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I am proposing to address the connection/collision of University of Detroit Mercy and 
the surrounding community of Harmony Village. I am attempting to link two incom 
patible sites and make them work as one. Creating this mixing ground will create 
relationship between these two different areas of the University of Detroit Mercy and 
the neighborhood of Harmony Village. This will develop a relationship between 
students of the university and the residents of the community. With the communi 
and students/university working together it creates the opportunity to assist in the 
building of the community space. The problem of pedestrian movement is high 
evident problem in the area because of this turning Livernois into a boulevard is 
must. Creating this boulevard will create a flow from one space to another, wheth 
that will be on east or west portions of the site. Collisions of space within the 
will generate movement and interaction with the site and space. 

The central focus of th is program is to bring together spaces, people and communi
ties that may not have interacted willingly. The space will house a variety of uses; 
commercial , recreational and resident. These uses will not only be used by the 
community/university but people from the people beyond the community. It will be 
seen as a melting pot, where people from different backgrounds and possibly differ 
ent futures are able to coexist within this area, even if it is only for a short time. It' 
my opinion that a building cannot fix a city but one space can assist in rebuilding 
neighborhood. 
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The focus of my thesis is not site specific. The study area 
used to test my thesis is set on a site in Detroit, Michigan; 
however the issue my thesis addresses is a problem present 
in many places throughout the country and world. This prob
lem deals with individuality and how sites create their own 
personal realm to exist within. There needs to be spaces to 
link dissimilar sites together to create one overall 
site/community. In the program, space is dealt with in many 
different ways and scales depending on the function in which 
the area inhabits which, can vary from interior/exterior, 
personal/private and complex/order. The overall building uses 
being utilized in this program is a multi-use space that will 
contain everything from residential to commercial uses in 
which both spaces being linked will need to function on a 
day-to-day basis . By creating this space it does not make one 
space but merges three spaces into one compatible space in 
addition, it introduces an area where people who would not 
normally interact with each other the opportunity to do so. 

In a sense there is a creation of incompatibility between two 
spaces. The problem with the creation of incompatible 
spaces next to one another is that there seems to be nothing 
connecting the two sites, whether that is physical or visual. 
There needs to be a connection between these sites to make 
a successful community and urban area. This problem is cre
ated primarily with street side parking lots, which creates a 
mass of nothing between the spaces. In addition to the mass 
of nothing, the elimination of the street wall has accounted for 
the embracing of individuality in urban spaces. People have 
become accustomed to having their own space in all parts of 
their lives. Privacy is a good thing, but it is not needed in all 
aspects of life. A community does not exist without interac
tion. Due to these facts, the site of this thesis project was 
placed on the west edge of the University of Detroit Mercy 
along Livernois Ave. and the eastern edge of Harmony Vil
lage, a neighborhood cluster of Detroit. This site context has 
a university placed in a highly residential area but seems to 
have no connection to the community. It appears that the uni
versity is giving off the mentality to the community of staying 
on its side of Livernois Ave. and the university will stay on 
their side. It is the opinion of some that a building can save a 
city. I would disagree with this statement, however it is my 
belief it can save a community and can be the first step in 
saving a city. In addition to linking, the goal or this project is 
to initiate interaction between the residents of the two 
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spaces. On this specific site situation the university students 
and the community residents do not interact very often, if at 
all. The goal of the site is to create the opportunity for both 
sides to intermingle, whether that is direct or indirect interac
tion. 

For the site to be successful there must be an entire redevel
opment of the Livernois Ave. master plan. As it stands today 
there is no street wall and there is a disconnect on both sides 
of the avenue. Most existing buildings near Livernois Ave. 
would be able to be removed, except the Fisher Building and 
Loranger Building, which are both on the university campus. 
The problem with these two buildings is they fail to engage the 
street, which makes an addition to the buildings a must. Cur
rently, this site is not a pedestrian friendly area due to the 
seven lane road running down the entire space. This is why 
the implementation of a boulevard would slow traffic down and 
make crossing the street easier for pedestrians. This also 
creates much needed layering in the horizontal. This is ac
complished by starting from the median you have fast traffic, 
slow traffic, parked cars, pedestrian area, trees, pedestrian 
area then building edge. Vertical layering must be introduced 
into the space. Layering is important because it allows a 
weaving of functions and public/private space. In the vertical 
we have retail spaces, private roof gardens and residential 
spaces. There will be public areas weaved throughout the 
spaces in the vertical. When it comes to the functions of the 
site the possibilities are endless. Currently there are very few 
functions that actually promote interaction of its residents. 
The introduction of recreation centers, restaurants, retail 
stores, cafes, dance clubs, grocery stores and art supply 
stores will give the people/students of the area places to go 
and interact with each other. On the exterior of these spaces 
there will be small to large gathering spaces where, directly or 
indirectly the residents of the space will come in contact with 
each other. This interaction can be a single moment, but it 
starts to build a relationship between the two and can begin to 
develop from there. A community cannot be a successful 
unless the people who occupy the area care about the space, 
which includes the people who occupy it. 

One of the main problems that this project is attempting to fix 
is the idea making the incompatible compatible. The problem 
at hand is that there are two distinctly different spaces on the 
site; the community and the university. The university is 



• 
eSls a er 

currently surrounded by iron gates, you must pass through se
curity to enter the campus and there is a wall that divides a 
block in half, obstructing the view from the university to the 
community. The university and community are completely 
segregated from each other. There are very few spaces 
where the people of the community come in contact with the 
people of the university. The goal of this space is to create a 
space where both sides interact with each other, whether that 
is direcUindirect or intentional/unintentional. 

This project becomes dependant upon the success of the 
multi-use program and then how do all of these functions work 
together? First we must ask what makes a large urban proj
ect work? Jane Jacobs would say that it would involve the de
signing of numerous different plans that fit under one large 
plan (VI). This is accurate based on the principle that if we 
were to design a space of any size on one plan we could only 
experience the building in one way. Too many spaces in the 
world work with one idea and one plan and the whole space is 
developed from that plan, which does not work in the present 
day. People run on different methods and schedules and one 
plan cannot accommodate everyone. There needs to be a hi
erarchy of functions and usages. Some spaces, inherently, 
will be used much more than others. These spaces want to 
be the main focus, the king pin of the area, which doesn't 
work. The reason this does not work is because many people 
come in contact with the space on a day-to-day basis and if 
the space was designed with one plan and one idea we can 
only experience it in one way. Jane Jacobs says, "No single 
element in a city is, in truth, the king pin or the key. The mix
ture itself is the king pin, and its mutual support is the order" 
(VI). One can see how this works in an urban setting. Espe
cially within a multi-use space, each person will experience 
and go to certain spaces differently than another person and 
these spaces will have to accommodate and visually stimulate 
each inhabitant and within the overall site one space can be 
the focal point but it accomplishes nothing if the overall does 
not support its being the focal point. Within a multi-use build
ing we must look at each part of the building as a separate 
plan and in the background, consider how these all can fit as 
one? When interacting with a large space with one plan it 
limits your experience of the space. This is the failure of 
many buildings in an urban area because your goal is to keep 
people coming back and they will not do this if they are bored 
in the space. People experience spaces differently and this 
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space must appeal to not only the residents of the building but 
individuals throughout the city. With a multi-use building there 
will be many different activities, but it is essential that these 
functions retain their individual identity. The Little Italy Neigh
borhood Development in San Diego is a prime example of this 
theory. One large space was divided between several archi
tects and they designed each space in their own way. Even 
though, each architect put their personal touches on each 
space the overall design was based on an agreed upon look 
that they were tying to achieve. Materials, facades and scale 
changes but they work together under the one plan and create 
a successful space. Each building is powerful on their own 
and could become the focal point of the space, but no one 
building is. The support each other and create an excellent 
urban condition. Pedestrian flow from space to space and 
become a driving force of the space. This area in particular 
will contain uses such as residential , dance club, restaurant, 
art stores, grocery store, cafe, and recreation center. The 
goal of the these functions is to create a place where the 
people of the university and community can interact within this 
space and be able to get the day-to-day items and engage in 
activities without having to leave the immediate area. The 
retail uses will all be on the first to second floors to create the 
currently nonexistent street wall and be placed throughout the 
spaces based upon their uses. For instance, a space that will 
bring in more people will be placed near public gathering 
spaces accommodate overflow. 

The layout of the functions in the space will indefinitely create 
a sense of chaos in the space and the building should reflect 
this. Some functions require simplicity while others require 
complexity; there needs to be a balance between the two. 
There needs to be not only a complexity and simplicity in the 
floor plans, but in elevations and in sections. Space can not 
work when the building/space neglects the way in which 
people act within the space; it cannot function in that manner. 
Vernon Demar's states, "It is all a fragment of an urban situa
tion with purposeful changes of pace, vista, and materials at 
the scale and tempo necessary to evoke the experience of an 
urban situation; a synthesis of streetscape and plazascape, 
great building and small, shop and pub, terrace and mall." 
This implies complexity cannot be achieved with the doctrine 
of 'less is more'" (V). With all of these functions in the rela
tively smaller space it is impossible to believe that a simple 
space can adequately support them all and be functional. 
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Demars implies that there most definitely needs to be a higher 
level of complexity. There are positive and negative spaces 
everywhere within landscapes throughout the world and this 
should also exist within our own created spaces. As I stated 
above there needs to be complexity, or chaos, throughout the 
building but it cannot be free to do as it pleases. In one sense 
complexity can be simplistic. A structure that looks so simple 
from afar can be a very complex space. It is all on how you 
are to the handle scale of the details. Certain parts of a build
ing must be treated differently due to their purposes they hold, 
but in the end, they must work as one. People should enter 
the building and be bombarded with positive feelings and 
these feelings must change constantly as one moves through
out a building. Complexity is not always the answer. Many 
believe that architecture is nothing more than an enclosure. 
This enclosure should be obvious, simple and be effective 
(IV). Like previously stated, there needs to be a balance of 
the complex and simplistic. No space can function when com
plexity is allowed to run wild or visa versa. In a sense this 
space is to be a collage. Collage is nothing more than super
imposing materials from varies contexts, morphing them and 
then blending. These collages emphasis differences by re
contextualizing the familiar, the morphing blends the unfamil
iar in ways that clarify the unsuspected similarities and be
comings (VII). All in all, these linking sites are a mixture of 
many different functions and activities. The overall goal of the 
layout of functions, as well as the type of functions is to create 
a space that is open at all hours of the day; a space that is not 
closed at night. Given it is unrealistic to have all spaces open 
but some can be to keep a lively appearance to the space. If 
people are constantly in the space it possible will lower the 
crime in the immediate area. Crime is one of the big factors 
facing my site. Many students disapprove of the idea of 
taking down the fence that currently surrounds the campus 
due to the safety. It is my belief that their feelings are justified 
but if you don't acknowledge the problem of crime and attempt 
to deal with it nothing will change. Previously, I stated that it is 
my opinion that a building can save a community and it is my 
opinion this space can do this. There will be people in the 
community and the residents of this space, as well as stu
dents of the university that will have a better look of the area 
and hopefully if both sides work together they will attempt to 
stop the crime in the area. This space will be a place where 
both sides mix together and create a better living area for all. 
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Throughout these linking sites there needs to be a feeling of 
private and public spaces. There cannot be public without pri
vate . Private spaces are basically the opposite of the public 
area and there cannot be a sense of community without a 
sense of privacy. Without a nucleus of privacy, the community 
then becomes chaos (VIII). This is because many say a com
munity must be a public place, but without privacy we will go 
crazy. We need spaces to sit back and reflect on life in pri
vacy. These private spaces will vary from the residential 
spaces to private roof gardens that will serve as gathering 
spaces for the residential units. Public spaces are just as im
portant and can be anything from retail on the first two floors 
or exterior green spaces or plazas. In a sense, public spaces 
are nothing more than relating to all the people in a space or 
community, open or shared by all people, events and actions 
are made or done in an area where everyone can see them 
and are not secret by any means (VIII). Public areas need to 
serve more than simply as gathering spaces. They not only 
serve as movement through the space they also serve as a 
visual connection between the two incompatible spaces. It 
seems that many of the times the two sites try to ignore each 
other and this linking site is in place to show views of one site 
from the other. An architectural space cannot force interaction 
or acceptance of the other site, but it is present to show there 
is more beyond their site and creates a visual link between the 
spaces. How do this visual corridors work? Successful public 
spaces are nothing more than a medium for recreation, safety 
and shelter. A public space needs to be open, accessible and 
welcoming to everyone in the community it serves. The visual 
corridors must be available to all; not just a certain age group, 
gender or ethnicities. This is because of the fact that if we are 
excluded from public spaces means the removal of the com
munity life (VIII). These visual corridors also act as an over
flow space for the functions it surrounds. Building spaces 
should not be limited by walls . They need to be able to 
expand and contract as needed. Functions with a larger 
demand for exterior/interior public spaces will be located on 
the corridors. For example, an art store could use a visual 
corridor for exhibits of art work or possible art lessons. 
With all of these people moving throughout the site public and 
private space needs to be addressed. The key of the transi
tion between public and private space is layering. Public 
space may be placed on a lower layer and as you continue 
vertically through a space it becomes more private until you 
reach the top, where it becomes totally private. This is 
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important because of the fact that the residential spaces are 
normally placed on the higher levels of the space and security 
becomes important due to the fact that everyone is not wel
come on the residential levels. Then there are some spaces 
where the public is not allowed to go to altogether. An intro
duction of different levels of entry may become useful, which 
will have some entries be directly to the residential spaces. 

