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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Situated on the western extremity of the Point Grey peninsula, the University of British
Columbia’s Vancouver campus is a distinct community that weaves world-class academics with a
population whose diversity rivals that of the country it rests upon. The Social Mapping Project is a
new initiative that aims to understand the intricate relationships that exist between the materiality of
campus space and the lived experiences of its users. Conducted in partnership with the Social,
Ecological, and Economic Development Studies (SEEDS) program, the purpose of this research is to
assist UBC Campus + Community Planning (C+CP) in assessing and understanding social vibrancy
and community building on the UBC Vancouver campus.

The product of the Social Mapping Project is a comprehensive matrix that categorizes the
features of individual outdoor public spaces on the UBC Vancouver campus. A combination of visual
and textual descriptors provides information in a standardized manner, allowing for accurate
comparisons to be made between different spaces. The data organized in the project’s matrix was
accumulated over a three-month period which began in September, 2015. Within this timeframe a
variety of methods were employed: narrative analysis through participant observation, contextual
analysis, and an online survey. The information obtained from these sources was transferred onto
layers atop a map of the UBC Vancouver campus, creating a visual-spatial supplement to the matrix.

As represented in the Appendix B, the campus is segmented into six areas that frame the
findings of the Social Mapping Project. An analysis of the accrued data displays trends relating to
land use, revealing areas A and D to be the most frequented among survey respondents. A gradient
exists in this regard, evidenced by the low usage of sections C and F which are situated on the
opposite extremity of the map. The directions of these findings are studied in conjunction with the
survey’s results for potential uses of campus spaces. Food trucks, public art, and live music are the
three dominant programming recommendations, followed respectively by a desire for more rain

cover, seating, lighting, bike racks, and tables.
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Several limiting factors may be revised in future iterations of the Social Mapping Project. For
one, the timeframe of the project does not allow cross-seasonal observations to be made. Due to the
reduced amount of sunlight and cold weather conditions at the time of this study, the data may not
be reflective of the land use habits that people display in milder weather. The study may also benefit
from the use of focus groups. This approach would expand upon the survey, producing detailed
inputs that will strengthen its results. Focus groups may also yield a more representative sample
population because we can select a proportionate number of representatives from different social
groups.

The Social Mapping Project matrix will be made accessible to the public, inviting future
researchers to add new spaces to the dataset. In doing so, the limitations of the study may be
alleviated as information is corrected and modified in subsequent editions. This continuity will
accomplish the project’s goal of evaluating social vibrancy and community building on campus as

UBC Vancouver evolves over time.
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INTRODUCTION

The UBC campus has been described by Scot Hein, the University of British Columbia’s (UBC)
Urban Designer, as a living organism that is in constant motion. The university is constantly
changing and developing to adapt to the needs of those who experience it, whether they be a student,
faculty member, neighbourhood resident or a visitor. Alongside our community partners, the Social,
Ecological, and Economic Development Studies (SEEDS) program, we assisted UBC Campus +
Community Planning (C+CP) in assessing the social sustainability of UBC’s campus community.
Accordingly, the focus of our study is on the outdoor public spaces within UBC’s Vancouver campus
that have the capacity for social engagement. We conducted a study of the spaces through narrative
analysis, an online survey and contextual analysis. By narratively analyzing a total of 60 individual
spaces we aimed to understand their urban framework, establish the real and potential social uses of
each specific space, and develop a cataloguing tool that places the various attributes of spaces into an
accessible format. Through the distribution of an online survey we were able to provide context to our
observations and analysis of outdoor spaces on campus. Given both the survey and narrative
information, we contextually analyzed the spaces for the purposes of future campus planning.
Throughout the study we sought to explore the public realm of UBC through the lens of geographical
research, to address the problem that we lack a strong understanding of the outdoor public spaces on
the UBC Vancouver Campus. Therefore, our study’s primary objective is to answer the question of
how individual outdoor spaces and places within UBC’s public realm are used and defined by their
physical, social, environmental, cultural, and historical attributes. Based on our findings we provide
future programming recommendations to improve the social capacity of outdoor spaces on the UBC
Vancouver campus.

By conducting a study of this nature, we provide the groundwork for a variety of future
projects that may be implemented through SEEDS and other UBC organizations. With the
information provided in this study, future projects have the potential to improve the social

sustainability of UBC’s campus. For example, through the observation of 60 spaces on campus we
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were able to recommend tangible and sustainable changes that could improve a space’s social
capacity, such as displaying student artwork, outdoor concerts, food trucks, and increased lighting in
certain spaces. Another example is that, through the descriptions of spaces, we have located areas on
campus that have drainage issues. This information will now be used by SEEDS to help advise a
future drainage project on the UBC campus. However, though not all of the information collected
through our observations, survey, and contextual analysis will be used, the information will provide a
base from which future UBC campus planning can stem. In addition, the cataloging tool we have
created in cooperation with SEEDS provides a framework for other university campuses and city
planning agencies to use for conduct similar research. Finally, because the catalogue is dynamic, it
allows for diverse applications to various future projects that involve collecting large quantities of

data for individual spaces within a larger context.
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METHODOLOGY

