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Introduction.




Purpose of the Master Plan.

What is a Campus Master Plan?

Comprehensive

Process to Align Strategic, Academic, Spatial,
Fiscal, and Physical Vision

Opportunity Based

A Living Document

Driven by Principles

Identifies Short and Long-term Strategies
Visionary yet Realistic

Why is it Valuable?

Flexible Framework for Campus Development
Responds to Strategic Plan

Establishes Capital Priorities

Optimizes Resources and Adjacencies
mplementable

Participatory and Consensus Based

Defensible



Three Phases. A Clear Methodology.

m INVENTORY ANALYSIS REFINEMENT DOCUMENTATION

Listen. Question. Analyze. Imagine. Test. Refine. Prioritize. Publicize.




What We've Been Up To.

* September 1: Kickoff with President Gaber  (oordination with related efforts

* (October, November, December: Meetings with — Facilities Assessment (Sightlines)
Executive Committee and Advisory Group — Dining Operations Study + Survey (Envision)

e Qctober 14 & 15: Campus and Community — Strategic Enrollment Planning (Ruffalo Noel Levitz)
Kickoff — UT Foundation Real Estate site visit

e (Qctober + November: Student Life Online
Survey

* November: Interviews with Deans and VPs

* November, December, January: UTMCPlanning
Sessions

* December 1: President Gaber update



What You've Been Up To.

* |Interactive Website
http://utoledomasterplan.org/.

e 55+ contributors

e 100’ of viewers

The University of Toledo

id Home Events

Home » Participate

VY8 Edit  Revisions  Results

What is the biggest challenge that UT will
face over the next 10 years?

How do UT's facilities help or hinder UT's future?

oDEEEmE0

Responses

Sort by date Sort by vote

{ s Maximizing the impact of the dollars that are available. Athletics needs to continue to improve the
fan experience of events. Class Room space must be encouraged to be flexible for multiple uses.
B Available real estate needs to be maximized as well and leveraged in any way possible to improve
g’" the bottom line....the student experience.

Michael Siffer (not verified)
Thu, 01/07/2016 - 1:00pm
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Project Participate Contact Us

Sign Up For Updates

Status Report: January 2016

The master planning team is in the midst

of the planning process. On December 7, they
met with both the master plan’s Steering
Committee and Advisory Group to review the
program and site analysis...

[ a7 N


http://utoledomasterplan.org/

What You've Been Up To.

“How we can best utilize current
spaces/create new spaces to

. . ousin ints rt arge
support the learning and teaching o better Scep T cvems e
needs of students and faculty?” college 7, 1 always
. hysical
*  “Having to work on both MCand pg;gat unlon dr
nclement raditions “*'ge mutford
HSC, | WOU|F1 love to see better Cen enni aI!oiotali € b a"riér Oft rt mﬁgec.tlon al hsg lot
transportation between the two footbaIL.t ighting |1 comments tgggtk walkways ma|n v kln g
campuses. homecomlng ‘ I famr.urvupa!versﬂy hbrasHm walkm p
*  “Provide bike lanes for students to h ’"""1'":“'""" d e“’°j't"‘e"‘ planning SPACES ive e"‘a“”glass '}f%"wbwldln
. . years
cycle on without worrying about StuU en S coming II centervkegames s
. . " " class entrance remote
QEttlng hit by cars. b e?peCIa y charactensﬂcs sign meetmg rov' e hazardsgengm;ermg
. ow even several savage
*  "Add more floors of parking or even v IedWork nght ng eara fglﬁ'?m tower dlsltlnci:ve g;?ia::valk feagégﬂf
. . remode seience areas almost 3 - improvement
a new garage in the middle near the arena hSC %‘;?"ab'eb,fgé"eplfiﬁfg basketball hal| study think griﬁ;ﬁg; uhaTIm bvd Ottawa
football stadium. ” me field near _ . "around never gifferent P8 considering

improve €aSIEr traffic bea“tﬁglench parade Well area

*  “Centennial Mall was a great gift of
previous planning programs. Similar
spaces are needed adjacent to all
areas of campus.” :

http://utoledomasterplan.org/
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Inventory and Analyses.




Inventory and Analyses.