Moving vertically and horizontally through the space there 
needs to be an embrace of the theory of Robert Venturi, which 
he derives from Mies van der Roche's statement of "Less is 
more." Venturi sees this as "Less is a bore." Not saying there 
needs to be more ornamentation for the sake of ornamentation 
but there needs to be a richness of both from and meaning . 
There needs to be a sense of complexity and contradiction in 
all aspects of the space; plan, section and elevation. We must 
first ask how do we create complexity? Complexity is created 
by many elements in spaces, users and their behaviors, bor
ders of static and flowing objects; topography, evidence of 
care, buildings, wildlife, surrounding landscapes and so on 
(VIII). Complexity and contradiction are necessary for urban 
spaces based on the richness and vagueness of modern life. 
People function on completely different schedules and one 
space must work for all of these schedules. A space and 
many of its internal parts must serve more than one primary 
function; two or more if at all possible. These functions must 
insure the presence of people at all times of the day and in a 
space for different reasons but then able to use many spaces 
in common (VI). What is trying to be said is that there needs 
to be a level of complexity within the space where people can 
adapt the space to fit their needs as well as work for the total 
community. 
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Getty Museum: Los Angeles, CA 
Richard Meier: 1997 • 
110 Acre Complex rece ent na SIS 

Critiques from Architecture Articles 
All in all, Meier's design of the Getty Center is successful. He treats 

the site as some we are to engage. He treats public place as a place that 
we inhabit not as a place that is there simply to accent the building . I 
would have to say the building and site differ in design. The overal l space 
seems to be designed in the mindset of ''take it how it is". The building 
itself leaves the individual very little chance of interacting with it on the 
personal level. It makes some attempt of interaction by assisting with the 
flow of its inhabitants by the extension of wal ls into courtyard . One thing 
this site contains plenty of is panoram ic views of its surroundings. The 
site is laid out on two grids, one of the freeway that lay below and the city 
grid of near by Los Angeles. I appreciate these grids because it shows 
how Meier engaged his site and it soundings, near and far. Many build
ings in today's world neglect the site instead of celebrating it. Given that 
the museum needed a large site but this site is enormous, which is 
roughly 110 acres. The actual built space covers a large portion of the 
site and estimated costs for the space range from $1 billion to $2 billion 
dollars. I would have to say that w ith that money Meier designed one of 
the most beautiful spaces of the twentieth century. Many feel that this 
space is a modern day representation of the Acropolis , which is not nec
essarilya good thing because the Acropolis was an area w here not every 
person had access to. You can look at th is statement in two different 
views. You can look it as someth ing you can strive to achieve, a sort of 
"higher learning" or you can see it as something completely different. 
One may perceive it as someth ing that looks down on you; something 
that believes itself to be above you on a educational and financial level. 
Finally, the one main negative detail is the lack of connection from the ex
terior to interior. The trustees of the Getty fortune hired another designer 
for the interior other than Meier. Meier designed the interior to be mostly 
day lit. So what we have today is the upper half of space be ing a white 
space that is being day lit, while have the lower half dark and being cov
ered with fabric . It seems that Meier's design principles have been ig
nored to a more stereotypical artistic approach. 

Overall , Meier's creation of the Getty Center was a success. This 
space as well as others throughout the world has its positives and nega
tive but in my opinion the positives outweigh the negative. Honest ly, how 
many museums are out there where people visit to see the space and not 
the artwork on display? 
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Analysis 
The Getty Center by Richard Meier relates 

to further development of the concept of space 
within an urban environment, even though it is 
not placed directly within one. Meier designed 
a space that creates views and relationships 
between other spaces that could be intro
duced into urban environments. Meier's 
design for the Getty Center revolves around 
the concept of public space and how the 
public move throughout the space. There are 
many spaces throughout the site that promote 
interaction. Whether it be natural green space 
or built space, there has been attention to the 
public realm, where many say they would 
rather stay outside the building and enjoy the 
space than go inside and see the art work. 
Secondly, in a sense this museum is actually 
a multi-use space. The museum is made up 
of several different divisions and work together 
to create on unified space while retaining its 
individuality in each space, while also contain
ing a restaurant, cafeteria and stores. This re
lates to "planned chaos" because its main 
principle to make different things work to
gether while retaining visually what makes the 
function work. overall, the Meier uses a di
verse array of facades, but yet does so in a 
way that makes these different spaces within 
work together to function as an overall suc
cessful space. 
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1. Student Street 
2. Cafe 
3. Classroom 
4. Fitness 
5. Open Lab/Work Space 
6. Day Care 
7. Office 
8. Segregated Lab 
9. Warehouse Shared 
10. Open 
11. Meeting 
12. Lounge 
13. Dining 
14. Pub 
15. Terrace 
16. Parking 
17. Windscreen 
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This diagram was done to investi gate the axis this site was developed on and how 
visual corridor corresponded to these axis and how did bui ldings then relate to each 
other 
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Analysis 
The Stata Center by Frank Gehry is an important 

building for further development of my thesis. This 
building does not only contain certain functions that I 
will consider for my design but it also relates to my 
thesis visually and specially. Gehry designed this 
building to promote interaction between the depart
ments of the school, which is similar with what I plan to 
investigate within my design. I plan on looking at how 
different functions of a space can relate to each other 
while remaining independent. This building, first and 
foremost, fits my thesis due to the fact it is a type of 
multi-use spaces. This structure contains functions 
that vary from offices, cafes, classrooms, and day 
care. Gehry designed the building to suit pedestrian 
traffic, who approach from many different directions. 
This is important for a larger structure because it is es
sential to have many people moving throughout a 
space. He sets up several spaces on the exterior of 
the building for the public to gather at all times of the 
day. Finally, it was one of the programs goals to pull in 
as much natural light as possible. Overall, the Stata 
Center fits my thesis due to the fact of its multi-use 
functions and design strategies that incorporate the in
teraction of people and functions, public and private 
spaces, and simply the chaotic ness of the design. 
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When looking at his building I feel that he tried to hard to create 
a building of chaos. In the opinion of others, a building should be cha
otic but it needs to be planned chaos. If chaos if let to happen freely 
then it could be a mistake because the building has no direction. Not 
to imply that this design has no direction but visually it is too forced. 
There needs to be a balance of chaos and planning. Its chaotic 
design seems to be out of place on the site. Gehry designed the floor 
plan more rectilinear so in a way it seems planned out more and less 
chaotic. Designing the floor plan this way makes it possible to navi
gate the building if you are unfamiliar with the building. This brings up 
the question of why have a relative simple plan when compared to the 
elevations when the overall building is very chaotic. It stands out from 
everything else surrounding it. Some may see this as a positive attri
bute while others see it as negative. In one sense it is necessary for 
your building to stand out from the surroundings but it should ignore 
them all together. Gehry seems to deal with public and private space 
well. He divides the public/private space up so that on the lower 
levels of the structure there seems to be an even balance, but as you 
continue up the building public spaces seem to fade away as private 
dominates. Gehry makes an attempt to create exterior public spaces 
but he did not make a great effort at it. He created a amphitheater 
structure where people can sit but it was made for more of a solitude 
space. It is a space for reading and studying but not interacting. 
Since this building is placed on a college campus the reasoning 
behind having a space where studying is the main function but the 
space is in an urban environment and interaction between all people 
in general is important. 

Overall, Frank Gehry's design of the Strata Center is successful. 
Even though I am not a huge fan of Gehry's design, he makes you 
think about the space. Whether you completely hate or love it he 
makes you think. He treats public and private space well by removing 
public space as you move up the space while have the lower levels 
have plenty of public and gathering space. The only real downfalls of 
the space is the lack of public space/sitting space 
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18th & Arkansas Housing Development: San Francisco, CA 
David Baker + Partners: 1995 • 
115,610Sf rece en a SIS 

Critique from Architecture Articles 
David Baker's 18th and Arkansas is a good example of what I am 
attempting to accomplish with my thesis. Although it does not have 
the same type of program it embodies the principles I have adopted. 
The building does a great job of creating an environment that en
courages interaction between the residents and the community. 
This is accomplished most effectively by creating an amphitheater 
out of the landscape. His whole design of the interior courtyard also 
promotes interaction through his layering of decks, stairs and over
all landscape. The facades attempt to create a feeling of complexity 
and diversity through its materials , which I is a successful venture . 
You can imagine that this space was actually designed by different 
architects with one main idea, when in all actuality they were de
signed by one architect. Each apartment has its own characteristics 
yet works with the other units to create one space. Baker does a 
good job of addressing the site as a whole. He creates a strong 
building edge along the street giving the building a sense of place 

and engages the community beyond its site . 
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Analysis 

This project connects to my thesis on several levels. Al
though the building is primarily a residential space, it con
tains other features that could classify it as a multi-use 
space. These other functions are performance spaces, a 
multimedia space and flexible communal areas. The site is 
similar to the one of my thesis due to the fact that it is frag
mented with intermittent densities and scales, as well as 
block off from the main part of the city by freeways. The 
outcome of the project is the wanted outcome of all urban 
projects, which is to strengthen the urban fabric of the com
munity and by creating a strong street edge, which was 
previously not on the site. The buildings were designed 
with the mindset of creating diversity and complexity in 
scale, materials and program . The creating of perfor
mance galleries encourage people of the community to in
teract with the residents of the structure as well as the 
space itself. Baker designed an inner atrium, which he felt 
was created to be "an overreaching vortex of work", move
ment and interaction . The most interesting portion of the 
site is the internal courtyard of the building. In this area the 
building becomes lost and the interaction of the residents 
becomes the main attraction . There are layers of paths , 
decks, terraced landscaping and views of the city. These 
layers come together to fo rm a sense of a piazza. The 
overall space has seemed to capture the true spirit of the 
community. Harvard Architecture Magazine states, "A re
freshed view of SITE within the City and City within SITE 
were the results ." 

• 
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Little Italy Neighborhood Developemnt: San Diego, CA 
Various Architecture Firms: 2000 

rece ent • 
60,000sf Site 
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Critique from Architecture Articles 
Overa ll , this project is a success. Each project done by the different 
architect have their own appearance and identity and could very 
well stand on their own, but they fit in a context where they work as 
a whole with the other projects , while retaining their identity. There 
is a sense of "conversation" with in this project. A group of architects 
came together with their own personal intentions for their portion of 
the project, but made their project work with the whole to create a 
dynamic and innovative space . There are few negative aspects of 
this project. One negative point is parking or lack there of. The 
space does meet the city requirement of .5 spots per housing unit 
but with the implementation of retail space could force a problem. It 
was made purely on the .5 space per unit so parking will become a 
problem, but, in my opinion , parking does not make or break a proj
ect. 
Overa ll, this project is overwhelming successful. It creates a type of 
atmosphere where integration of different things becomes present, 
whether that be designs, materials or people in general. It is a won
derful example of what urban redevelopment can do for the commu
nity as well as what it can do for the city as a whole. 

.... 



Little Italy Neighborhood Developemnt: San Diego, CA 
Various Architecture Firms: 2000 • 
60,000sf Site 
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1. Kettner Row (Jonathan Segal) 

rece ent IS 

Analysis 
The Little Italy Neigborhood Development is lo
cated in the Little Italy District of San Diego. This 
project covers a full city block and contains resi
dentiual units as well as mixed-use spaces. The 
city felt that the site was too large for one archi
tect to design, so the site was divided up be
tween six architecture firms; the overall site was 
developed by Smith & Russell. The overall site 
was developed to create a strong street wall 
while have an interior green space for its resi
dents. The overall site is a mixed use site , with 
residential units, retail spaces and office space. 
The most notable spaces in the Little Italy Neigh
borhood Development is known as Kettner Row. 
This part of the project was design by Jonathan 
Segal. This project consists of 16 townhouses, 
which were designed primariliy for adaptability. 
Several of the townhouses provide a small 
space on the ground floor that could be turned 
into an apartment or an office for the owner. In 
general, all the buildings on the site were built 
low to the ground to allow residents as well as 
people living in the community to obtain bay 
views. One goal of the space was to bring all 
types of people together by utilizing the block's 
location, architecture and affordibilty. This 
space is now be ing looked as a successful ap
proach of urabn redevelopment. 