The methodology for our research project was developed in conjunction with our community
partners through the UBC Social, Ecological, and Economical Development Studies (SEEDS)
program. The timeframe for this project was three months in the Winter Semester of 2015. The study
area consists of the UBC Vancouver campus, as seen in Appendix B, with the six subsections of that
space. The project’s methodology consists of three primary methods. These involve both secondary
and primary data collected through narrative analysis, contextual analysis, and a survey distributed
to UBC students, faculty, staff and neighbourhood residents. Our primary data was obtained through
both our survey and participant observation.

First, the narrative analysis was conducted through participant observation, including the use
of written descriptions of the physical, social, environmental, historical and cultural aspects, aerial
and oblique photographs from Google Earth, and diagrams of individual spaces on UBC’s campus.
Physical descriptions are comprised of aspects such as the hard environmental features (e.g. trees,
vegetation), lighting, topography, slope, adjacencies, and tangible services that the space may
provide. Social descriptions denote information pertaining to the audience of a space, how they
utilize it, and how they are experiencing the space. Environmental aspects address the variability of
sun, shade, weather, and temperature changes within the space. Finally, the historical and cultural
descriptions aim to determine if there are significant historical or cultural dimensions to the space
that have been neglected in previous analyses. This was done primarily by conducting research on the
history of the space and its preceding functions. Narrative analysis was chosen as a method as it
helped us to determine our unit of observation, primarily which spaces we planned to further
observe. We chose a space on the conditions that it had features that invited social activity (ex. a
bench), was an outdoor area, if it was on UBC’s Vancouver campus, and if it was a ‘contained’ space.
A space was considered contained if it was in between buildings, sidewalks, trees or other features
that created a presence of a separate space within the surrounding area. In addition, narrative

analysis through participant observation allowed us to understand the attributes described above
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that make up a space. This was important as our next step was to provide programming
recommendations to improve social activity within these spaces based on said attributes.

A primary goal that we aimed to achieve through the employment of our methodology was to
cover the entire area of the UBC Vancouver campus and to provide information on the social
potential of outdoor public spaces. Therefore, each researcher was designated with one of six specific
areas on campus and observed 6-12 spaces within their designated area, as illustrated in Appendix B.
Each researcher spent approximately 1 hour in total at each space to complete their narrative analysis
of the area. We aimed to collect data during the following time increments: 8:00-12:00, 12:00-4:00,
4:00-8:00pm, and 8:00pm onwards to determine the volume of people and environment attributes,
measured at each space throughout the day.

Second, the contextual analysis aims to extrapolate upon the data obtained through the
narrative analysis to make pragmatic suggestions and commentary on what works to cultivate a
larger and more engaged social presence within the individual spaces. This serves as an informant for
improvements to the social experiences that the space provides. For example, the analysis may
include researching a particular space and discovering historical and cultural significance that had
not been previously recognized, thus recommending a name change for that space based on the
newly acknowledged history. Through contextual analysis we sought to understand the strengths and
issues a space had in creating an effective social environment. Further, this may contribute to future
programming improvements within the observed spaces. Both the programming recommendations
and the attributes were given a category within a spreadsheet and expanded upon within each cell. A
spreadsheet (Appendix A) was used as it is a medium that allows one to understand each space
within the context of the stated categories alongside photos and programming suggestions.

Finally, we administered our survey online to students and faculty through UBC-affiliated
groups, including the following:

. raphy Students’ A lation [Facebook]

» UBC Class of 2019 (Official Group) [Facebook]



https://www.facebook.com/groups/GeographyStudentsAssociation/
https://www.facebook.com/groups/UBCclassof2019/
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* UBC Engineering [Facebook]

* Our personal social networks and Facebook timelines

* Twitter (Retweeted by @UBCGe0q, the Department of Geography’s official Twitter account)
Further, we engaged students, faculty and neighbourhood residents through the use of our personal
online social networks. We used stratified sampling and obtained a total of 55 responses. Our survey
included both multiple choice questions that we could measure quantitatively and qualitatively
through open-ended questions. Once all of the data was collected, the qualitative data was codified in
order to enable a quantitative analysis. Therefore, we could accommodate a wide range of responses
while still obtaining a uniform form of measurement. In addition, we had a section of our survey
where respondents could click on an interactive online map of UBC Vancouver and place a marker on
the outdoor spaces they used on campus. This feature allowed us to see the exact spaces used,
including the social spaces we did not take into account in our own observations for the study.
Throughout the entire research project we actively reviewed and amended our methodology with the
advice of our community partners. We chose an online format as we felt it opened us up to more
respondents through our online social networks and it was more time efficient than if we asked
people individually in person. The layout of the survey consisted of our most comprehensive
guestions at the beginning (i.e. what areas do respondents use and why?) and our simplest questions
(i.e. what is their year level and affiliation with UBC?) at the end. This was done to reduce the chance
of having people forfeit the survey part way through. This method was chosen as it provided context
to our observations and a variety of different perspectives about which spaces people chose to use
and how. In addition, the online survey provides a supplementary layer of context for which outdoor
spaces on campus are experienced by UBC students, faculty, and neighbourhood residents. Finally,
we chose the UBC campus as it was relevant to our own interests as students at UBC and to our
community partners at SEEDS.