* Research

* (linical

* Main Campus

* Health Science Campus
* (ommunity




Research. Getting to $80m.

University of Toledo Science & Engineering Expenditures $80m
National Science Foundation, FY 2005-2014 R4
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Research. Getting to $80m.

Competitive Context - 2014 R&D Expenditures

Higher Education R&D Expenditures, FY 2014

12

University of Toledo
University of Névada, ‘
Reno
University of Memphis
— S ’ University of Texas,
N0 :  Dallas
Florida Atlantic University [ $22,997
@
Florida Atlantic University University of Memphis [ 55,566
Mexico
i University of Toledo $61,900
[ Id University of Nevada, Reno [N 57324
i- |:i‘_'l _I_.m:/;,\.,a
Universty o Texes,Oals Y -9



Research. Getting to $80m.

Peer Comparison - Science & Engineering Expenditures
National Science Foundation, FY 2010-2014

Average S&E Expenditures per P 2010-2014
307k

265k
208 k
194 k 210k
In Thousands of Dollars $241k/PI
Average
100,000
90,000
80,000
70,000

University of University of  Florida Atlantic ~ Universityof  The University of
Toledo Nevada-Reno University Mempbhis Texas at Dallas
60,000
50,000
40,000 Institution Average S&E Average S&E Total P
30,000 L )
Universiy of Nevada-Reno University of Nevada-Reno $86m 487
20,000 University of Toledo Florida Atlantic University $36m 113
10,000 The University of Texas at. . University of Memphis $41m 196
) 7Y 2070 University of Memphis The University of Texas at Dallas $45m 174
FY 2011
FY 2012 Florida Atlantic University University of Toledo $64m 308
FY 2013

FY2014
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Research. Getting to $80m.

Aspirational Peer Comparison - Science & Engineering
Expenditures

National Science Foundation, FY 2010-2014

In Thousands of Dollars
900,000
800,000
700,000
600,000
500,000
400,000
300,000 University of Pittsburgh -
Pittsburgh Campus
200,000 University of Alabama at
Birmingham
100,000 University of Louisville
FY 2010

University of Houston
Fy20m
FY2012

University of Toledo
FY2013

FY2014

Average S&E Ependitures per P 2010-2014

047 k
488 k
$377k/PI
Average 260k 280k
University of Toledo University of Houston ~ Universityof ~ University of Alabama  University of
Louisville at Birmingham Pittshurgh -
Pittsburgh Campus
Institution Average S&E Average S&E Total PI
University of Pittsburgh - $841m 1740
Campus
University of Alabama at $457m 707
University of Louisville $163m 592
University of Houston $109m 421
University of Toledo $64m 308
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esearch. Getting to S80m.

Lab & Support
Space by
Department

350,000 NSF
Lab + Support

20%

80%

B Research B Research Lab
Lab Services

Urology

Surgery

Radiology

PVIC

Pub Hlth & Preventive Med
Psychology

Polymer Institute

Plant Science Research Fac
Physiol,Pharmacol, Meta Cardio
Physics

Pharm-Med/Bio Chem
Pharmacy Practice
Pharmacy

Pharmacology

Pediatrics

Pathology

Orthopaedic

Neurosciences

Nanotech Res Center

MIME

Microscopic Imaging Center
Medicine

Med Microbiology & Immunology
Law Review

Lake Erie Res Ed Ctr
Kinesiology

IT 0&I Lab Support Group
Health Professions

Health & Rehab Services
Geography & Planning
Environmental Sciences
EECS

Dept of Lab Animal Resources
Dean - College of Health Svc
Criminal Justice

Civil Engineering
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Chem/Envior Engineering
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Bioinformatics & Proteomics
BIO-Engineering

Biochem Cancer Biology
Astronomy

Anthropology

A&S Instrumentation Ctr
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Research. Getting to $80m. @

Lab & Support Space by College (Net Square Feet)

Social Justice and Human Services | 1,346

Pharmacy and Pharmaceutical Sciences _ 30,965 3 3 4 J 0 0 0 N S F + 1 6 J 0 0 0 N S F

Occupied S&E Lab + Core Lab
Support

Nursing || 1,744

Natural Scences and Math - [ 003
20%
Medicine and Life Sciences [ ] o2.221 ‘

Law | 1,132

Language, Literature and Social Sciences - 14,613
80%

Engineering - [T 71,333

20,000 40,000 60,000 80,000 100,000 120,000 140,000

Bl Research [ Research Lab

Lab Services 16



Inventory and Analyses.