, 
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' ... 
2 . Dutra-Brown Building (Brown + Gates) 
3 . Merrimac Building (Ted Smith/Lloyd Russell) 
4 . Harbor Marine Renovation (Robin Brisebois) 
5. Little Italy Mixed-Use Building (Kathleen McCormmick, Smith & Others) 
6. Little Ita ly Family Housing 
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Various Architecture Firms: 2000 
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Central Building- BMW Plant, Leipzig , Germany 
Zaha Hadid Arch itects: 2005 
25,000 sq meters rece ent • 

IS 

Excerpt from ArcSpace Article 

This dynamic focal point of the enterprise is 
made visual ly evident in the proposed dynamic 
spatial system that encompasses the whole 
northern front of the factory and articulates the 
central building as the point of confluence and 
culmination of the various converging flows . It 
seems as if the whole of the expanse on this side 
of the factory is oriented and animated by a force 
field emanating from the central building. All 
movement converging on the site is funnelled 
through this compression chamber squeezed 
in-between the three main segments of produc
tion : Body in White, Paint Shop and Assem-
b I y ..... . . 
... .. .. . The organization of the building exploits the 
obvious sequence of front to back for the phas
ing of public/busy to more withdrawn/quiet activi
ties . The facade envelope is pulled in under a 
large diagonally projecting top floor. Here the car 
drop-off swoops underneath letting off visitors 
into the glazed public lobby .. ... .... . The primary 
organizing strategy is the scissor-section that 
connects ground floor and first floor into a con-
tinuos field ....... .. The close integration of all 
workers is facil itated by the overall transparency 
of the internal organisation . The mixing of func
tions avoids the traditional segregation into 
status groups that is no longer conducive for a 
modern workplace. A whole series of engineer
ing and administrative functions is located within 
the trajectory of the manual workforce coming in 
to work or moving in and out of their lunch break. 
White collar functions are located both on the 
ground and on the first floor. Equally some of the 
blue collar spaces (lockers and social spaces) 
are located on the first floor. Especially those in
ternal reserve spaces that are waiting for full use 
in Phase 2 are allocated as social communica
tion spaces to mix blue and white collar workers . 
This way the establishment of exclusive domain 
is prevented . 

·SOURCE: ArcSpace.com 



Central Building- BMW Plant, Leipzig , Germany 
Zaha Hadid Architects : 2005 
25,000 sq meters rece ent • na SIS 

Analysis 
This building represents the type materials that 
could be utilized in my thesis project. The exte
rior materials and artisic moves are also observ
able from the interior of the space, which makes 
the skin of the building flow from the exterior to 
the interior. The variety of materials used create 
a dynamic between functions and areas of the 
building creating a more exciting place to inhabit. 
This relates to my thesis because there needs to 
be a variety of materials used on all spaces but 
needs to be a continuity between them all. 
These spaces must be able to stand alone as 
well as work as a whole . The Central BMW 
Building applies such materials that could be 
used on a much larger scale than what was used 
on this specific building . The materials highlight 
public areas while trying to hide the areas that 
are more private, but while inside the space it 
gives you a hint on what is being hidden. 
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Zaha Hadid Architects: 2005 
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Grandview Pkwy. and U.S. 31 N 
Traverse City, MI ite 

• 
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This site was a initial consideration for a home of my thesis 
project. Its location is in an up and coming city in northwest 
lower peninsula of Michigan called Traverse City. The site is 
located at the edge of what is downtown and situated along 
the West Grand Traverse Bay. I selected to possibly pursue 
this site due to the continuous incoming of tourists, lack of 
residential complexes and lack of public space in the general 
area. On this side of town there are hardly any retail space 
and if they were implemented into this space it would quickly 
become the place to be. In addition, all along this strip of 
road are back to back hotels with no breaks so design here 
with a possible pier could have led to interesting things not to 
mention a university is located just next door. This site was 
not selected due to the restriction of property along the water 
as well as it small available site and what I am attempting to 
accomplish with this project would be used better else
where. 
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Woodward Ave. and Fisher Fwy. 
Detroit, MI 
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This site was an initial study when deciding 
where to place my building and it is located on 
the fringe of what is consider downtown De
troit. It is just north of the 1-75 Freeway and on 
the edge of historic Cass Corridor. I select this 
site due to the fact that there was plenty of 
open space which is a rarity to downtown areas 
but is in abundance in Detroit. Not to mention 
on the other side of Woodward Ave. there is a 
brand new housing development. This site is 
just minutes on foot from Comerica Park and 
Ford Field, not to mention Detroit's other enter
tainment attractions. This site had awesome 
potential to make the downtown leap over 1-75 
where it seems to die presently. It was on the 
historic site of the Donovan Building, which 
was the final home of Motown Records in De
troit as well as assessable from many major 
roads . The deterring factor was the mere vast
ness of the site. That is not necessary a bad 
thing but would be too massive to accomplish 
what I am trying to accomplish . 

Panoramic standing in front of new housing developement facing southeast to northwest. 

IMAGE: 
ic standing in the front of the Donovan Building facing northwest to south east. 
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To look at the site more zoomed out one can see that the site is 
situated just north of a major freeway as well as just south of 6 mile 
rd. It is placed on a major road as well , Livernois Ave, which 
makes it a prestige location to introduce street level retail and resi
dential spaces, Also , it is obvious the University of Detroit Mercy 
itself is placed in a predominately residential area, so there is a 
definite public that could use the site and the functions it holds. 
Looking at the climate of the area , the city of Detroit gi ves its resi
dents warm summers and cold winters . This give the opportun ity 
of the creation of adaptable spaces that have their own distinct 
personalities in each season of the year. The opportunity for a 
beautiful site is there , it just needs to be realized . 
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ABOVE IMAGE: 
This diagram show the existing traffic routes 
to and around the site and the possiblities the 
site has to bring more people into the city and 
site . 
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ABOVE IMAGE: =.!....--
The above diagram show existing land-use. The 
beige represents the residential spaces, while 
the purple represents institutional spaces. Note 
the lack of green which represents public 
spaces in the area. 
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Stoepel St., Florence St. , Petoskey St. and Puritan St. 
Detroit, MI ite 
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ABOVE 
Panoramic photo standing on the corner of Liver
nois Ave and ritan St. facing north then west. 

ABOVE IMAGE: 
This is an aerial image of my site(blue) 
and the immediate surroundings area, 
including the John C. Lodge Freeway. 

I 

RIGHT IMAGE: 
A panoramic photo standing on the corner of 
Livernois Ave. and Florence St. facing south 
then west. 

I 

The proposed site for my thesis project 
is located in northwest Detroit, Michigan 
between the streets of Stoepel , Florence, 
Petoskey, and Purtian. It location in the 
area is on the edge of the Harmony Village 
Neighborhood and the University of Detroit 
Mercy with a nine lane road splitting the 
site. This site is suited for my thesis proj
ect because of the fact that it is on the 
edge of two spaces that do not make an 
attempt to connect with eachother. The 
site give the opportunity to create 
open/green spaces, wh ich is greatly 
needed for the lack of green spaces in the 
neighborhood. Not to mention nearly 70% 
of the site is either abandoned or used as 
parking lot and the implament of a usable 
space for not only the community but stu
dents and facilty of the university. Not only 
is the proposed site for my thesis available 
but all north and south along Livernois 
Ave. could be introduced on a larger scale 
project to recreate a street wall along the 
street and give the area an overall sense 
of place. The initial size of the site is 
nearly 270,000 square feet with the possi
bility to grow much larger in respect to the 
street front property. 

Above: Section cut perpendicular to Livernois Ave . 

Above: Section cut parallel with Livernois Ave. 
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LEFT IMAGES: 
These images are present to represent several key ideas of my thesis. Those ideas are the idea 
of movement throughout the site and the attempt to eliminate the current blur that is current pres
ent. This blur stand to be a potential problem on the site due to the speed at which cars travel on 
Livemois Ave. This is a problem due to the fact that it makes it nearly impossible for people to 
move from one side of the street to another as well as the individuals driving the cars have no 
reason to stop and interact with the site . The overall intention of how I handle the site is to slow 
things down and encourage interaction with the individuals surroundi 
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ABOVE IMAGE: 

• 

This is a brief study of the visual corridor of buildings 
and space with a focus on the existing houses on Sto
eppel St. The overall purpose of this study was to de
termine how to utilize the visual corridors when con
struction indoor/outdoor voids in the new created 
space. 

BELOW IMAGE: 
This image was used to represent physical and mental 
movement through the site . The blue lines represent 
mental movements while the red line represents car 
movement and the green lines represent pedestrian 
movement. This study was done to assist in the deter-
mination of p cal corridors and public spaces. 

--. 
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Project Identification ro'ect ro ram 

I am proposing to address the connection/collision of University of Detroit Mercy 
and the surrounding community of Harmony Village. This will develop a relation
ship between the students of the university and the residents of the community. 
With the community and students/university working together it creates the op
portunity to assist in the rebuilding of the community space. The problem of pe
destrian movement is highly evident problem in the area because of this turning 
Livernois into a boulevard is a must. Creating this boulevard will create a flow 
from one space to another, whether that will be on east or west portions of the 
site. Collisions of space within the site will generate movement and interaction 
with the site and space. This movement, in addition to many of life's necessities 
in close proximity, as well as a possible light rail system near by may help in 
Detroit's dependence on the automobile. 

The central focus of this program is to bring together spaces, people and com
munities that may not have interacted willingly. The space will house a variety of 
uses; commercial , recreational and resident. These uses will not only be used 
by the community/university but people from the people beyond the community. 
It will be seen as a melting pot, where people from different backgrounds and 
possibly different futures are able to coexist within this area, even if it is only for a 
short time. 



Articulation of Content ro'eet "'ro ram 

The goal of my program is to create an environment where interaction is encour
aged. A mixed use space would be the most effective program to create this en
vironment Within this community of Harmony Village and the Un iversity of De
troit Mercy there is very little interaction . This may be due to the steel gates that 
surround the campus. There is a definite tension between the campus and com
munity. The intentions of the program is through residential units, which will be 
available to everyone, retail spaces and entertainment areas which will bring in 
people to interact as well as create jobs for the community/students. Certain 
spaces may be only be used by students and other spaces my only be used by 
the community, while others use spaces together. My intent is to place the 
spaces used by either the students or community in close proximity. I will do this 
to produce a situation where either upon entry or exiting both side will come in 
contact whether they planned for this or not I understand both sides wi ll not be 
overly excited to interact at the original conception of the site but in time they will 
grow to respect each other and embrace each other to create a true community. 
I am not expecting a utopia by any means, but there seems to be no sense of 
community in any way, shape or form. Spaces that students may be interest 
could vary from certain shopping areas that youth would be more interest in 
since over 60% of the population is over 25 yrs old . Spaces for the 
youth/students of the area could be a possible dance club or a recreational 
space (basketball courts/gym) , certain clothing stores, art supply stores, and 
copy shops Of course some of these spaces will be used by all age ranges. 
The program for th is space reinforces my thesis due to its location and uses. My 
thesis looks at the collision of incompatible spaces and develops a method to 
make the incompatible compatible. The space enforces this because there are 
many questions that need to be looked at For example how do you combine 
two things, such as the university and commun ity, which have been separated for 
so long and have such different goals. The uses, for obvious reasons endorse 
the thesis because each function needs to be looked at on its on and needs to 
be planned as a separate entity and then needs to be placed in a manner that it 
connects with its surrounds and retains its individuality. 

In the end, my overall goal is not to have a community and a university but to 
create a space that a new sense of community. This space can give the opportu
nity to make this area a true community, where there is gathering spaces, retai l, 
entertainment/recreation and residential. My intent is to create a space that is 
open 24/7. One building cannot fix a city, but it can help fix a community. 



Enumeration of Actions ro'ect -ro ram 
Waiting - In it simplest terms, time being observed passing by, whether it be while 
sitting on a bench , interacting with the site, lying down in the green spaces, talking 
with friends, studying or simply day dreaming . 

Interactions - Th is action will occur in every aspect of the space. This could be 
when a customer talks with a cashier or other customers while waiting in lines, a 
customer talking with their waiter/waitress at a restaurant or another group dining , 
sitting outside in public realms taking with friends or people walking pass or com
municating with the world using the wireless internet connection . 