For this project we chose to use the methods of narrative analysis through participant

observation, contextual analysis, and an online survey for several reasons. Firstly, it allowed us to
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use and obtain a mixture of quantitative and qualitative data. The mixture of methods was important
as the qualitative responses allowed us to gain in depth information from our narrative analysis and
survey responses. Additionally, quantitative measurements of the spaces and responses in the survey
were optimal as they allowed us to obtain comparable empirical data. However, although there were
many strengths of our data, there were also limitations. Limitations of the data included the inability
to determine the sequence of a respondent's answers. Therefore, we could not view a respondent as a
whole, rather, we could only view their different answers as separate entities. For example we may
know that 60% of respondents were art students, but we don’t know that one arts student respondent
is also in 3rd year and uses Martha Piper Square for its food trucks. Finally, a limitation of our
qualitative data is that it is highly subjective to the researchers who observed each space and

respondents who answered our survey.
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LITERATURE REVIEW

The concept of urban social space is understood by many theorists as the indissoluble
combination of a built environment and its living occupants, who infuse the space with life and
meaning. For example, Haas and Olsson see the urban realm as a collection of “buildings, squares,
streets, landscapes, and ecosystems, as well as processes, mindscapes, and people that make up and
shape any environment,” (2014). What follows from this is the intimate dual relationship between the
built space and the body of the individual experiencing it; the body acts on the built environment and
infuses it with meaning, while the built environment also acts on the body as a reference system,
dictating how it should act and think within the space (Archer 2005). This notion of dual relationship
is extremely important to our field research, as we put ourselves inside a space in order to analyze it,
and must therefore practice reflexivity in order to understand how the space is capable of deploying
power (Archer 2005). Additionally, it is vital to note what Pugalis refers to as activity programming.
Seeing as a social space is only made social through the presence of individuals, it is the job of our
research team to understand what activities occur within various social spaces of UBC, and how these
social activities may be ‘programmed’ (i.e. modified, eliminated, added) in order to maximize their
vibrancy and use factors (Pugalis 2009). Additionally, Pugalis’ research showed that the use of plans
(i.e. aerial or AutoCAD representations of space) can reduce the “life of space from something to be
experienced and lived to a passive space of detachment,” (2009). Since we are using plans as part of
our research, it is vital that we keep track of our own perceptions of these spaces to ensure that we do
not cognitively remove bodies from them.

Synthesizing these academic theories with previous studies conducted by the University of
British Columbia enables a deeper understanding of the context in which our research is taking place.
The work of theorists such Haas and Foucault provide a philosophical framework that guides our
observations and analysis in an empirical direction. Comparing these philosophies of “space” and
“place” alongside reports such as the Vancouver Campus Plan or Public Realm Plan (UBC Planning,

2009; 2010) illustrates what research has already been done on this topic. These documents
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produced by department of the University of British Columbia’s Campus and Community Planning
Department focus on the built form of the Point Grey Campus. Our project is set to expand upon
these pre-existing categorizations by exploring the dynamics of spaces on campus and gaining an
understanding of how these locations are experienced by individuals. These sources are of particular
importance as they display the priorities of our SEEDS community partners while also serving to
exemplify the application of Urban Design theories in the “real world”. Other projects produced by
the University that stand to benefit our research include The University Boulevard Land Use Plan as
well as the Library Gardens Values and Revitalization document. In particular, the source on the re-
imagining of the public space outside of Koerner Library is of importance to our project as it
recognizes the Musqueam First Nations peoples that are often neglected from research conducted on
campus. Given that our study area falls upon the ancestral land of this nation, our research must be
respectful of the veiled histories that may exist across the University of British Columbia. Our project
has the potential to increase awareness of the issues surrounding aboriginal rights by recognizing the
stories of the Musqueam people in locations beyond just the library. Exploring philosophical theories
alongside urban design projects will keep our project grounded in academia while simultaneously
ensuring that our results are relevant to our SEEDS partners. Furthermore, incorporating spatial
analyses that have been conducted at other academic institutions will serve to enrich our
understanding of how our project fits in with past research.