* Research

* (linical

* Main Campus

* Health Science Campus
* (ommunity

17



University Medical Center.

18



Health Industry Context.

Hospitals are shifting from “command & control” to “connect & collaborate” — interdisciplinary +

integrated care delivery model

Healt

Hospitals are addressing how to integrate ambulatory care into the new health reform environment
Consumers want easy access: one-stop, community-based multi-specialty clinics

h systems are focused on integrating the full care continuum

Facility design must be patient-centered, while physician-efficient

Healt

1 systems are focused on creating value-based models
nfrastructure systems development

Population-based healthcare delivery based on safety, efficacy, efficiency, and quality



Inventory and Analyses.

* Research
* (linical
* Main Campus
— Student Life
— Buildings and Facilities
— Mobility
— Natural Resources
— Utility Infrastructure
 Health Science Campus

* (ommunity

20



Student Life Qutreach.

* Focus groups - 16 student participants

* Fall student survey — 2,700+
articipants (13.5%)

* Extensive analysis of off-campus
housing options - 18 communities,
3,500+ units in analysis

21



Student Housing: Observations.

* (ompetitive Marketplace
— Regionally (other Institutions)

— Locally (off-campus market)
— 97.3% average off-campus occupancy rate
* Increasing # of purpose-built housing
proximate to campus (Edge 1120, VIVO)
— Flexible lease terms
— Individual bed leases

— Roommate matching

* Inconsistent housing stock

— Some facilities have been well maintained,
others require to-be-determined improvements




Student Housing: Off-campus Marketplace.

HAV Average %00 $865 T T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T R SRV SRS
$925

UT Average
9666

$441

Studio 1BR 2BR 3BR 4BR

Purpose-built ® Market-rate .



Student Housing: Student Survey Analysis.

 Why are you considering living off-campus next * Ifnew housing is built at UT, what physical features
year? would be most important to you?
More cost effective I NN 5 In-unit full kitchen [ I REGEGEG_—_—_—EEEE 519
Access to my own kitchen [ N 66 In-room wireless Internet access NN /3%
More living space I NN (2% Private (single) bedroom I /3%
More privacy I 53° Private bathroom [ 307
No meal plan requirement [ RGN 5 On-site parking [ NG 35%
More convenient laundry facilities [ N R /0% Convenient location [ NG 34
Fewer rules and regulations [N 45% Washer and dryer in the living unit [  mARMAmDEEE 29%
Better living unit amenities I NEREEE 40% Living room [N 26

Ability to live with or near friends | N R R 34Y% Full-sized beds NN 22Y%

24



Campus Recreation: Observations.

* Student Recreation Center is slightly
undersized at current enroliment

 Qutdoor space is deficient and lacking
contemporary features

* Additional revenue capacity available through
both student and third-party fees

— SRCfees are lower than peers
— Low third-party annual rates
— Support necessary capital investments in SRC

1 y _
Joverd ﬂ ! -1
DS rtn't'm@
f:'.’ - T -
- o
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Campus Recreation: Competitive Context.

* Average =13 acres (excluding Ohio State) * Average =8.5 GSF / student Planning Standard 8.5
* Both shared and dedicated acreage  UT Existing = 4% above average ( s
onio State [ ohio State [ - ¢
viari | :o Bowiing Green - [ 0 ©
Kent State || 1o viemi [ o
scsU [ - UT (Existing) 8.9
Eastern Michigan [ 10 acon [ ::
uT 9 Eastem Michigan [ RGTTE
Cincinnati [ 5 cincinnati - || 5-°
akron [ 4 Kent State || 5.

Outdoor Recreation Acreage Dedicated Indoor GSF / Student )



Buildings by Use.