Chaos vs. Order- There will be a sense of the unplanned or nature w ithin the 
space; in other words a complex feel where things were allowed to develop as 
they felt necessary but al l these things were planned out In other places the area 
will be simplistic and clean cut These spaces will be intertwined throughout the 
space. In some situations side by side, but they will work as one even though 
their design contradict each other. 

Watching - When you are in the space you should be able to sit and w atch every
thing happen in the space. This could occur in the dance club or athletic cl ub. 

Shopping - People from all areas of the city have the opportunity to explore the 
space. The surrounding area seems not to contain very few of the amenities that 
a commun ity or city needs, w hich forces the people to travel outside the commu
nity to get everyday items. With people living within the space and people living in 
the community and university, the retail space w il l be a driving force. 

Living - Residential space wi ll vary slightly from stud io apartments to three room 
apartments. These spaces will be warm and inviting to its occupants. Each room 
will contain as much natural light as possible and contain views of the community. 
The goal of these spaces is to integrate the community people and the university 
people. These spaces will make it possible to study, sleep, celebrate, interact and 
play. 

Dining - All types of dining will occur in this site. It is possible to eat at several res
taurants in the space as well as eating in your residential space. Indoor/outdoor 
dining is available at some of the restaurants and well as having a picnic in the 
green spaces. 

Studying - A relaxing area, which allows students the opportun ity to study whether 
that be from a book or online. This space will be a space that adapts to the needs 
of its users, whether that is bright and cool or dark and warm. The users has the 
abiity to change the space depending on their study habits. 

Lecturing - An open space with good acoustics. This space may be an exterior or 
interior space. This is an area where students can gather to hear a professior dis
cuss topics for that current class . It must be a comfortable space, but not too 
comfortable where the students are not attentive. 



Site Criteria ro'ect ro ram 

The site covers the area from Puritan St, Stoepel St , Florence St and Petoskey 
Ave. The overal l site is roug hly 401,000 square feet or 9.2 acres (not including Liv
ernois Ave). This site was chosen for the site conditions it contains and the pro
cesses that need to be looked at for the program to work. My thesis concentrated 
on collision and planned chaos. This site it the midway point between what is the 
University of Detroit Mercy and what is known as Harmony Village. The site offers 
plenty of space without having to remove existing buildings and has a variety of in
habitants from students, professors and Harmony Vil lage residents. Currently the 
surround areas of the site have no green space and noth ing to draw you in and 
keep you there. This also makes my site something that when completed can be 
beneficial to the whole of the city. Light in the area is good in the daytime and 
lacks activity at the night, which could be a large income for the area if the night is 
exploited. Detroit seems to be a city that closes at night, thi s site has the opportu
nity to draw in people at all hours to help bring money back to the area and city 
and help rebuild the immediate area. 



Quantitative Program Summary 

Residential 
Studio (75) 
2 bedroom (60) 
3 bedroom (60) 
Hostel Area 
Communal area (8) 

Commercial 
Dance Club/Bar 

ro'ect 

500sf 37,500sf 
1000sf 60,000sf 
1200sf 72,OOOsf 
7000sf 10,000sf 

300sf 2,400sf 
Sub-total 181 ,900sf 
Structure/mechanical 24,000sf 
Total Square Feet 205,900sf 

Cafe/ Coffee shop with kitchen 
Restaurant with kitchen 

10000sf 
3000sf 

10000sf 

10,000sf 
3,500sf 

10,000sf 
15,000sf 

2,500sf 
2,000sf 

10,000sf 

Book Store 
Day care center 
Dry cleaners 
Grocery store 
Clothing Store 
Print Shop 
Recreation Center 
Art Supply Store 
Fisher Building Addition 
Lorranger Building Addition 

15000sf 
2500sf 
1500sf 
8000sf 
5000sf 
2500sf 

25000sf 
2500sf 

39000sf 
7200sf 

SUb-total 

5,000sf 
2,500sf 

25,000sf 
2,500sf 

39,000sf 
7,200sf 

129,200sf 
9,800sf 

139,000sf 

Transfer Halls 
Entrance Vestibules (4) 
Horizontal Circulation 
Vertical Circulation (6) 
Security Office (2) 
Toilet Room (4) 

Exterior Spaces 

Structure/mechanical 
Total Square Feet 

700sf 2,800sf 
75000sf 55,000sf 

3000sf 18,000sf 
2000sf 4,000sf 
600sf 2,400sf 

Sub-total 82,200sf 
Structure/mechanical 14,000sf 
Total Square Feet 96,200sf 
Overall Sq uare Feet 441 ,1 OOsf 

Public green spaces/hardscape 
Covered eating area 

40000sf 
3000sf 
8000sf 

15000sf 
3000sf 

Total Square Feet 

40,000sf 
3,000sf 

16,000sf 
15,000sf 

9,000sf 
83,000sf 

Basketball courts (2) 
Platforms for bus loading 
Interior courtyards (3) 

Total Gross Square Feet 524,1 OOsf 

--ro ram 



Space Details 

Capacity 

Dry Cleaners 

Purposes/Functions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 

1 
Total Net Area 

2,OOOsf 

This space will primarily serve the residents of the space and may possibly be 
split into smaller spaces and be in every residential space. If this remains as 
one space instead of smaller ones, it will not only serve the residents but could 
serve the university and community. 

Activities: 
In this space people will be washing/drying their clothes. People sitting around 
and simply waiting will be the major activity. While waiting the individuals could 
be reading , watching television or talking with fellow laundry cleaning individuals. 
In the end , the individuals will be folding their clothes and then exiting the space. 

Spatial Relationships: 
This will not be a major space of the overall site, which makes a more secluded 
area more attractive for th is space, but some considerations must be looked at. 
Even though this space may be hidden it must have some sights that wou ld 
stimulate the inhabitants to not only make waiting a pleasant experience but 
entice them to return to the space. 

Special Considerations: 
Heat is an issue due to the dryers constantly runn ing. There should be plenty of 
natural light to make the wait as relaxing as possible. Noise can also become an 
issue, w hich w ill have to be addressed by possi ble material choice. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
In most cases this is not a wanted event in the day and takes much needed time 
out of people's day. This being the fact makes the relaxation and mood of the 
space the overall driving force in its design . 

Mechanical/Electrical Systems: 
There will be large demands on both electrical and mechanical systems in the 
space, which may require a larger than normal mechanical room . 
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Capacity No. Units Total Net Area 

Oaycare Center 1 2,500sf 

Purposes/Functions: 
This space is primarily to function for the residents/employees of the space. This 
space will seNe the public but will be considered a private space for security rea
sons. This would be best situated near a larger unit type residential space. 

Activities: 
This space will involve activities mostly involving the children in the space. For 
instance, playing , sleeping and eating. Other activities will involve the adults that 
run the space, which would include office work and cleaning areas (washer and 
dryer for linens) . 

Spatial Relationships: 
Th is space is one of the few semi-public spaces that may not need to be on the 
first floor For security purposes it may be necessary to pull this space off the 
ground level. This space will more likely be split up into several smaller spaces 
each space being designed upon the activity that occurs within it. 

Special Considerations: 
Light qualities will vary from space to space depending on the activities. The 
area where children will be sleeping there will need to be a relaxed mood with 
less light and possibly warmer temperatures. In the opposite situation , the activ
ity space would be bright with more natural light and more comfortable tempera
tures. The ceiling height in the activity space may vary from the other spaces 
based on possible games played . 

Behavioral Considerations: 
Since children will be the main occupants of this space the materials used must 
be durable. If glass is used it must be placed carefully throughout the space to 
prevent breaking . 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
It could be beneficial if this space was near an exterior play space for not only the 
children in daycare but also the kids in the community. This could be seen as a 
possible way for the future generation, who may have very different backgrounds 
to interact w ith each other when in a separate play space this interaction would 
not be accomplished. 
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Capacity No. Units Total Net Area 

Book Store 1 6,OOOsf 

Purposes/Functions: 
The space functions as a place where students can come to buy text books. 
This also can be used by the community as well as student for books for per
sonal readings. Included in this space will be an exterior/interior space for wire
less computer access to give students/community members a place to work and 
read. 

Activities: 
In this space actions will vary from studying from a laptop in the exterior/interior 
space. This place will not only be for computer use but for reading in general or 
simply interacting w ith family and friends . There will be places to read books 
before purchasing and then a different place to purchase the books. There will 
be a small cafe in the space to buy a drink. 

Spatial Relationships: 
This space could be placed near the cafe, which would eliminate the need for 
one in this space. It is necessary to place this space near a larger exterior space 
to utilize the wireless internet connection and be visible from many different 
areas of the overall site. The overall plan would have to cover a generally large 
size to accommodate the book store as well as storage. This is one of the 
spaces where the fac;;ade will be mostly glass to allow view of the interior space 
for the pedestrians walking by. With these exterior spaces there must be a 
sense of flow from the interior to the exterior spaces. 

Special Considerations: 
This space should be fairly bright with a relatively comfortable temperature. The 
average person will not be in this space for an extended period of time, which 
makes having a drastically different temperature or lighting unnecessary. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
People must feel welcome in the spaces designed for the wireless use and/or 
reading . These spaces must be inviting to the public and make them want to 
return to the space in the future and are essential for the overall success of the 
space. 

Structural System: 
This space will have an overall larger footprint, which promotes the use of a post 
and beam or truss system to span the area. The final choice will depend on 
whether the look of column in the space will work with the overall design of the 
space; this is the same for truss usage. 



Space Details ro'ect ro ram 

Mechanical/Electrical Systems: 
The only real essential for system is the wireless internet connection. One that 
would be strong enough to support the building and possibly surrounding areas. 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
Similar to many other spaces, th is space needs access to an exterior public 
space. Th is space cou ld be purel y concrete or could be have more green space 
weaved throughout it. In either situation it is necessary for the site to be inviting 
and a comforta ble space to inhabit. 



Space Details 

Capacity 
Dance Club/Bar 

Purposes/Functions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 
1 

Total Net Area 
10,OOOsf 

Th is space provides a night life activity that will bring people into the space at a 
later time of the day and create a large income based function that can help 
maintain the overall site . In addition, create jobs for the students as well as 
people in the surrounding community. 

Activities : 
Inhabitants of the space will have the opportunity to dance, have a drink and so
cialize with other students or community members. This space will be seen as a 
function the predominantly serves the university than the community. This will be 
a place where people can come to eat or simply take a break from the stresses 
of life. This space can create a social mixing ground where people from all 
walks of life can interact. 

Spatial Relationships: 
Th is is will be one of the largest spaces throughout the site and needs to be 
easily accessed from every direction with possible exterior use. The space will 
predominately be one larger space with smaller rooms flanking it, such as rest
rooms, storage and offices. In section this space will have slightly higher ceilings 
than neighboring reta il spaces and not much natural light. The space will be 
mostly enclosed from the outside except for small voids in the wall to give the pe
destrian a sneak peak of what is inside. 

Special Considerations: 
Th is space will be open normally in night hours, so it will depend on artificial light 
from within the space. There tends to be a build up of heat within a dance club, 
which makes operable windows a possible consideration or simply have air con
ditioning in the space, but the overall space is quite large. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
The most obvious obstacle here is the noise coming from this space at late night 
hours. Not to mention that since this establ ishment could be serving alcoholic 
beverages that there will be a chance for individuals to become intoxicated and 
become loud in public spaces at night. Although it is my intention to mix univer
sity and community it is unrealistic to place this on the community side and 
should be placed on the un iversity side. There will be a central larger space 
(dance floor) with other areas surrounding it and with a possibly larger number of 
people within it there should be an opportunity to expand to the exterior public 
spaces if needed. 
quire some sort of truss structure to support the upper levels. Previously stated 
was the idea of voids or opaque surfaces on the fac;:ade which could be accom
plished with concrete walls or a metal fac;:ade. 
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Structural System: 
As stated previously there will be a larger central space, which wi ll possibly re
quire some sort of truss structure to support the upper levels. Previously stated 
was the idea of voids or opaque surfaces on the fac;:ade which could be accom
plished with concrete walls or a metal fac;:ade. 

Mechan ical/Electrical Systems: 
Both systems are very important in this design because the need of air to be con 
tinuous ly being circulated throughout the entire space and the need to extensive 
electrical equ ipment needed for the dance areas of the space. 

