academic
campus as it exists today. Clearly there is some consistency
of its’ architecture. All buildings use a similar reddish-brown
brick. All have flat roofs. There is wonderful consistency
among the five buildings in the heart of the campus (1).
Then, it all begins to fall apart. First, Columbine Hall (2)
introduced architectural concrete walls and horizontal stripes
and white window frames. The Parking structure (3) fails to
blend well with the site and other buildings. Of greatest
concern to me are Dwire Hall (4) and perhaps the Science-
Engineering Building (5) which is under construction. Dwire
is an excellent but very strong design. Visually it is one of
the most dominant buildings on the campus, violating the
recommenced hierarchy which urges that the Library and
the University Center should be the most visually prominent.
While Dwire is a nice building, if every classroom building on
the campus were to make such a strong visual statement we
would soon find the campus had become an “architectural
museum” . My concern about the Science-Engineering
building is the near white metal panels. Will they make such
a strong a statement that this building will fail to blend well
with others surrounding the Library Green?

Certainly, all is not lost. There are many beautiful outdoor
spaces on the campus with views toward the mountains or
the bluffs. Some fine sculptures enhance the campus. Trees
which are mature or maturing will someday sew the variety
of buildings together into a far more cohesive campus.

All of this leads up to the selection of materials and colors
for future academic buildings at UCCS. Their selections
seek to assure visual consistency among future buildings on
the campus and to blend them well with the beautiful
campus land.

Sloping roofs are recommended for academic buildings to
be built on the North Campus. They should be the terra-
cotta color tile which is a beautiful fit with the bluff and the
brick walls on the buildings.

Primary walls on all academic buildings will continue the
reddish-brown brick on the present buildings. Architectural
variety will come from building massing and form.

Architectural precast concrete in soft warm colors can be
carefully used on such building elements as window lintels
and sills.

Flat roofs will consistently use the warm tan aggregate
which blends with the site and brick.

Windows should be high performance low-E glass framed
with dark bronze anodized aluminum.

Bridges with glass walls make wonderful connections
between buildings clustered around grass courtyards.
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The Cragmor Sanitarium, built in 1914 and nicely restored in 2004,

is the “mother” of the Summit and Alpine residence clusters and

the related Student Recreation Center. Towers with sloped deep red

roofs attempt to establish design continuity with some success.

While the primary wall colors are somewhat similar, there is enough difference
to be disturbing. The landscape at Summit is well done. Time will

tell about Alpine and the rec. center. The architecture, materials and colors

of these buildings have no relationship with those on the academic buildings.
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CONCLUSIONS

There is a basic question here. Should student residences
and related recreation buildings have their own image or
should they match academic buildings? The answer is yes
and no. | believe there should be both differences and
continuity. On a large campus, total sameness can become
dull and boring. Students’ campus homes should appear
more “residential” than “academic”. Still, there must be a feel
of continuity among all campus buildings. This philosophy
leads to the material and color selections on this panel.

Flat roofs must be the same tan aggregate as that used for
academic buildings but most roofs should be sloped.

Sloped roofs for residences on the North Campus should
use the same-terra cotta color clay tiles as those called for
on the academic buildings. This provides significant
continuity campus wide.

Primary wall colors should be derived from those on
Summit Village but be more tan than yellow so they will
relate better to the site and the brick on the academic
buildings. This creates “identity”. There are two slightly
different tones shown. They could further identity by making
one housing cluster slightly different that the other.

Accents might be used on limited basis. The brick relates to
the academic buildings and the colors create identity.

What about towers? It is the towers, more than anything
else, that create continuity among the Summit, Alpine and
the rec. center. This could be continued in a more
contemporary expression.
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Sloping roofs on the existing campus have been limited to
peaked towers following the historic style of the original
Cragmor Sanatorium. They have been used on the Summit
and AlpineVillages, the Student Recreation Building and the
Campus Services Building. Even though the deep red color
and the roofing materials vary somewhat, the style is
consistent.

Flat roofs at UCCS are another story. Viewed from higher
places on this hillside campus, present roofs are a visual
disaster. Different materials, old age and a proliferation of
rooftop mechanical equipment create a visual junkyard. This
is a problem that will take years to correct. New and
replacement roofs should all use the same warm tan colored
aggregate shown in the bottom photograph. This surface
blends well with other materials and the site. Mechanical
equipment must be confined to well designed penthouses
or, at a minimum, designed to present an orderly
appearance.
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SITE ELEMENTS

One of the easiest roads to consistency is the treatment of
site elements such as those shown on this panel. There are
two that stand out...trees and retaining walls. Mature trees
have the power to “sew the fabric” of the campus together.
On this sloping land, retaining walls will be nearly
everywhere. Wouldn't it be wonderful if they all could be
made of the rugged, almost timeless rock as that in the “old
Cragmor” part of the UCCS campus? Block and timber
retaining walls should be avoided. Stone should also be
used for drainage control on the campus. The “almost”
Philadelphia Green color on furniture and railings relates
well to the site. It should be continued. School colors on
signs, which are everywhere, are an appropriate way to say
“go gold”.






A FEW FINAL THOUGHTS
There hasn’t been enough attention paid to the site in this study. Views on the bluffs are everywhere. They are a powerful part of visual continuity at UCCS. They must be honored in the design of every element placed on the campus. The materials and color selections on these pages attempt to do this.

Architects selected to work at UCCS must accept the idea that design consistency must overcome the urge to create a “signature” building. Materials and colors must follow these selections; variety can be had by working with building massing, forms and placement on the site. Landscape architects must be sensitive to the forms of the land and the plant species that are appropriate on it. The consultants who update the Facilities Strategic Plan from time to time must pay more attention to the land than they have in the past.

The “one campus that articulately says this is UCCS” and “visual continuity” can be had but only if it is built with concern and skill.