* Strong use pattern

e Academics north of river

— Qutliers - Engineering, Rocket

Hall (class change time, Douglas
Rd)

* Residential south of river

— Qutliers — Honors Academic
Village, McKinnon, Scott, Tucker
(evening/weekend dining north
of river)

e Athletics and recreation

—— __; i’ ”‘7‘ — - . ‘:*: ‘E} g=|
| i [ J‘ =" = M Academic I Academic Support I Athletics
%_ = | ==l j‘ Al . M StudentLife MM Campus Support
T ‘ - =sE e g ‘;;71 | " Recreation Residential M Parking

=|. ==z = E-z|3 27



Academic Buildings by College.

* Engineering distant and self-contained

L]
&
“a

* (ollaboration. Connectivity.
* |Intersections.

i [
B -
[ "k
e =& -
[ = T e E = n
¥ D w28
i {EA _; \ile |
7 7 ‘ Hﬂ B i P ru |
|' W I‘La:-| R ) j | ':
r - T & )'T’
R s e s - s
B Adult& Lifelong Business & Innovetion [l Engineering M Education

Learning

N Law " Health Sciences I Natural Science & Mathematics

i Pharmacy & 1 Lanquages, Literature & " Honor B Communication & The Arts
Pharmaceutical Sciences Social Sciences 28



Building Construction by Decade.

 Growth from Bancroft south toward Dorr

 Olderand purchased structures

— Rocket Hall, North Engineering, Palmer
Hall

e Transect. North to South.
e Post-war Automobile Influence

* Experience. Walkability.

. S llw e owll 9301940 [Wl1941-1950 [ 1951-1960 W 1961-1970 [ 1971-1980 © 1981-1990

1991-2000 [l 2001-2010 [ After 2011

29



(lassroom and Teaching Lab Density.

* Academicactivity concentrated
north of river, east of Douglas

Memorial Field House is the
classroom workhorse

Labs concentrated in North
Engineering, Bowman-0ddy-
Wolfe, and Health and Human
Services

’

. \(Iaﬂ sro._’l& Labratory
N




Complete Understanding of Facilities.

Utilization

Weekly Room Hours
Student Station Occupancy Percentage

Weekly Seat Hours
i 2::::.:: Average ASF per Station
Condition Adequacy Average Section Size
' Classroom Mix

Building Condition Educational Adequacy
Systems not Individual Components Learning Space Rating System by EDUCAUSE®
Compares Building Types Environmental Quality
Feeds Parametric Cost Model Layout and Furnishings

Sets Indexed Renovation Target Technology and Tools

31



Building Condition. Facilities Condition Index.

* Strategicand high-level
assessment to determine
appropriateness of future

Investments Value of existing building
* Datadrawn from extensive |_‘|'
faclity assessment (performed  Costy agement = CSt papair (- o o "
by Sightlines) T ot X 100:= Facility Condition Index
Cost Replacement

Value of new building
Convert from percentage

32



Building Condition. Facilities Condition Index.

20

25

30

35

40

45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 %0 95 100 Fcl

h Engineering

East Parking Ramp

Tra.ion
.wuw(enler

sociates Business Complex

.ni
.M((omaswllage Building A1

cComas Village Building A2

@)
.Mc(omaswllage Building B1
.A:Cnmas\‘illige Building 82
cComas Village Building C1
.M:Cmas‘ﬁllage Building
.dc{amis\ﬁllage Building D1
.McComas Village Building D2
.Ml:Cnmas Village Building E1
.M:Cnrnas‘lillage Building £2
. McComas Village Building F1
.Mt(umas\ﬁllage Building F2
.d({amis\ﬁllage Building G1

, Sulliv.
cComas Village Building G2

Health & Human

() Universty Recycling

.Petemn House

Bowman-Oddy Lab

() Electrical Substation

Main Campus Medical Center

0000000 ®

(lassroom

Lab

Office

Study

Special Use
General Use
Support
Healthcare
Residential
Non-assigned 33



Building Condition. Facilities Condition Index.

* Most facilities in good condition,
continued maintenance and
renovations are appropriate

* Older buildings need
investment: University Hall,

Libbey Hall, Ritter, Glass Bowl,

Transportation Center

e Decisions needed for Res Halls:
Carter East and West, Parks,
Scott, Tucker, McComas Village

SO o M0 [ 6060 I so-5o 400 09

EVALUATE MAJOR REPAIR



Utilization.

Measures: Weekly Room Hours (W.R.H.). Student Station Occupancy (550). Station Size.