It seems as though a new construction site is popping up daily on the UBC campus, and the
Campus Plan Synopsis includes further ideas to be implemented in order to meet the university’s
prospective needs (UBC Planning, 2014). These plans are written in order to serve the estimated
future growth of undergraduate enrolment and to increase sustainability and environmental
awareness on campus. Other universities in British Columbia - namely the University of Victoria,
Simon Fraser University, and the University of British Columbia’s Okanagan campus — have plans
put in place to suit their estimated growth and sustainability as well. SFU’s campus plan includes

rezoning areas to better suit specific needs (SFU Development Plan, 2010), whereas UVIC and UBCO
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both focus more on building a more sustainable campus for the future (UVIC Campus Planning,
2015; UBCO Planning, 2015). The theme of change is exemplified in a multitude of ways on college
and university campuses (Lidsky, 2002), and research shows that trends are constantly fading and
new ones are gaining popularity. It’s for this reason that universities have to embrace change in their
plans and must be focused on the day-to-day, complete with alternatives to suit their needs (Lidsky,
2002). The focuses on sustainability as well as respect for the history of campus are growing trends
in campus planning (Turner, 2015). In this vein, UBC’s plan includes a focus on the “valuable open
space network” (UBC Planning, 2014) and emphasizes the natural elements of the Vancouver
campus’ space. If UBC Vancouver continues to grow in a sustainable direction, the frequency of use
of public space by patrons will likely increase and could shift towards more of a focus on outdoor
learning spaces (Vredevoogd, 2014). However, according to research done by both Turner and
Temple, new construction is a fading trend due to budget or funding issues by some universities
(Temple, 2008; Turner, 2015). So what does this mean for the future plans of British Columbia’s
universities? Perhaps UBC could take note of SFU’s rezoning plan instead of creating additional floor
space (UBC Planning, 2014) while still maintaining focus on increased sustainability in public spaces.
At the intersection of the social, environmental, and the economic facets of geography lies the
abstraction that is sustainability. As sustainability gains traction as “a pressing global issue,” (Finlay
& Massey, 2012) there has been a growing interest in developing university campuses with these
three measures taken into account. Isolated from the materiality of the urban core, the campus model
has, since its origin, aimed to foster an enclosed space that allows for the development and
dissemination of knowledge. Equipped with institutions necessitated for autonomous function, the
university campus is analogous to a proper city. Forsyth and Crewe (2010) bring light to the historical
continuity of this objective, pointing to evidence of the campus model’s existence in late 18th century
Rome. Martius, an enclosed community situated in the heart of the Italian capital, is largely thought
to have been the inspiration behind the urban design of higher education institutions that followed.

At the turn of the 20th century, the spatiality of this design found itself at the core of the Ebenezer
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Howard’s ‘Garden City’ and the ‘City Beautiful movement’, emphasizing “ordered and comprehensive
planned campuses” (Forsyth & Crewe, 2010) that integrated the natural environment with expansive,
aesthetically pleasing built landscapes. Using urban design as a conduit for social, environmental,
and economic sustainability, campuses aspired towards the “park style” (Su, 2012) which is
characterized by low-density and large-scale spaces. This planning technique effectively expanded
public space, a result that has not risen without criticism. Su (2012) accuses the campus model of
fabricating monotonous environments, instigated by the “lack of the necessary humanity and
communication atmosphere” that are conducive to forming a captivating public space. On a local
level, recent efforts to centralize campus activities around the AMS Student Nest and other
departmental nodes have sought to counter such structural repercussions.

Outdoor design elements influence how people use different spaces and make meaning from
those places. It has been well defined that the relationship between, outdoor spaces and buildings,
have a significant impact on the level of social activities taking place (Lawson & Zhang, 2009). Not
surprisingly then, a common theme in urban design and planning is social behaviour (Trancik, 1986).
Supporting this theme, theorists such as Robert Trancik, Clare Marcus and Carolyn Francis provide
us with a basis for conducting hands on research for spatial analysis of the University campus.
Specifically, Tranciks Place Theory emphasizes the historical, cultural, and social values attached to
spaces around the University campus we will be observing and surveying (Trancik, 1986)). Tranciks
theory is significant to our research because we will be recommending programming and
opportunities to different spaces based on social, cultural and historical attributes. By applying
Tranciks theory to the University, we will be introducing a much needed exploration into, not only a
spatial analysis on a university campus, but also a deeper understanding of how human behaviour
shapes specific campus spaces. Connecting with the theme of social behaviour, Marcus and Francis
(1990) have identified twelve characteristics that are central features in successful outdoor social
spaces. Their analysis is of particular importance for our research because it provides a guideline for

interpreting specific public outdoor features. These design guidelines will allow us to identify and
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analyze opportunities in different spaces around UBC Campus while also allowing us to make
recommendations for redesign. Our research is capable of providing valuable information associated
to University planning that is non existent in current design guidelines based on a spatial analysis

focusing on a theme of social behaviour.
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ANALYSIS

Data Coding and Common Themes

The primary concept of our research is outdoor space. For our spatial analysis of the survey,
this primary concept was further broken down into six categories that respondents identified as
desirable attributes of outdoor spaces. The six categories that we found were most desirable include
environment, utility, convenience, social, sound, lighting and temperature. By reducing the data into
these six categories, we were able to identify that outdoor spaces which contain features in all six
categories were the spaces which are most used on the University Campus. A common theme that
emerged from this breakdown is that there is a strong preference for well furnished outdoor spaces
located in between buildings and Lecture Halls.