Site/Exterior En vi ronm ent Conditions : 
The main condition needed for the exterior is to have a controlled space where if 
the dance floor was to spill out of the building into this space there were be some 
sort of order, where there was control of who was able to come back into the ex
terior space as wel l as control the problem of poss ible underage drinking in the 
exterior space 



Space Details 

Capacity 

Office Addition 

Pu rposes/Functions: 

ro'eet ro ram 

No. Units 

1 
Total Net Area 

39,OOOsf 

Th is space will be an addition to the Fisher Building on the university campus and 
is created as a buffer to the existing building. It is also creating a street wall, which 
is currently non-existent in the space 

Activities: 
This space is part of the administration building , which entitles many different ac
tivities; either with students and facility or facility and facility. Students wil l be in 
the space for information on the finances and looking at their class schedu les. 
The students could also be interacting with their counselors. This space is a place 
where adm inistrative personal working on a daily basis. Overall , there will be talk
ing , working , waiting , paying , eating , sh ipping and receiving. 

Spatial Relationships: 
Th is space has a definite location of being attached to the Fisher Building on the 
University of Detroit Mercy Campus. The overall height will be sl ightly larger than 
the existing building to buffer the existing view of it. 

Special Considerations: 
The employees wil l be in this space for a long duration and students could be in 
the space for an extended period of time, which makes an overall comfortable 
space important. The space should be comfortable but not too comfortable where 
people are not very productive. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
For students coming to this space it is normally not a pleasant experience, unless 
they are getting a refund check. Normally there is lines, waiting and making pay
ments and these are pleasant experiences because they all take time. Making it 
as easy for students to come in and out with little hassles would be beneficial for 
a II. 
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v Capacity No. Units Total Net Area 

Visual Corridors 

Pu rposes/Fu nctions: 
This space functions as circulation throughout the space on the ground and in 
some cases the above levels. Their main function is to visually connect different 
spaces throughout the overall site and create a link between the university and 
commun ity. 

Activities: 
There are many activities that can take place within these spaces. The visual cor
ridor is not interior or exterior; it is both . Activities could include walking, talking , 
shopping , buying or selling goods, drawing, studying , reading or simply watching . 
The opportun ities are limitless. In a sense, this wil l be a space where many differ
ent activities and actions occur simultaneously. 

Spatial Relationships: 
None of these spaces will be the same as another. Each one seNes a unique pur
pose and w ill change to fit those purposes. Some spaces do not have as tal l of 
walls enclos ing it while others may be much more enclosed . Some will be very 
long and bridge the gap that Livernois creates and others will be small. They w ill 
be looked at in the manner of satisfying the objective presented in that specific 
case. Even though their overall appearance will be similar the corridor w ill alter 
itself to f it into its su rro undings if requ ired to. 

Special Considerations: 
Lig hting is an important attribute because I can give a sense of security with more 
light. Both the interior and exterior spaces wi ll be well lit in the daytime but when 
nighttime comes around is when artificial light will have to be utilized . These 
spaces are not intended to be grand entrances to spaces or overpower the entire 
site, they are meant to give views and move people from space to space. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
People should be able to view the exterior from the interior corridors and the inte
rior from the exterior corridors. They should be able to witness the activities occur
ring in the spaces and the overall movement of people. 

Structural System: 
The system used wi ll be some sort of curtain wal l system for the interior corridors. 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
The corridors w ill be framing views of the community and university. Possibly 
leading to public gathering areas or green space. 



Space Details 

Capacity 

Art Supply Store 

Pu rposes/Fu nctions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 

1 
Total Net Area 

2,500sf 

This space is designed to function for the students, community and other people 
outside the community to get needed supplies for their projects/artwork. This 
space would work well being placed next to the copy shop because they are in the 
same sort of field and the entering space will be a mixture of both mediums of art. 

Activities: 
Th is space will have people buying the needed supplies to complete their artwork. 
This area will also support have exhibits by local artists and students. Within the 
store there lays the opportun ity to have experienced local artists to give lessons to 
the people of the community and university. This initiates interaction between the 
whole of the community and area. 

Spatial Relationships: 
Th is space should be placed by a larger visual corridor to allow exterior/i nterior ex
hibits by artist This space will have several rooms; one for the shopping, one for 
storage, one for bathrooms, and offices needed . 

Behavioral Considerations: 
Most people wi ll be in and out of this space, wh ile some will stay for an extended 
period of time. The space shou ld work for both. On one hand have a level of 
stimuli that is easily perceived , but then for those w ho stay awhile can experience 
something that the everyday person can experience. 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
The exterior of th is space needs to be able to accommodate have an art exhibit 
and may want several sculpture or intriguing views that could be drawn by the cus
tomers who just exited the store. 



Space Details 

Capacity 

Print Shop 

Purposes/Fu nctions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 

1 

Total Net Area 

2,500sf 

This space will primarily support university students and facility and will be open 
twenty-four hours. This will be a public area and serve the entire community and 
city. This function will not be a main focus of the site but it serves the site. The lo
cation of the site could be in the general area of the art supply store. 

Activities: 
Individuals will be purchasing print supplies such as paper, ink cartridges, and 
pens/pencil. Individuals will also be able to print very large project to very small 
projects . Customers will either be able to print their projects themselves or be 
able to drop it off and pick it up at a later day or time. 

Spatial Relationships: 
This space will have many pieces of large equipment and will then need to be 
placed in a larger space. It would best be suited for the print shop to be placed 
near the art supply store. There will need to be higher ceilings to accommodate 
the larger mechan ical system and electrical needs. 

Special Considerations: 
A bright space is needed to accurately determine whether the print jobs are of high 
quality. With all this equipment in the space there is sure to be heat given off by 
the machines, which makes air quality and temperature a problem that has to be 
addressed. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
For most people coming to this space is not something that they are going to 
enjoy. Usually printing is a time consuming and expensive experience. The space 
should be as accommodating to that fact as possible . Realizing that most do not 
want to be in the space and make it as relaxing as possible. 

Mechanical/Electrical Systems: 
The space will probably need extensive mechanical and electrical systems. There 
will be many computers and many printers in the space, which makes a larger 
electrical capacity an essential. The mechanical system will need to be more ex
tensive because of the ink and the heat. The system needs to be able to circulate 
the air more frequently to make the space more tolerable. 



Space Details 

Capacity 

Clothing Store 

Purposes/Functions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 

1 

Total Net Area 

5,OOOsf 

This space wi ll be a youth to young adult clothing space. This will service the uni
versity and the youth of the community, but will service anyone who wants to enter 
the space. It can be placed next to an area that wi ll be predominately be used by 
the youth; possibly the recreation center or dance club . 

Activities: 
In this area the individuals wi ll be shopping and browsing the clothing and other 
possible apparel. 

Spatial Relationships: 
Previously stated , this space should be placed in an area w here youth w ill be pres
ent and possibly placed between a youth area and an adult area to help the mixing 
of the two age groups. This wil l be a one story area and mostly open with several 
smaller rooms for offices and bathrooms. It could be a nice addition if the exterior 
courts we adjacent to the store. 

Special Considerations: 
Natural light should be a high consideration , especial ly a glass curtain wall facing 
the exterior basketball courts . Th is space could be open to late hours, which 
makes artificial light just as important to light up the area and make it stand out at 
later hours. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
People wi ll not be using this space day to day, w hich makes a goal of the space is 
to pull people in from beyond the community/university. Then when people do 
come in they are not always planning on buying items, but just come in to waste 
time and browse. 

Site Exterior/Environment Conditions: 
The main site condition is havi ng a possible exterior basketball court on the back
side of the space. There should also be access from that exterior space from the 
interior clothing store. 
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Space Details 

Capacity 

Loranger Addition 

Purposes/Functions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 

1 

Total Net Area 

7,200sf 

This space will be an addition to the existing Loranger Building on the University of 
Detroit Mercy. The purpose of this space is to add much needed space to the 
bu ilding and continue the new introduced street wall to Livernois Ave. 

Activities: 
Th is building is occupied almost twenty four hours a day seven days a week and 
all types of activities can be present at anytime of the day. Students will be work
ing on computers, designing , drawing , painting, making models, talking , sleeping, 
eating , drinking , listening or attending classes . This space is a mixing ground for 
activities. 

Spatial Relationships: 
These new spaces be ing created will more likely than not are design studios. It 
would be beneficial if there was some publ ic gathering space in the middle of the 
addition , whether that be interior or exterior. These spaces will have rel atively high 
ceiling heights and will be a two story space. 

Special Considerations: 
These spaces will need very good light, whether that is natural or artific ial. These 
spaces wil l be used day and night, which makes the qual ity of natural light during 
the day essential and the quality of artificial light at night essential as well. The 
temperature as well needs to be a comfortable one that creates a comfortable 
working cond it ion and can be easily manipulated to meet the preferences of the 
students in the space at that t ime. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
People in this space can be in the space for extended periods of time working on 
projects and at t imes of the year the stress level in the building is enormous . 
There needs to be an area where the individual can simply walk away for a short 
amount of time to collect their thoughts and reflect on the job at hand. 

Mechanical/Electrical Systems: 
This space needs to have a heating system that can be easily controlled from 
studio to studio. These spaces should have a dependable wireless internet con
nection , which makes life easier for all when it is not necessary to go to the com
puter lab when internet is needed . 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
One possible space within the overall is an interior courtyard , which give the 
students/facility a place to come and take a break from it all. This space may be a 
green space or merely concrete with some benches, but the point is to have a 
place to rest. 



Space Deta ils Pro'ect Pro ram 

Capaci ty No Units Total Net Area 

Grocery Store 1 10,OOOsf 

Purposes/Functions: 
Th is space could be seen as cornerstone of the overall space This area could be 
in a sense is a mixing ground of the univers ity and community. This space wil l be 
the area where everyone in the university and community would use on at least a 
weekly basis. The grocery story will fu nction as a location where people who nor
mally wouldn 't interact have the opportunity to interact with each other, while th is 
interaction may not be intentional or direct. 

Activities : 
The dominant activity in this space will be shopping for groceries. In another 
sense, this space is an interaction space. Customers will be interacting with each 
other as wel l as employees of the store. People will be walking and talking with 
people they know and hopefully with people they do not know. 

Spatial Relationships: 
The challenge with this space is to not make it look as a cookie cutter grocery 
store. There are several stores to the north of the space but are not within walking 
distance, it is the intentions of this space to make it a community establishment 
Th is space could either be a sing le or two story spaces and shou ld be placed on a 
street corner in an easily accessible space. Have an area for an exterior market 
area could be beneficial to the space. 

Special Considerations: 
It is essential that th is be an overall bright area. Having natural light can be an 
asset but there needs to be the presence of artificial light; th is making the space 
operable at all times of the day. Certa in areas of the building need to be cooler to 
preserve the food in the area, but overall a comfortable temperature should be 
present. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
Space is the key factor to the success of the store. Even though , interaction is the 
main goal of the space but you cannot force it. The space must be a pleasant, yet 
interesting area, which makes the individuals comfortable in the area and wan to 
come back and interact with the space and it's in habitants. 

Structural System : 
Since th is space is a larger open space a truss system will be the most effective to 
support the upper floors and create this large open area. 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
It could be beneficial to have an exterior market area where people rom the com
mun ity and surround ing areas cou ld come to se ll food and other goods. Having an 
area where customers can drive up to pick up their groceries but not crea e a car 
iam outside the area. 



Space Details ... ro'ect ro ram 

Capacity No. Units Total Net Area 

Restaurant 1 4,OOOsf 

Purposes/Functions: 
This space functions as more of an adult establishment. This would be consid
ered more of a "sit down" restaurant. The community side of the side is majority 
older individuals, which makes this area an ideal place for individuals of their 
age, as well as all ages to gather and interact. 

Activities: 
Activities will vary in this space from simply sitting and eating a meal with friends 
or family or just relaxing by yourself. It is the intentions of the space that all types 
of people will feel we lcomed into this space and be enticed to remain in it for 
awhile and return at a later date and time. 

Spatial Relationships: 
This space should be located in quieter location of the site with easy access by 
cars. This space could be placed in one of the larger corner buildings, which 
allows them to be viewed from several different angles. This space could be 
more spaced out in plan . Possibly having seats near the window continuing to 
tables in the middle, then booths in the back and then having the kitchen behind 
that. There also is the opportunity to have exterior seating in a public gathering 
area. This space could possibly be two levels having the upper level be more pri 
vate and a more intimate setting overlooking the lower level of the restaurant. 

Special Considerations: 
Light and temperature will vary depending on the time of day. During the lunch 
hour day lighting and a cooler temperature w ill be present to give a livelier feel to 
the space, while the opposite is present at night. At night the lights w ill be 
dimmer and at a warmer temperature to create a relaxed mood. 