ASF vs. GSF. Definitions.

Summary: Classroom = 30 Weekly Room Hours. 65% S50.

— 35to037.5Target @ 60-70% S50

Summary: Teaching Laboratory = 16 Weekly Room Hours. 70% SSO0.

— 18-24Target @ 60-70%550

UNIVERSITY OF TOLEDO o MAIN CAMPUS

Classroom Utilization Analysis by Building

Room Id

Space

Use  Assignable No. of

Code

Sq. Ft.

Sq. FL

Assignable Average
Enroll-

Weekly
Student
Stations Per Station ment Contact Hours Hours Hours

Seat

Weekly Weekly

Hours in Use
Room  Student Station
Occupancy %o

Bowman-0Oddy Laboratories

No. of Rooms = 10

BO1005 110 661 20 33 12 228 114 19.9 57%
BO1045 110 1246 100 12 48 1798 18.0 34,0 53%
BO1049 110 1267 100 13 53 1553 155 270 58%
BO1053 110 1255 100 13 58 2 287 229 40.0 57%
BO1059 110 1248 100 12 48 1485 14.9 310 48%
BO2045 110 560 25 23 24 603 24 1 26.0 93%
BO2047 110 563 30 19 23 627 20.9 270 7%
BO2049 110 578 30 19 23 566 18.9 25.0 75%
BO2059 110 1601 85 25 24 803 12.4 32,0 9%
BO2850 110 457 28 16 13 125 45 11.0 41%

Average a45 i 18 33 16.8 27 60% .

Total 9,445 598 10,075 273 ’



(lassroom Utilization by Building.

* Highest Utilization (# of rooms)
— Health & Human Services (16)
— Palmer Hall (16)
— Memorial Field House (45)

e Lowest Utilization (# of rooms)
— Health Education Center (4)
— University Hall (12)

36
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Teaching Laboratories Utilization by Building.

* Highest Utilization (# of rooms)
— McMaster Hall (6)
— (Center for Performing Arts (4)

* Lowest Utilization (# of rooms)
— University Hall (7)
— North Engineering (24)

* Low Volume. High Performance.
Vs.
* HighVolume. Low Performance.



Educational Adequacy (EduCause).

Environmental Quality (5 pts)
* Daylightand Views

* Good Visibility

* Lighting Control

* Thermal Comfort

* Acoustic Quality

Layout & Furnishings ( 8 pts)
* Proportion of Space

* Movement through Space

* Seating Density

* Furnishings Layout

* Furniture Components

* Access to Adjacent Informal
Learning Areas

e Writable Surfaces
* Physical Storage
+ Innovation Points

Technology & Tools (12 pts)
* Electrical Power

* Network Connectivity

* Visual Displays (1-2 pts)

* Sound Amplification

e Audio/Visual Interface and
Control

* Distributed Interactivity

e Session Capture and Access (1-
4 pts)

+ Innovation Points

38



(lassroom Educational Adequacy.

* Typical of a public university RN GAEIHATRRE R =

* Nearly all UT classrooms rank L
low on Technology & Tools; LR . - e |
standard is high

* Loweraverage than HSC

* Best Educational Adequacy (# of
rooms)

— Gillham Hall (7)
— Memorial Field House (45)

* Worst Educational Adequacy (#

of rooms) P e el — e =B SR -y
| i ‘| m! T LT = M5069 M7089 M90-1099 M11.0-1299 M 13.0-1499
— University Hall (12) .t B e R L E T 501699 M170-80

— Stranahan Hall (8) Rl N THE i




Teaching Lab Educational Adequacy.

Typical of public university

Higher average than Health
Science Campus

Best Educational Adequacy (# of
rooms)

— Gillham Hall (7)

— Health and Human Services (10)
Worst Educational Adequacy (#
of rooms)

— Health Education Center (4)

— Nitschke Hall (4)

— North Engineering (24)

i

>J~-__L_ﬁ‘

[ | N § JEEgRY
Iynnan= aYig® geein. Mo
L N s
-
1 Epty | e =
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities.