The survey provided six areas on UBC campus for respondents to designate as spaces they
spend most of their time (areas A, B, C, D, E, and F as indicated in Appendix B). The outdoor areas
that the survey found to be most used are A and D. Our data found that location of outdoor spaces
used by respondents is connected to their role within the university and the faculty they are
associated with. For example, 90% of respondents identified themselves as students of which 59% are
in the Arts Faculty. This is significant because areas A and D house the most desirable student
amenities that respondents marked. Faculty is also an important factor because the areas that the
survey found most popular (A and D) are in close proximity to Arts Faculty classrooms. Students
relax, eat and study in outdoor spaces that are near their classes. The survey found that the least used
areas were C and F. Both of these regions do not include the amenities that students identified as
important to them in outdoor spaces, specifically, they are not located in between or within close
proximity to Lecture Halls and do not contain the environmental, social, utility, sound, lighting and

temperature features that they seek out in courtyard spaces.

17



SOCIAL MAPPING PROJECT

Attractive Attributes of UBC Social Spaces

The use of social spaces on campus is based on a number of factors, the main one being utility
(i.e. availability of seating, tables/desks, and electrical outlets). One of the main space uses by
students being studying and working on group projects, people tend to choose their spaces based on
the utility attributes rather than environmental or aesthetic aspects. For example, 7% of respondents
have chosen the Irving Library Garden as the main space they regularly use for studying purposes,
and they have mentioned that the availability of tables and the ample amount of seating is extremely
useful to them (Appendix C, Appendix D).

Another major use factor is convenience. We have found, through the use of our survey and
personal observations, that well used spaces are those which are located near food vendors/
restaurants, are in 5-minute walking distance away from the bus loop, and those in close proximity to
students’ classes. For example, central locations such as the University Square outside the AMS
Student Nest and the Money & Raymond M.C. Lee Square (area outside the UBC Bookstore) are
heavily used due to their proximity to restaurants and bus stations; these spaces are also well-known
meeting spaces for students.

We also found that the overall environment-related attributes (such as greenery, rain shelter,
and scenery) also contributed significantly to the attractiveness as spaces, as 21% of survey
respondents mentioned these attributes as their preferences (Appendix C). Essentially, the campus
environment relies heavily on its aesthetic and weather-resistant characteristics and an open, green
space with appealing scenery (such as the Rose Garden) appeals greatly to UBC students for the
purposes of relaxation and leisure. Other categories, such as sound preferences (i.e. running water),
amount of sunlight, and temperature levels also affect social space use, however the opinions are
divided between respondents as to what they prefer, and further research such as extensive shadow

studies must be conducted to determine how the ratio of sunlight to shade correlates with space use.
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Programming

Through our personal observations of spaces across campus, we have determined that lack of
easy access to food (specifically food trucks) in specific parts of the campus has played a major role in
the use rates of various spaces. The response of the online survey has furthered this notion, with 24%
of the respondents mentioning that they would like to see more food trucks in specific parts of the
campus, such as the spaces near Engineering buildings (Appendix E). As students and faculty are
often busy, it is important for them to be able to receive nutrition and relax between classes/research
without having to move too far from where they reside, and thus food trucks should be available in
more remote areas of the campus rather than the most central locations.

Interest in the Arts (including performing arts, public art, local art, First Nations art, live and
instrumental music performances, or simply speakers) is another popular programming suggestion
by survey respondents, and our research team alike, with 42% of the survey participants asking that
there be more visual and auditory expressions of creativity around campus in order for the institution
to become more lively and vibrant through colour and sound.

Finally, rain cover (10%), additional seating and tables (13%), and lighting (6%) were found to
be significant potential areas of campus improvement. Seeing as outdoor space becomes less usable
for social purposes whenever precipitation strikes the Point Grey region, either temporary or
permanent covers from rain (particularly along Main Mall) are likely to drastically increase space use
throughout the late fall and winter seasons. Improvements in lighting and, consequently, safety of
specific spaces (such as the courtyard between Chemistry Blocks B & C) would allow for social use

during a wider time range, particularly during the winter season.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF RESEARCH

The results of the research conducted through this social mapping project have the potential
to be significant for several different stakeholder groups. Academics, university administrators, and
community planners represent some of the many individuals that would find this socio-spatial
exploration to be of particular relevance.