Site/Exterior Environment Conditions: 
There should be on the backside of the restaurant an exterior dining area but 
have the opportunity to control the flow of the space. 
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Space Details ro ec ro ram 

Capacity No. Units Total Net Area 

Residential Spaces 

Purposes/Functions: 
To provide a living space for students of the University of Detroit Mercy, students 
of surrounding universities and people from the community or moving into the 
city. Spaces will hold bedrooms, kitchen , bathroom and other essential living 
spaces. 

Activities: 
These spaces w ill be where the day to day activities of an individual 's life occur, 
whether that is sleeping , bathing , or eating. 

Spatial Relationships: 
The residential spaces will be mixed throughout the overall site. In the majority 
the residential spaces are placed in the upper floors of the buildings. There are 
two bu ildings that are entirely residential spaces. These spaces will have their 
own private entrances to create a secure setting for the residents. These spaces 
will vary in size and ceiling height based upon type of residency. The top level or 
residential spaces will have higher floor to ceiling heights and have more natu ral 
day light due to skylights. Whenever possible, these spaces will have exterior 
roof gardens and overlook the public spaces, either existing or introduced. 

Special Considerations: 
Since these spaces are normally on upper levels of the buildings, handicapped 
access is essential. In add ition , security is also needed because there will be 
people moving throughout the lower floors at all t imes of the day, wh ich makes it 
necessary for security to be a high priority to its residents. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
These spaces will predominately be used in the morning, early afternoon and at 
night. It needs to be taken into consideration that some of the lower floors will 
have occupancy during late night hours, while some residents may be sleeping . 
Noise will be a high priority when placing certain housing units/styles. There will 
be a mixing of the types of res idents, possibly from the young to the old . Obvi
ously, the different age demographics carry out different lifestyles and activities at 
certain times of the day, which can be seen as both a positive and negative attri
bute. 



Space Details 

Capacity 

Cafe/Coffee House 

Purposes/Functions: 

ro'ect ro ram 

No. Units 

1 
Total Net Area 

3,500sf 

This space can be considered an alternative to the dance club/bar space. This 
space gives the individual a place other than the home or dorm to interact with 
each other. The location should be a main focus of the overall site by being 
placed near the termination of a visual corridor to also create an exterior 
sitting/eating area. Th is fun ction also creates several jobs for the public and 
brings in money to the space and community. 

Activities: 
Many different activities are possible in this site. Of course, coffee would be 
served as well as snacks. This space is essentia lly a place where an individual 
come to relax. It also creates a place w here a student can come and study, work 
on a project or read a book. 

Spatial Relationships: 
The overall space wi ll be relatively com pact. There needs to be a feeling of inti
macy between the ind ividual and other people in the space as well as the space 
itself. In section the building w ill not have much natura l light to create a mel
lower mood and create a more private space. The cei ling height w ill be consis
tent with adjacent spaces. 

Special Considerations: 
There needs to be a mellow mood within this space, which can be created with a 
dimmer quality of light as wel l as a w armer temperature within the space. 

Behavioral Considerations: 
The people who wish to use this space are expecting certain cond itions of the 
space, whether that is the mood or noise levels . These conditions must be main
tained in the space in most operating hours. Th is space wi ll be used for studying 
and other quiet activities , wh ich creates a certain envi ronment that works for ev
eryone. 



3-D Program Diagrams ro'ect ~ ro ram 

Northeast view of site and surroundings 

Southwest View of site and surroundings 

View down Livernois Ave. facing north 

View down Livernois Ave. facing south 

Residential Spaces 

Commercial Spaces 

Recreation Space 

Parking Area 
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These models were done in a one day 
charette and were designed quickly to 
abstractly portray our ideas. 

Left Four Models: 
These models were done first trying to 
see where clusters of buildings could 
possibly located as well as the variation 
of materials used in the space. 

Upper Bottom Model: 
This model was design with the inten
tions of have a central corridor with larger 
elements and having gaps of various ma
terials set behind . 

Lower Bottom Model: 
This model primary purpose was to show 
the idea of the view corridor and/or con
nection between both sides of Livernois 
Ave. 

-



These models were initial studies of pos
sible layering of the site making it pos
sible for pedestrians to experience and 
interact with the bu ilding and space on 
differect levels. In additi on to experience 
these studies were also conducted to ex
periement with the layering of public and 
private space, since the program con
tains a mix of both . The bottom left 
model is the completion of the initial 
study of layer by creating a rough sec
tional model demonstrating the initial 
ideas of the layering of the individuals, 
whether that be in a public or private set
ting . Th is layering is most evident over 
the underground parking deck, which 
then creates an urbani visual corridor 
above it. 



This model was the first step in a more 
detai l 3D representation of my ideas. It 
begins to show the interior/exterior visua l 
corridors but doesn't display the proper 
street setbacks needed to successfully 
complete the ideals of the layering of the 
streetscape. Yet, this model does dis
play many of the initial ideas that I am 
proposing from the interior visual 
corridors/circualtion in the residential 
spaces, the layering of pedestrian traffic 
and all visual co rridors crossing the 
entire site linking both sides of the street 
together. 

Top Image: 
Plan view of the site, where north is 
pointing to the left. Here it lays out the 
visual corridors and some public spaces. 
The only buildings with entirely residen 
tial units is to the top left. 

Middle Image: 
This image shows more clearly the differ
entiating heights throughout the space 
w ith larger buildings on the corners, es
pecially Livernois and Puritan. 

Bottom Image: 
This image is looking north up Livernois 
Ave . and show the continuous streetwall 
and linking with the visual corridors . 



These models were done as a 3D repre
sentation of the possible visual corridors 
that cross throughout the site. Some of 
these corridor will terminate into a 
entrance/wall of the new space while 
other will continue through the space and 
end in public/gathering areas of the com
munity and/or university (some public 
areas may be green spaces that need to 
be created) . These corridors may not be 
all exterior spaces. In the top left photo 
there are slices of chipboard that are 
used to represent interior corridors, while 
the bass wood used to represent the ex
terior walls. 

Bottom Image: 
This model was created to portray my 
idea that not one side of the public area is 
more important than the other. It is my 
goal to make each side to be important in 
they own way. 



These models were done with the inten
tions of exploring several different types 
of facades throughout the space. My 
goal is to attempt to have each one of the 
visual corridors to have their own identity 
and presence in the overall space. 
These models investigated the idea of 
giving the individuals a hint of what is 
within the space without giving the whole 
picture away. I want the individual to be 
intrigued on what is with in the space and 
hope they would investigate the space. 
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These diagrams were done to initiate the 
ideas of the connection between each 
side of Livernois Ave . From these con
nections it will create a flow from each 
side of the site, which will make my site 
the link between the community and uni
versity. 

Top Left Two Images: 
These two diagrams are done to demon
strate possible mental, physical and 
visual links from area to area. 

Bottom Four Images: 
These were diagrams done that combine 
the mental , physical and visual links to 
create building footprints as well as 
create public areas and visual corridors 
within the building envelope . 
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These sketches were done take the ini
tial sketches done of the folded plain and 
take it the next step furth er and attempt
ing to show in more detai l the activities 
that go on beneath the plane. I also show 
possible breaks in the plain to allow natu
ral light to flow in . 

Top Left Two Images: 
These two images show possible scale 
of floor to ceiling height and the impor
tance of natural light within the building 
and show the overall scale an entire 
building 

Bottom Left Image: 
Refera l back to the idea of layering pe
destrian flow. This skletch demonstrates 
the possibility of lifting some areas off 
street level. 

Bottom Image: 
Perspective sketch showing public realm 
and the posibility of altering facades 
throughout the space to create a sense of 
individuality between spaces. 
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These sketches were made to investi
gate the idea of a continuous folded plain 
weaving throughout the site. The top left 
two images were the first step the investi
gation . They were the attempt to obtain 
an overall form of the site in either eleva
tion or in section while also portraying the 
initial idea of layering of pedestrians 
throughout the site. The bottom three 
images are the next step from the initia l 
drawings showing how space is to be 
placed under the folded plain and used to 
show scale of the space. The blue is to 
represent residential , the red is used to 
represent retail spaces and the purple is 
used to represent recreational spaces. 
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These sketches were done to start to 
look at views I wanted to create as well 
as possible building mate rials. These 
sketches also attempt to portray the 
ideas presented in the previous sketches 
of the layering of the publ ic areas on the 
exterior of the buildings. 

Top 
Left Two Images: 
Look more into possible building materi
als and the create of voids within the 
walls system on both the exterior and in
terior walls. 

Bottom Image: 
Looks at a larger interior publ ic area w ith 
the possibility of flowing outside. I at
tempted to then represent scale of the 
space with the colored red squares are 
used to represent windows. 

Bottom Left Image: 
Sketch shows the beginning of concept 
of visual corridors, which I intend to incor
porate throughout the remainder of the 
project. The sketch also starts to show 
the individual characteristics the each 
building should possess. 
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These sketches were done as a next 
step of the layering process of individual 
movement throughout the space. My in
tention with these sketches was to por
tray how public/private spaces related 
and interacted with each other. These 
sketches were also intended to help to 
initiate the exploration of interior and ex
terior sizes of spaces as well as the 
scale of the buildings throughout the 
space. My idea of placing a semi-
underground parki ng structure is illus
trated through most of the sketches, 
wh ich also il lustrate the idea of placing a 
structure and public areas above these 
structures. On several of the sketches i 
attempt to demonstrate possible fa
cades (shown in model in later pages) 
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The sketches presented here look in at a 
more detailed level of the section , given 
you a little more idea of what the interior 
space will be. I attempted to illustrate 
variations in the wall thicknesses and 

I ......, show where larger glass areas will be by 
not inking in the lines. 

Top and Second from the Top Image: 
These two sketches are of the same gen
eral area, which is the recreational 
building/area. Within this area there will 
be a basketball court. Th is makes me 
have to arrange things in a manner to 
allow a twenty five foot ceiling and possi
bly have residentia l spaces above as well 
as other spaces placed under that twenty 
five foot ceiling . 

Second from the Bottom Image: 
This sketch cuts through one of the visual 
corridors that runs through the purel y 
residential spaces. This sketch was 
drawn to show the slightly higher level of 
the ground and the lower height than the 
residential unit (blue gray space in back
ground). This slice will not only act as a 
visual co rridor but as circulation through
out the residential space. 

Bottom Image: 
This section is a longitudinal section that 
runs parallel with Livernois Ave. My goal 
of this section was just to give an overall 
feel of the extended site and different 
levels of pedestrian traffic possible. 

-
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The sketches presented here were 
drawn with the attempt to portray my 
ideas of the building footprints, but more 
importantly they are trying to show my 
idea of the visual corridors and how the 
slice throught the space. 

Left Image: 
Fi rst sketch of ideas, which creates the 
street wall and initial idea of the visual 
corridors. 

Middle Image: 
Next step of visual corridors, some being 
interior corridors wh ile others are exte-

• 

nor. 

Bottom Image: 
Yet, another step, which introduces the 
boulevard dividing Livernois Ave. and a 
more realistic look of the corridors. 
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These sketches were done to look at 
massing of certain areas of the site. 
Specifically, they were looking at one of 
the only pure residentia l buildings. 

Left Image: 
Sketch displays how bui lding is pulled off 
of ground with parking beneath it. It also 
shows the visual corridors that seperate 
each of the residential buildings. These 
corridors also serve as circulation within 
the space. 
Middle Left Image: 
Possible floor plan of above section . 
Also displaying layering of street from 
driving to parking to streetscape to build
ing edge. 

Lower Left Image: 
Perspective sketch of same section and 
plan. 
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These sketches were done to start to 
look at how exterior/interior wa ll could be 
designed to look at how they can vary 
from space to space. 

Left Image: 
This sketch displat at type of folded roof 
section that allows natural light in the 
space. 

Bottom Left and Lower Left Image: 
One type of wall system that vould be im
plimented . They are, in a sense, a fin like 
system that restricts views from one di
rection whi le al low ing it in the other. 

Bottom Two Images: 
These images are another way to create 
a different wall section. In th is scheme 
there are glass panels pulled from the 
wall to create a different sense of flow 
throughout the space. 
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The initial top two sketches were rough 
site uses of the ground level. I was at-

J tempted to figure out several options of 
. , the layout of the uses throughout the site. 
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The main goal I was attempting to ac
complish was justifying certain uses that 
bordered larger exterior visual corridors. I 
can to the realization that the recreational 
center and the art supply store were very 
good uses to be placed in those areas, 
due to the opportunity of flow out of the 
space as well as having exhibit spaces 
for the art store. 
The very bottom image is a sketch of a 
possible upper level floor plan. This was 
done to attempt to justify building sizes 
that residential units were able to be 
placed within the upper floors . 
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This was the first model done of the ex
tended site , which continued north to the 
University of Detroit Mercy Architecture 
Building . The models content is a differ
ent scheme than the previous model and 
originated from previous drawings. The 
wooded building pieces represent exist
ing buildings and proposed res idential 
and the Plexig las represents reta il 
spaces and interior visual corridors 

Two Top Left Images: 
Plan of the overall site . Included in th is 
model is a large strip of glass (top right), 
which represents a recreation center pro
posed by a local architecture firm. In this 
scheme I am proposing add itions to the 
UDM Fisher Building as well as the UDM 
Lorranger Building. 