Existing Facilities Modal Conflicts/Challenges
Douglas Road — E/W barrier
NS Rail Corridor

Informal walking paths

* Sidewalks, paths, Univ ParksTrl

» 2 bike corrals; 3 Rocket Wheels .
bicycle share stations ]

* (Qver 60 bicycle racks

= Signed Bike Routes ~ —— Sidewalks/Walking Paths — Signed Bike Routes ~ —— Sidewalks/Walking Paths

@ Bike Racks === University Parks Trail @ Bike Racks == |Jniversity Parks Trail

[ Rocket Wheels Station i ' T B Rocket Wheels Station W8 Locations of Difficulty for
- © Bike Corral Pedestrians and Bicyclists

@ Bike Corral st St —

Improvements planned:
* (ity of Toledo Bicycle Plan

* Douglas Pedestrian Bridge-
Connection to Savage

Legend

=== Signed Bike Routes
@ Bike Racks
FA Rocket Wheels Station
@ Bike Corral

eee Committed Striped Lane === Proposed Bike Path

== Proposed Side Path

—— Sidewalks/Walking Paths
=== |Jniversity Parks Trail




Service and Loading.

* Major and minor loading docks

* Truck route through Centennial Lo
Mall to University Hall

=== Truck Routes
0 Major Loading Docks
@ Minor Loading Docks

42



Transit.

UT SHUTTLE ROUTES TARTA ROUTES
==== Blue and Gold Loops == Route 3
M Franklin Mall Route = Route 5
 Seven UT shuttle routes serve Main ontrats s
=== [useum Route === Route 22F
(:a m p US === Scott Park Route = Route 24T
=== Health Science Route )
@ Transit Stop

* Five TARTA routes serve the UT £
Transportation Center =]

* (ongestion causing Transit Delay

— North Towerview Blvd

— ECentennial Dr and turnaround near ‘ — |
McMaster Hall WES""W__E“.-__: e

— (Oakwood Ave entering Engineering E g
complex 7 . A

— (Game day congestion on East Rocket Dr,
Stadium Dr, & Douglas Rd /Westwood
Rd

43



Parking Supply.

* ~16,000 total parking spaces

* 63 parking areas on Main Campus,
including two parking ramps

* Parking fees below the median

* Various permit types available for
students, faculty, staff with no limit
to number sold Py, °

* UT exploring transition to variable-
priced demand-based parking

scheme o By

Gateway Visitor

Student Parking Parking
B Faculty/ Staff Parking ‘
B Pay Parking/Meters
B Service Fleet Parking/Access 44




Parking Utilization.

* High demand in Centennial Mall area

* Underutilized parking areas:
— Areas 25,18, 19, 20, 33
— Scott Park Campus

« ~$800,000 per year collected in
enforcement fines

* No enterprise fund for parking
reinvestment, still paying off loans on
parking ramps

Legend =
ateway Wsitor
arki

|| Student Parking High Demand
Parking Area

Underutilized

Parking Area

B Faculty/ Staff Parking
Il Pay Parking/Meters
I Sservice Fleet Parking/Access
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Site.

Topography Flooding Vegetation.

e (Campus constructed in the * Significant Floodway (moving
Ottawa River valley water during a flood) — no

e Glass Bow! built into the structures

topography * Significant 100-year flood
areas south of Ottawa River
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| Tl 2% e B RiEe s I - | )
. 8 ‘ = : =il Ee s S
= it . -1 1 3 e |
= — |
a at ] E - o 1 L | q r g g |
| \; e S x “ : iy
- / f fir :
| | I
T 1S

X 5 Foodway

Areas

; ’ =i 3
\¢_\ ‘ 1] Fae M
N \J\ ; | ::“7':” 1 i
\/ \ | "’ f o £ ) = :
ﬂ\u | iy T |
\/Qw L‘ o
< » ‘ V‘“V i . —
i . s ‘—-'m
- = | W
| | High 1936 I ™ ‘ - . ‘ s =0 ; ] P! o W floodwayareas I Areas of 1% I e Ganopy 1 Lawn M B Reaediion
—_§ O ATy I Sl eyl B annual w ra 1
S A ] g5 15 Gal, Areas 0 0.2% chance flood = =4 ‘
5 i s Hg . ® £ . = |- ", - . "
low 1754 Hole T (® amnE = = £l s annual chance flood = p



Edges.