From an empirical perspective, this project is of significance as the examination of the
University of British Columbia’s public realm serves as a case study that can inform the field of urban
geography as a whole. Several theories on place are further validated through the completion of this
project. For example, the influences that a physical space can have on the individual as described by
Haas (2014) are seen through this project. The results of our project also serve as an illustration of
Trancik’s “place theory” (1986) as the emotive elements attached to a physical space are unveiled
through this socio-spatial analysis. By incorporating these theoretical concepts of place into a real
world spatial analysis, this study serves to help bridge the gap between theory and practice that exists
across the social sciences.

Conducting this research project in conjunction with the planning department of the
University of British Columbia ensured that the results of this spatial analysis would be significant
from a practical perspective as well as academically. Through participation in the SEEDS program,
the Campus and Community Planning Department was provided with a better understanding of how
spaces are currently used by the people of this university. The results of this project will better enable
UBC to meet its goals of creating an environmentally, economically, and socially sustainable
community by exploring the social dimensions of the public realm at the Point Grey Campus. Dozens
of recommendations regarding future uses of public spaces were made based analysis of qualitative
and quantitative data gathered for this project. In addition, the results of our observations and
survey unveiled the desires of the campus community for expanded programming across UBC’s
public realm. This demand for more programming including food trucks and live music illustrates

the appetite for a more vibrant UBC. Through our research, the concerns about safety that are
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present within the student body were unveiled through the expressed desire for increased lighting at
night. The customizable matrix created for this venture will allow the university to continue to
gather data on social spaces and better understand the concerns and desires of the UBC community.
This can then be used to help inform the creation of a vibrant campus that embodies the social
elements of sustainability.

This research project could also prove to be of significance to urban planning departments
beyond the University of British Columbia. The importance of outdoor public spaces in the lives of
individuals are highlighted through the results of research conducted for this social mapping venture.
Furthermore, the creation of a matrix that has the ability to be customized serves as an example of
one method of ensuring that any member of a community can be engaged in the planning process. In
conclusion, the partnership between students and the Campus and Community Planning Department
of UBC through the SEEDS program illustrates the potential for participant action research that is

relevant from both a practical and empirical perspective.
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FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

Our project has the ability to grow into an important aspect of UBC’s social spaces. The
research we have done has the ability to expand alongside future collaborations with students, staff,
and faculties. Through our research, we were able to capture 58 outdoor spaces on UBC’s Vancouver
campus, with many being left out due to the sheer size of the campus and time constraints. Also, we
were only able to observe the usages of these spaces at three times of day during a three-month
period. It is highly likely that the use and concentration of people in these spaces varies seasonally.
For example, there are likely more people spending recreational time in outdoor spaces such as
athletic fields, around fountains, and in other open areas during the warmer months of the regular
academic year (likely April or May), rather than the beginning of the year. For this reason, it would be
interesting to conduct the same observations if this course were to be taken in the spring semester. If
future researchers were able to somehow observe all of the listed spaces for a longer period of time
during the day, and over all four seasons, they could synthesize their results and find more precise
evidence of how the average space on campus is used, and when. For completeness sake, it would be
imperative for future researchers to look at more open spaces on campus, specifically the areas not
included in the boundaries of our map.

Another aspect that would improve the quality of our research would be to develop deeper
thought on reasons why and how spaces on campus are used by conducting focus groups and
interviews with a random sampling of people. This could be done by randomly selecting people who
wrote the survey, and interviewing them to further develop their points, or by approaching people
who were already using the spaces. Due to UBC’s campus being on unceded Musqueam territory,
future research projects on the use of space on campus should incorporate the viewpoints of the local
First Nations communities. This would be beneficial in order to further investigate the historical and
cultural aspects of space and place on campus. This could include focus groups and interviews with

members of these groups. Additionally, most of our respondents were art students (approximately
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60%), as our own social networks are made up of mainly students in that faculty. It would be
imperative to focus research on members of other faculties.

Once research on the Point Grey campus is exhausted, it may be beneficial and interesting to
look at the use of spaces at UBC Okanagan’s campus, as it could give insight on the similarities and
differences between the students, staff, and visitors between the two campuses. Additionally, this
research could be applied further to cities as a whole such as Vancouver in order to conduct
comparisons between the usages of outdoor space by people in the general population of cities as

opposed to citizens of university campuses.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Matrix template

Index Physical | Social | Environmental | Histori- | Recom- | Diagrams
caland | menda-
Cultural | tions

Appendix B: UBC Campus Map demarcations (UBC Planning, 2009)
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Appendix C: Pie chart describing the attractive attributes of UBC social spaces based on survey
responses

Appendix D: Table explaining the categories in Appendix C

Seating Openness Classes People- Quiet Sunlight
watching
Tables/desks Greenery Food Food Sound of Shade
running water
Power outlets Scenery Bus loop Sports
Rain shelter
Cleanliness
Beach
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Appendix E: Bar graph describing recommended programming statistics, obtained via the online
survey responses