Second from Bottom Left: 
Perspective image looking south down 
Livernois Ave. In this image you can see 
the proposed rec. center as well as the 
additions to the university property. 
Notice the streetwall remain intact 

Bottom Two Images: 
These images or close ups on specific 
areas of the site. The image to the left 
shows the residential spaces as well as 
the largest exterior visual corridor. The 
bottom right shows the corner qual ity of 
Puritan and Livernois as well as the back 
door rkin lots 



This model was done as a 3D represen
tation of several previous drawings and 
sections. This model shows the interior 
and exterior view corridors. The exterior 
view corridors are much more public than 
the interior corridors. This model also 
demonstrates the decrease in building 
size as well as the creation of small park
ing lots between the new space and the 
community. 

Top Left Image: 
Plan view of the model. North is to the 
left with the community on the bottom 
and the university to the top 

Middle Left and Bottom Left Image: 
This image allows to to see the site more 
in perspective. In addition it shows the 
visual corridors and where they terminate 
in either the university or the community. 

Bottom Image: 
This is a view looking south. This image 
shows the feel of a continuous street wall 
with the boulevard as well as the feel of 
the site on the alley between the site and 
the community and on Petoskey St. , 
which is between the site and the univer
sity. 
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These models were done in respect to 
varies wall tectonics possibly introduced 
within the site . My intentions are to have 
each building/space to have its own char
acter and I did these model in respect to 
that goal. 

Top Two Images: 
I feel that this scheme will work better 
along a specific area of the site, possibly 
where pedestrian traffic is the heaviest 
along the retail spaces. Specifically, this 
scheme was designed to make the indi
viduals interact with the action of moving 
in or out of a space by having to slightly 
navigate through these glass panels 
while created a smaller entrance space 
between the larger view corridor and the 
interior space. 

Bottom Two Images: 
Th is scheme was thought of to use along 
a longer building edge where it prohibits 
the pedestrians view while walking one 
way on the sidewalk while allowing the 
view on the opposite direction . It also 
allows a different quality of natural light at 
different points of the day. 
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These images were done on a study of 
the roof tectonics on certain areas of the 
space. I was thinking especially in the 
residential areas. These fold ing roof sys
tems wil l allow different views when you 
are in a different area. It was also allow 
different light qualities at all times of the 
day as well as have an increased natural 
light value on the upper floors. 

Top Image: 
This image show a profile of the roof and 
to illustrate how the light can change in 
certain areas of the upper levels. 

Middle Image: 
This image shows how in early morning 
there will be a higher qual ity of light in the 
space and will constantly change 
throughout the day. 

Bottom Image: 
Another profile image for a different 
angle. Th is image also il lustrates the lay
ering of the streetscape from moving 
cars to parked cars to sidewalk to trees 
to the building edge. 



These 3D models were taking another 
step from the first digital model. The 
co lor representations remain the same 
but what I attempted with this model to 
start to cut away at the mass of the build
ing . I feel that my project with respect to 
the surrounding site is too massive and 
needs to be scaled down with possibly 
creating larger street setback or larger 
gathering areas. Additionally, the height 
of the buid lings are currently around fifty 
feet and I think this may be too tall for the 
area. It is in my opinion that they need to 
be shruken down by ten or twenty feet 
and possibly having taller buildings on 
the end of the blocks to create a termina
tion point. 

Top Left Two Images: 
Place my site in the context of the overall 
area showing the linking visual corridors 
and the creation of the streetwall along 
Livernois Ave. 

Bottom Left Two Images: 
Views looking both north and south along 
Livernois Ave. show the creation of the 
street wall as well as demonstrating the 
placement of mostly retail on the lower 
floors with residential spaces above. 
They also display the idea of slightly 
raised underground parking, which cre
ates an elevated public space above it. 
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These 3D digital models were my first at
tempt to demonstrate my ideas placed in 
their context. I attempted to show my 
ideas of how the visual corridors criss
cross the site in an attempt to visually 
connect both sides of Livernois Ave.. In 
addition I inputted possible uses to the 
context with the purple representing rec
reational uses, the blue representing 
residential spaces, the red representing 
commercial/retail spaces and the brown 
representing the underground parking. 

Top Left Two Images: 
Place my site in the context of the overall 
area showing the linking visual corridors 
and the creation of the streetwall along 
Livernois Ave. 

Bottom Left Two Images: 
Views looking both north and south along 
Livernois Ave. show the creation of the 
street wall as well as demonstrating the 
placement of mostly retail on the lower 
floors with residential spaces above. 
They also display the idea of slightly 
raised underground parking, which cre
ates an elevated public space above it. 
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These digital models were the next step 
in the progression of the ideas of the 
visual corridors and stretchiest. In this 
model I attempted to make the site more 
similar to its surroundings by not filling up 
the entire site and creating more visual 
connections. The street edge seems to 
be too narrow and I will be addressing 
that issue in future studies. 

Top Left Image: 
Aerial view of site showing building foot
prints and visual corridors. Some being 
interior and some being exterior. You 
begin to see the back of buildings begin
ning to be pulled in to allow parking 
behind the space. 

Second from Top Image: 
View looking north along Livernois Ave . 
Here you see the boulevard and the exte
rior urban space. 

Third from Top Image: 
More detai led drawing of the visual corri
dor. What I attempted to do was to 
pull/push these corridor through the 
entire site creating exterior breaks where 
corridors intersect each other . 

Bottom Left Image: 
One parking area behind the space be
tween the new space and the commu
nity. I tried to place some of these corri
dors in respect to parking , where they do 
not directly view it but lead to the space. 
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These digital models 'Nere updates of a 
previous model. The overall scheme was 
pretty much the same, but what I did 
change the overall color of the site to 
make it appear to set more into the over
all site. 

Top Left Two Images: 
Place my site in the context of the overall 
area showing the linking visual corridors 
and the creation of the streetwall along 
Livernois Ave. 

Bottom Left Two Images: 
Views looking both north along Livernois 
Ave. show the creation of the street wall 
as well as demonstrating the placement 
of mostly retail on the lower floors with 
residential spaces above. While the 
other drawing looks through the visual 
corridor along Livernois Ave. 
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Next step in digital models. The site ex
tends north to the University of Detroit 
Mercy Architecture Building. This model 
now shows vertical circulation as fa
cades. 

Top Left Image: 
Plan of site up to Florence St. .. There is 
a reduction of visual corridors and build
ings a pulled in to create larger street set
backs (15ft,), 

Second from Top Image: 
Perspective of Architecture Building 
(lower left) and new additions to the area. 
Small three story residential spaces 
added near parking lot and addition to the 
Fisher Building . 

Bottom Left Two Images: 
Images of public areas and relation to the 
surrounding context. The buildings were 
pulled back from the streets to create 
more pedestrian areas and parking 
areas. I attempted to hide parking when 
possible but still had corridors leading to 
them . 

Bottom Image: 
View north on Livernois Ave. to show the 
larger bui lding setbacks and displaying 
retai l areas (glass) along the street. 
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These are two plans that look at the overview of the area that I am currently concentrating 
on . This site includes three givens. Those are the and orranger Buil<fin , 
which will be altered and the Detroit Collabrative Design Center 's proposal of a - ... --._- .. -- -• • 

across Livernois Ave. from the other two spaces. I will be looking at the residential 
strip between the Fisher Building and Lorranger Building as well as the building across Flor
ence St. from the Fisher Building, which hold a parking garage and a commercial space. 
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The right two drawings are 
floorplans of the Lorranger 
Building with the proposed 
addition. The addition adds a 
new lecture space, new 
design studios and an art 
supply store. There is a new 
glass atrium that seperates 
the new addition with the his
toric building. 
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This is the first scheme of floor plans for the resi
dential strip that runs between the Fisher Building 
and the Lorranger Building. Th is floor plan has 
indoor parking on street level , which has stairs that 
lead up to the main entry level. If you continue up 
the next set of stairs you reach the living area, 
which includes a bathroom and the kitchen . The 
next stairway lead to the private area where all bed
rooms are. The overall square foot for the entire 
space is 2,500 sq ft . (including garage). 

SITE SECTION 



- -

- iJ-

SECOND FLOOR 

-
-

THIRD FLOOR 

esi n Deve 0 ment 

This is the second scheme used for the same resi
dential strip. This unit has a street level garage that 
has a staircase the leads to a living/entry level. The 
next stai rway leads to another area the has a 
study/bedroom, kitchen and bathroom. The third 
level has the majority of the bedrooms(3) and pos
sibly another bedroom or computer room . This unit 
is nearly 3,000 sq ft. (including the garage). 
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SITE SECTION 
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This is the third scheme for the residential scheme 
along Livernois Ave. and is the most drastically 
changed scheme. This floor plan is attached to a 
two level parking garage and enter the garage on 
the bottom level of the garage, which is under
ground. From here you take the first stairway up to 
the living area, kitchen and bathroom level. From 
here you continue up the stairs to the private area . 
This space has the bedrooms and another bath
room . This floorplan is nearly 3,400 sq ft. (including 
garage). 

SITE SECTION 
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The top image is a section of the Lorranger Building . It is cut where Liver
nois Ave. is on the left, as well as the new addition. The existing building 
is on the right. The bottom image is a perspective drawing looking north 
along Livernois Ave, where the Fisher Building , the residential strip , and 
the Lorranger Building is on the right. 
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This massing model is of the pro
posed residential spaces that span 
along Livernois Ave. from the Fisher 
Building to the Lorranger Building. 
Each residential unit is seperated by 
a glass entry space. Currently each 
unit is the same on the interior, but 
that may change as the design pro
cess continues. The roof design 
was utilized because it would allow a 
different quality of light to the upper 
floor and it engages the street more 
than the stereotypical flat roof 
system would. 



ment 

This model was the next step In the 
design process of the 0 erall site 
There has been several major 
changes of the buildings on this 
model For Instance , the Fisher 
Building has been completely re
moved and a new design has been 
created This move may change as 
design continues , which may result 
in placing the onginal building back 
on site . The large stnp of residential 
spaces have been divided into two , 
which creates an interior public 
space. This move also creates a 
streetwall on Livernois Ave and 
Petoskey St. Fina lly, the visual COrri

dors are more focused on public 
gathering spaces and possible 
park/green areas . 
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This is the overall site plan of my subject 
area from McNichols St. to Puritan St. 
This drawing is more of a figure ground 
illustration and the purpose is to show 
the footprint of the buildings and to show 
the public realms of the area, especially 
the visual cooridors described earlier. 
These corridors are shown by the red 
overlay on the drawing . The dark hatch
ing of the buildings is used to represent 
new structures or areas that are getting 
additions, while the lighter hatching rep
resents existing or renovated buildings. 

The goal of the master planning of the 
area was to inplement a streetwal l, 
which exists in some areas but not used 
to its full potential. Once you penetrate 
the steetwall at the visual corridors the 
site opens up to green space, neighbor
hoods and university buildings. This was 
done to inspire the pedestrians to inves
tigate the space and not take it for 
granted. 
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These four buildings were the focus of 
my thesis investigation. These build
ings were all on the University of De
troit Mercy campus, which include ad
ditions to the Lorranger Building 
(architecture building) and the Fisher 
Building (administration building). 
Residential, commerical and a parking 
deck is also being introduced into this 
specific space. 

The existing parking area between the 
Lorranger Building and the Fisher 
building has been redesigned to fit into 
the new theme of the area. It has been 
nearly cut into thirds, where one third 
remains parks, another third is a resi
dential structure and the final third rec
reational courts. Dividing the parking is 
a green wall walkway, where the ind i
viduals are surrounded on both sides 
with views of the Lorranger Building or 
Fisher Building to their front or back. 
This was done to break up the parking 
even more. The parking is used by the 
residents of the apartment struction 
and upper administration. 
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These two drawings are of the two 
floors of the Lorranger Building. The 
proposed addition is to the left of the 
blue line. Very little is changed on the 
existing side of the building. 
There is a class walkway that seper· 
ates the orinigal and the new addi
tons of the Lorranger building. This 
was done to keep the original facade 
nearly unaltered as well as to allow 
light to penetrate into all areas of the 
space. 