* Very good edges along Bancroft,
Dorr, west side of Douglas |

e Opportunities to improve edges -
that are parking-dominated Pouost vu it e N

N

| s J B i = o) =l

‘ “ gl gE|aaiE ‘ NI . ‘ O Existing Gateway ~ === (Open space Edge
- = ] ; |m Wm= W | m =% “F‘f C | i

=== e W= A = |
D_’__l m(; 4 ¢ = E‘ - L - . = ? \]—:_ \H ! el / . ! v
o o |~ =2 |5, I S == 8| 24, ‘:1 Missed Oppotunity === | ack of Perimeter
mil = - — = /= — -~ ’ .377_, Tf = a |
e sz (m amml® B2 =2 22wz Landscape or Screening 47




Utilities.

Steam, Natural Gas, Chilled Electrical Telecommunications
Water * Infrastructure is good « UT (data (fiber) and telephone
* (ood foundation for * Allows for great flexibility (copper)); Buckeye Telesystems
excellence; replacements; moving forward with master (coaxial (CATV))
and technological advances plan options e Connection MC-HSC leased (6

years remaining). Opportunity
for new line along Che55|e Trail.

f;zﬁ‘? el
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— (e = ofTokzde ard reasviens w 5
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Inventory and Analyses.

e Research
e (linical
* Main Campus

* Health Science Campus
— Buildings and Facilities
— Mobility
— Natural Resources
— Utility Infrastructure

* (ommunity

49
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Academic Buildings by College.
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(lassroom and Teaching Lab Density.

* Nearly all classrooms in Collier

M Classroom B Laboratory




Building Condition. Facilities Condition Index.
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uilding Condition. Facilities Condition Index.

e Allclinical and academic
buildings in good condition,
need maintenance and
continued renovations
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Classroom Educational Adequacy.

* Typical of public university

* (ollier Building (30 out of 44
classrooms) — lower than
average score, especially Layout
& Furnishings

S
Ll I~ |
f i ol

L ™ &
L Bl PN . AN | -_J

- 3 iF : |‘ H a ' = S

a = T v i : el ) 2y B, e S o d
i t ‘ / Rx Dolamed | BT 0 o
b [ /5 =[] A e

50699 M70899 MM90-1099 M11.0-1299 M 13.0-14.99
I 15.0-16.99 I 17.0-18.0

ol
-
[
-
-
]
m = £
] me= g - VA
] L TS =a
— L M 7
S S 4 oo _ =
-
[
=
=
=
=
L]

56



Teaching Lab Educational Adequacy.

* Typical of public university A

* (ollier Building (42% of HSCs
labs) — lower than average
score, especially Technology &
Tools
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Pedestrian and Bicycle.

Concerns

Path/sidewalk on the south side of Arlington

Ave - in City plans
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@ Bike Racks

=== | ocations of Difficulty for
Pedestrians and Bicyclists

Planned Facilities

* (ity of Toledo Bicycle Plan
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Service and Loading.

* Major and minor loading docks P
serving Health Science Campus _—
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Transit.

e UT Shuttle Health Science
Campus Route connects to Main
Campus

* Seven TARTA routes offer city and
regional connections

=== TARTA Route 3

=== TARTA Route 31G

== TARTA Route 31H
TARTA TARTA Route 31X

=== TARTA Route 32R

=== TARTA Route 34

=== TARTA Route 34H

=== (JT Shuttle Health Science
Campus Route

@ Transit Stop

Health Science '\
Campus Route

.....

MUCT§BLVD]

Health Science
Gampus Route
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Parking Supply.

 All surface lots I

* Patient/visitor confusion of 1 é
where to park ——

* High demand for parking at ST e W 7
Health Sciences Campus 24/7 for B s,

. . o : % = AfealaaD|  AreagddEpmy ,/' §$’
medical patients, visitors, and
employees {5 ey

:‘Z’ Area49‘ ;_“'_A_r_eﬂiﬂdi"_ / e—i- ‘\ < —— ‘.,"/:
| Parking Lot/Parking Structure [l Patient/Visitor Parking = e ] LENDALE AVE

Area 50 Area 51

B Faculty/Staff Parking




Site.