Appendix F: Additional recommended programming
- Bake sales
» Food trucks: poutine, tacos/burritos, east Indian, Italian
= Music: live music, faculty of music performances
» Public art: B.C first nations art, interactive art, art exhibits, sculptures
* Performances: dance, talent show
- Temporary/permanent rain cover
» Bake sales
« Green spaces
e Seating & Tables
* Swings
e Sporting activities
* Movies
» Giant chessboard
» Outdoor market
* More bike racks
< Better drainage
* Improved Lighting
- Native B.C vegetation
« More flowers
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Appendix G: Mapped Spaces: (in green, all 60 spaces studied within the six campus subdivisions)
LINK: https://www.google.com/maps/d/edit?mid=zvTjKYO03jYEc.kH2CItRW5fhU
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Appendix H: Demographic profile of all 55 survey respondents

31



1

A

SOCIAL MAPPING PROJECT
0&v

id

Social Mapping Project Matrix (1/9)

127IRz2BCZBAUG6zKL rCkvxeg-25q0aMT6b7Q0dzq85a8/edit#

LINK: https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/

Appendix |

Index

Large: 36m x 37m, 1332m°

Koerner Plaza: Plaza in
front of Waller C. Koermer
Library

Large: 88m x 25m

W. Robert Wyman Plaza:

of Main Mal and Momorial
Road

Large: 26m x 33m

[World of Opportuntty Campaign

Medium: 53m x 46m

Geography Couryard
oo s the ok
onia

Suiing

raphy|

Small: 15m x 36m
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Completed matrix (2/9)

Appendix |

Kiinck Courtyard: Located
o Leonard S. Kiinck
9

[Medium: 20m x 38m

(Open courtyard, away from the
main walkway. framed by four

Courtyard mainly used as a

ing he day.however he
grass area s very rarely use
at all. Adjacency of
courtyard to Koerer Library.
also directs traffc flow through
the courtyard waliavays.

Uncovered, rarely used i rainy or cold
|weather. Poor drainage on the grass
lpatches.

iage could be improved on

Ipuddes. Food trucks (or coffee
stations) could also appear in

the a
|away from the T
[Tim Hortons near Sauder.

Sauder/Triple O's
Restaurant Plaza: Located
loutside Triple Os, adjacent|
to Henry Angus Buiicing

Medium: 70m x 22m

Concrete plaza outside
restaurant/food court. Large
number of tables available all
throughout during warm weater.
Boundaries demarcated by the.

s, Main Mall, and a glass
Concrete ledge.

ieup often leads out the door

‘ound noon on weekdays.
Most people use the plaza for
relaxation and nutriional
purposes.

[Seating is only avallable in w:

[buy fo0d in one of the restaurants.

Chemistry Block B&C
Courtyard: Located in an
lopening between B & C

Smal: 32m x 17m

Concealed in a shady area
between two blocks of the.

The courtyard is used primariy
by students walking to a
but

i actually si

Chemisiry blocks off of loveled at approximately 1m | down on the benches or
Main Mall below the Main Mall walkway. Thef the space socially - wt lights to
the courtyard are g 0 do more safe for
y students
buidings and the hanging
rovides refuge from the heat
and is probably used more for [seasons).
social purposes.
glass mosaic on the walkway has
appealing qualites.
First Nations Longhouse | Small: 26m x 25m Circular, paved rooftop plaza with| The plaza is not heavily used af The sound of running water is very. Excerpt from the UBC Library
Plaza: Located along West| 2 large wooden centrepiece | any point during the day (i [audible on the plaza, howe\ very| |website: “Chief Simon Baker of
cross fror y perhaps due dificult

Geography building

[coming from (peple are

located away from any high
buidings, so the only shadow
fallng on it comes from the

by Lower Mall road). The place
s rarely used by anyone other

‘The wooden

the lirary.

{the Squamish Nation gave the

Iname to the ibrary at the First

Nations House of Learning

(Opening Ceremonies on May 25,
e

[programs.”

lbe an asset.

Buchanan AC Courtyard:
Located between the A &
C Buchanan blocks.

Large: 162 m x 28m

iy concrete

The space is heavily used by

it on the sides, a

and from
class, relaxing in the courtyard
and outside the Cafe, s well

. |as the concrete ledge

surrounding the tree and the
benche

side of the courtyard.

The
courtyard is heavily used all
throughout the day due to the

for its customers along Buchanan
A. One large tree s located in the

however the waer feature and thel

feature provides the soun
running water when in use (main

I f Arts classes,
the Arts Co-op program offces.
and the Arts Advising Office
eing located within the
Buchanan buidings.

during the summer).

for anyihi
[and rainy weather.

porary or
|permanent) would allow for
lbetter use of the space. Arts

linformational fairs (for potential

lappropriate added attribute
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Completed matrix (3/9)

Appendix |

Library Garden (IKB):
(Garden and plaza i front
of rving K. Barber building

Large: 84m x 158m.