The main focus of the addition is a 
lecture space that is ru ns th rough the 
center of the bu ilding and is pu lled 
out closer to the street edge than the 
rest of the structure. The facade of 
the entry space of the lecture facil ities 
is made entirely of glass. Th is is to 
make visable the activities of people 
entering, waiting or vacating the 
space. Also, when lite at night it be
comes a focal point of the building . 

Flanking the lecture space on the first 
floor is a art supply store on one side 
and on the other is two new design 
studios and a computer lab, 

The second floor of the building is 
four new studios and the creation of 
six additional offices, There is also an 
addition entrance/exit to the lecture 
space, The studios on either side of 
the lecture space on this level have a 
slanted roof with skylights running the 
entire distance and terminates into a 
cleristory which runs the entire dis-
tance of the back wall. This is done to 
allow an abundance of light in the 
morning but blocking much of the 
evening light. 
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The two current drawings are the 
floor plans for the residential strip. 
All units are the same, but mirrored 
down the strip. These units are tar
geted towards the students of the 
university. 

The entry to the units is in a small 
gap between the units. This gap is 
used by the residents of both adja
cent rooms. The second floor of 
the entry space is used as an exte
rior porch by both units. 

The main floor is a more public 
floor with a large open space for 
living , dining or studying. There is a 
bay window along the front of the 
unit, which creates a balcony on 
the upper level. The kitchen and 
bathroom are pushed to the back. 

The second floor is the private area 
where both bedrooms and bath-
room are located. A smaller living 
or study area is also situated on 
this level with the exterior porch and 
balcony. The bedrooms recieve 
great natural light. There are 
punched out windows at eye level 
as well as cleristories along the top 
to all more natural light into the 
area. One room is set up for the 
student that is up late and rises late 
and the other that sleeps early and 
gets up early, based on the time at 
which light is greatest in the space. 
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The Fisher Buildings addition varies 
in levels. The whole addition has a 
one story commerical space wrap
ping nearly completely around it. 
This level also creates a rooftop pe
destrian area for the workers of the 
administration. 

Above that there are three different 
spaces the wrap the building . Two of 
the three spaces are four stories with 
the third being three stories. The ad-

. dition still uses the existing entrance 
along the north side of the Fisher 
Building but the interior is redevel
oped. New bathrooms, stairways 
and elevators are placed in the core 
of the administration building with 
actual office space being the new ad
dition. The floors are basically typi
cal , except that the south wrapping 
steps back every other floor. 

The structure does not effect the ex
isting structure of the Fisher Building, 
which is cantilevered off the central 
core. The new addition is supported 
by columns and concrete slabs. The 
walls have no structural value to 
them, which allows continuous glass 
on all sides. 
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These two drawings illustrate the 
floor plans of the parking garage 
and commercial space on the 
south side of Florence St. 

The structure is set up so that 
half of the buildings first floor is 
reserved for a commercial space; 
most likely a bookstore. 

With the entrance of the parking 
deck on Petoskey St. , the deck 
winds vertically that the floor is at 
the level of the commerical 
spaces roof. In a sense this 
structure is a total of four floors, 
including the semi-underground 
parking that streches halfway to 
Puritan St. 

The garages is supported by con
crete columns in which the con
crete floor slabs rest upon. 

The exterior walls of the garage 
are open to ventilation but the 
spaces are covered with a steel 
meshed to disguise its function . 
The commercial space's facade 
is concrete and glass. The con
crete columns continue to the 
first floor with glass to close of 
the spans. 
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The eastern elevation of area of concentration on the site, Right to left: 
(Lorranger Building , Residential Strip, Fisher Building and Parking Garage/ 
Commerical Space). The main entry to the university is between the Fisher 
Bu ilding and the Parking Garage/Commercial Space. 
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A blow up of the east facade of the Lorranger Build ing . The central concrete 
space is the lecture space being flanked by the stud io spaces and art store. 
The upper floor's facade is made up of concrete panels, while the first floors 
facade is a wood veneer for the display cases. 

f ll,l i-r £B 0 0 00 em 
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A blow up of the east facade of the residenti al stri p. The facade is made 
up of wood planking in the center, while the edges are made of concrete. 
The bay windows have a stee l facade above and below the window. The 
goal of the window strips along the top and the bottom of the walls were 
to give the notion that the central spaces were floating. 
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The elevation of the administration varies an opaque glass to a sol id ma
sonry space. The opaque glass section has recessed floors to allow a play 
of light on the exterior surface. The lowest floor is made of brick and glass 
and would be several commercial spaces. Above th is space will be a roof 
garden space for the workers of the administration . 

The parking garage's facade is made of a steel mesh that is used as a 
mask to hide the cars parking behind it. The whole garge is set fou r foot 
about the ground to allow underground parking. The exterior columns and 
floo r slabs are made of concrete. The commercial corner space has a 
facade mostly made of glass. Concrete is still present with the columns 
along the walls. 
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This perspective illustrates the view from the west side of Livernois Ave. 
of the visual corridor between the Lorranger Building and the residential 
strip. The corridor leads the pedestrian into the campus; the fountain 
area more specifically. 

This perspective illustrates the view from the west side of Livernois Ave. 
of the visual corridor between the Fisher Building and the residential 
strip. The corridor leads the pedestrian into the campus; the student 
union more specifically. 
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The left image illustrates the pedestrian view while 
walking south on Livernois Ave. This perspective is 
placed directly infront of the Lorranger Building addi
tion and is proceded by the residential space and the 
Fisher Building is beyond it. The display cases on the 
architecture building are made of wood to contrast the 
concrete panels used on the majority of the addition. 
Running down the center of the widened sidewalk are 
trees that are roughly fifteen foot tall. These trees are 
placed in locations that help in the framing of the 
visua l corridors. 

TheBelow image is a view of the Lorranger Building 
Addition as well as the residential space from the 

, 

west side of livernois. The 
Lorranger Bui lding was 
looked at as a mixture of 
geometry and layering , 
where peices of the space 
were pushed or pull to give 
off a feeling of layering . 

I 

The above section is of the Fisher Building/addition and the parking 
deck/commercial space. The Fisher Building is wrapped on three sides by 
three seperate material; glass, channel glass and masonry. The objective of 
doing this was to give a distinctly different feeling when moving throughout 
the interior of the space. On the ground level of the Fisher Building a one
story brick base was added to give the opportunity for commercial spaces 
street side as well as create a roof top garden for the workers of the Fi.~her 

Building to inhabit. 



Th is is a section cut of the architecture building looking north. This cut was 
used to demonstrate the glass walkway, which seperates the new from old. 
Also , this section illustrates the slanted roof system that terminates into a 
cleristory. On the first level there are display cases for the studios and art 
supply store to show their work and supplies to pedestrians walking by. 

• • I 

This is a section cut of the arch itecture build ing looking north. Th is cut was 
used to demonstrate the actual lecture space as well as its entry. The lec
ture space terminates as it enters the existing Lorranger Building and allows 
for a gathering space on the second floor. A steel truss structural system 
was used to support the concrete roof slabs and span the necessary dis
tance. Note that the on ly place where the glass walkway is interrupted is 
when the lecture space intersects the space. 
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This is a section cut of the proposed residentil cut looking south. From this 
vantage you are able to see the new addition to the Fisher Building and the 
parking area to the rear of the residential structure. Similar to other buildings 
in the overall space the residential units have a sloped roof, which allow win
dows to run along the entire span of the east elevation. The first floor is 
placed four foot off ground level to create a sense of privacy for its inhabitants. 
The first level would be considered the public level with bay window pertrud
ing from the walls to create a balcony above on the second level, which is 
considered the private level with two bedrooms, a study area and a bathroom. 

• 

The basement is two seperate 
rooms. One is the mechanic~1 room 
with the remainder being one large 
space, which could be used as a 
third bedroom or a living room . 
Again, on the east elevation the unit 
has a strip of window running the 
entire length of the space. 

The structure of this space is pretty 
basic. The floors are hollow-core 
concrete floor slabs that are sup
ported by bearing walls on both the 
north and south side. The east and 
west walls are masonry with a wood 
veneer as well as concrete panel 
mixed throughout the facade. The 
roof system utilizes wood beams 
with a concrete veneer on the top. 





This image of the model shows the 
Livernois Ave. side elevation. The 
windows scheme at the top and 
bottom was designed to give the ap
pearance of the central mass and 
roof to be floating. This elevation 
shows the entry space in the center 
with the porch above it and the bal
cony to either side. 

The view of the model shows 
the pedestrian view looking 
north along Livernois Ave. The 
balcony/bay window pertrudes 
three feet from the remainder of 
the space. This also shows the 
window scheme of the top and 
bottom to make the appear
ance of f loating and the over
hang of the roof to create a play 
of shadows. 



This model sho'tw's a section cut 
through a typical residential unit. 
The entrance to theses spaces is 
through a gap between two 
seperate units. The sublevel is 
an open room for mechanical or 
an third bedroom. The main floor 
is the public space, which in
cludes a living room, bathroom 
and kitchen. The second floor is 
the private floor. This floor in
cludes a second bathroom and 
two bedrooms. It also includes a 
walk out balcony and 
porch(shared with neighbor) . 



These two models represent the overall study area from Puritan St. to McNich
ols Rd. The plexiglass is used to represent the public/commercial areas while 
the wood is more private. The model demonstrates the overall massing of the 
site, including the visual corridors, public space and introduced boulavard. 
One of the main goals of the project was to introduce a currently nonexistent 
streetwall , which is very evident in these models. 

View looking south along Livernois Ave. View looking north along Livernois Ave. 



These two images show the visual cor
ridors and how they were designed to 
flow from the community into the uni
versity. 

The top left image is at the corner of 
McNichols St. and Livernois Ave. The 
two visual corridors begin/end in vacant 
lots along Stoepel St. and continue to 
the new softball field on the east side of 
Livernois Ave. The softball field is the 
center of a newly introduced public 
greenspace that has picnic area, foun
tain and bleachers for the softball 
games. 

The bottom left image is on the other 
side of the site on Puritan St. and Liver
nois Ave. This image shows the three 
visual corridors and how they are tar
geted to student gathering spots or 
adapted vacant lots. The individual 
residential units create smaller visual 
corridors that will still link people to the 
university or community while walking 
along Livernois. 



These images are blow ups of the site model. 

The image to the immediate left is looking south 
along Livernois of the area in which i concen
trated on that include the Lorranger Building, 
residentia l strip, Fisher Building and 
parking/commercial building. Directly across 
the street of the residential strip is a proposed 
recreational center that was designed by Detroit 
Collaborative Design Center, an affiliate of UDM. 

The middle image is looking east at the concen
tration area with the Lorranger Building on the 
left and the parking/commercial building on the 
right. 

The bottom image is looking northeast of the 
concentration site. This image shows how the 
wrapping works around the Fisher Building and 
how the proposal fits into the campus. 

These three images as well as the 
goal of the model was to show how 
the introduction of a streetwall and 
visual connections help create a differ
ent feeling in the area. There is no 
longer the feeling of the field of noth
ingness that once divided the Univer
sity of Detroit Mercy and the surround
ing community. 





The proposed thesis has changed greatly since it was first thought of. When 
the fence was originally put up on campus there was definitely a negative 
feeling in the area. Now that the building proposal, in a sense, is taking 
down a fence to put up a wall , but it is done in a successful manner. Street 
walls are not made to be a wall to the public. They are made to give the feel
ing of enclosure and stop the feeling of nothingness in the area. That is what 
the street wall does in this setting. Many people dislike the idea of taking the 
fence down but I feel that the proposed building scheme will appease them. I 
am not trying to trick the community by taking down the fence when in actual
ity a wall is going up instead. This wall will benefit all by giving them much 
needed services in the community as well as give jobs to the community and 
university. 

The question that comes up is that currently this is not the safest community 
and will this actually make a difference that the fence is justifiably removed. 
That is an unanswerable question with trying it. You are unable to predeter
mine the actions of people. It has been said that an individual is smart, but 
groups of people are stupid. This is an area of good people not deviants and 
if someth ing is here to be proud of they will embrace it. It seems people are 
afraid to go out at night but the introduction of functions that will be open past 
sunset will encourage people to be out on the streets at all hours of the night. 
If this project were to be built and was successful it could be a catalyst of 
how to successfully link areas and repair an area. I don't want to give off the 
perception that this will become a utopia because, honestly, that is impos
sible as well an unattractive idea. We will never all get along, arguments be-

tween friends make life fun, but that is the problem. We aren't all friends. 
We have enemies and people we just don't like. The students may not like 
the community and vice versa but if there is a mutual respect for each other 
as well as the area in which we both inhabit this area could return to the 
prominence it once had. 
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