Topography
* Relatively flat site

e Ravine between Collier and
Mulford Library

I High 1947
o B 1754

Flooding Vegetation

 Swan Creek floodplain does not
impact south of Arlington Avenue

y =100 Y
Flood way g

T jf I]

M Floodwayareas I Areas of 1%
annual
 Areas 0f 0.2% chance flood
annual chance flood

I Tree Canopy

I Althletic

I Lawn

I Recreation
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Edges.

* Very good and attractive
interaction with adjacent uses
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Utilities.

Steam, Natural Gas, Chilled Water

* (ood foundation for excellence; replacements;
and technological advances

(ondensate *  Steam Valves & Manholes
— Natural Gasline @ Gas\Valve
— C(hilled Water Return = Water Valve
— (hilled Water Supply Steam Supply

Electrical

Infrastructure is good.

Configuration allow

s for great flexibility.

B Tansformer B Switch

m Manhole
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Inventory and Analyses.
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Regional Connections.

* University Hall — 1.8 miles from
-475 interchange

e |-475/US23 and Dorr Street
interchange? — 3.7 miles west of
Secor and Dorr

* Distance from University Hall
— Toledo Hospital — 1.4 mi
— Center for Visual Arts — 3.1 mi
— Arboretum — 4.1 mi
— Lake Erie Center — 13.2 mi

T

N Reynolds Rd

| Banciorst

Hospital L & == =R

Visy/Arts B
e Iiiw‘?f," | S ‘ >V
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UT Shuttle Route Network.

* (Qverall UT Shuttle system
— Connection to Franklin Park Mall \ ’]1{;‘!
— Connection to Toledo Museum \

of Art and UT Center for the S e g
Visual Arts — ; i

Dorr St

e
I £

NReynolds Rd

|
!

UT SHUTTLE ROUTES 8
e Blue and Gold Loops @) Transit Stop =

Franklin Mall Route =
=== Kenwood Route

=== Museum Route R | ] i
== Scott Park Route
=== Health and Science Route

s ,‘,,H il
| Gldndale Ave
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Regional Bicycle Facilities.

* (hessie Circle Trail: connect Main
Campus and Health Science
Campus with multi-use trail

—=m Committed Side Path ooo Proposed Share the Road

=+ Committed Striped Lane  mm Proposed Sharrow
=== Proposed Bike Path
ww Proposed Side Path

EEE T
Bl s
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| i
= S
i lios v
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-----

**+ Proposed Striped Lane

Bl Health Scicice Campus

Kl

il Iendale'Ave‘
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Implications.




ssues Affecting Program Locations.

Campus. Current UT uses are: SATREE R o e PR
— Back Offices & Testing Center | oS y /i

— Athletics - Soccer, Baseball, Softball, T
Findlay Athletic Center ge

— Freshman + Commuter Parking ==
— Storage

* ProMedica Affiliation
— (ollege of Medicine

N'Reynolds Rd

=,
LSl

| T Glendale Ave. / ‘7 =
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Opportunities for Change.
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Opportunities for Change.
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Next Steps.




Next Steps.

Prepare master plan alternatives to explore
possible future — different options for UT's
facilities

Ongoing support for Hospital and College of
Medicine analysis and planning

Master Plan Alternatives presentations — late
spring

The University of Toledo
i Home Events Project Participate Contact Us

Home » Participate Sign Up For Updates

Edit

View Revisions  Results

Name

What is the biggest challenge that UT will
face over the next 10 years?

How do UT's facilities help or hinder UT's future?

A DoneEEme

Status Report: January 2016

Responses

vl The master planning team is in the midst
‘¥ of the planning process. On December 7, they
¥ met with both the master plan's Steering
Committee and Advisory Group to review the
program and site analysis...

Sort by date Sort by vote

Maximizing the impact of the dollars that are available. Athletics needs to continue to improve the
fan experience of events. Class Room space must be encouraged to be flexible for multiple uses.
Available real estate needs to be maximized as well and leveraged in any way possible to improve
the bottom line....the student experience.

ey s v S—

Michael Siffer (not verified) ey ! e

Thu, 01/07/2016 - 1:00pm m m m 100% 0%

A

http://utoledomasterplan.org/


http://utoledomasterplan.org/