[The space is heavily used by
culty and

[The Ladner Clock tower does not
contribute much to shadowing on the

land vegotal
|centrepiece of the garden is a

[across from the Leaming Centre
lentrance. Another major focal

(tourists often com
ogreph e s
|Sounds (fountain =

e g
also preserving
hesiveness of

):
|seating and desis where
studenis can study, rlax, and

nch; &) availabilty of
larass palches and greenery is
Useul during warm. cry

Jaza The restof the s

(Gisseciod by small concrete:

pathways ahd hus dvided into
llr spaces (such

relaxation purposes (i.e
lont

|watching in thei spare time.

that much of this areais grass & gets
soggy when wet.

Food trucks i his area would

beneficial to the public

Medium: 29m x 56m, 1624

)
green spaces - poor drainage

[This area could serve ina

larea would be popul

Largo: 104m x 44m, 4576m*

- Car

N N

il

Sidonts at al h

(Emiop) el

ic art
installation - bicycle racks -

luncovered

irequent usage
by campus raci
|commun

recriing -
location of food truck - used for

o

the traditional culture of this group|

[ The central location of

xpanded types of
programming. Allowing pre-
lexisting campus groups to take
|controlof this space would

|court by athletic teams.

Medium: 42m x 70m, 2940m"

|eating area - movable tables.
land chairs used for

ximity (o other green spaces -
lted automoble access

[This building and surrounding

[Area should remain open to
faciltate the continued use of
|space as a picnic and casual

the University lsporting area
lconcrete bicycle usage - used for
informal games of fisbee and
hacky sack
Medium: 36m x 88m, 3168m" - quiet [ mixture of vegetation types including [The former Vancouver School of |Area could benefit from both
the: of sunny day - [lree, gardens and lawns - few [Theology constitutes a new increased seating in addition to
leconomics, laddiion to the University of more rain cover
s ~few [Columbia after ts purchase

movable seating - concrete

bicycles, automobies, and

- Biitish

|access on north side

[Vancouver School of econor

Medium: 35m x 45m, 1575

primariy
built n seating - bicycle racks

moderate p

avi from
rain - e vegetation - some
overgreen trees - garden area in south
ond -

[Area would be good candidate
for setiing up student service.
infor Food truck
|could also be profitable and

oo N
Sexting wouid incease vibranc
nd use of area ’

Medium :150m x 48m,
7200m*

ly vegetated - no pathways -

e - ltle lighting at

programmed activites including
tight rope walking and campus
lcub booth displays.

- grass has
ly eroded as a

square.

[Area is notin major need of
|additional programming as it is

o satety

Large: 30m x 300m, 9000m"

[Trolley bus loop - many s

framed by medium ise
this will change
following the completion of the

- High levels of bus,

side
of road

lorganized programming takes
place here despite high levels
lof usage by campus
|community

- easly accessed by emergency crews|
- well It  effects of shadoy

change s construction
space

programming
|well as ciub booths could liven
[space
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Completed matrix (4/9)

Appendix |

[Small 18m x 27m, 486m°

covered concrete area - bull
seating

litle used space despite being

reas - usage.
peaks at night (especially on
Wednesday during Pit Nights a

lite vegetation - well It -easily
acoessed by automobiles -
close proximity to future public field

[Programming here would not be]
Gependent on whether a space

physical health services
available on campus by setting
up displays.

Large: 120m x 68m

Situated within Thunderbird park,
|surrounding the other fields, itis a
large grass Rugby Field.

(Al filds are used by varsity
teams and local clubs for
practices, toumaments, and
james. They are also Used by
fans, parents, and other
ihe various sports|

Thunderbird park is mostly open,
uncovered space. The fields
themselves

[from sunligh

s they are outdoors).

Frank Buck and Arthur Lord fields
|were recently upgraded. As of

Programming here would be
dependent on the Athletic

the fieids
fenced off and will reopen for play|
[Spring 2016.

Food
carts for spectators could be
beneficial

Large: 120m x 68m

Situated within Thunderbird park,
su other
large grass Rugby Field,

Al

ids are used by varsity
and local clubs for
pracices, toumaments, and
games. They are also used by
fans, parents, and other
spectators of the various sports|

q....ams_a“.m;_maﬁ_,%m...
uncovered space. Tha elds
[themselves do not have protection

[from sunight (as they are outdoors).

Frank Buck and Arthur Lord fields

fenced off and will reopen for play|
[Spring 2016.

Programming here would be
dependent on the Athletic

Program requiremens. Food
carts for spectators could be

Large: 110m x 60m

Situated within Thunderbird park,
surrounding the other fields, tis a|
large grass Rugby Field.

Al fields are used by varsity
teams and local clubs for
ractices, toumaments, and
james. They are also Used by
fans, parents, and other
spectat ihe various sports|

Thunderbird park is mostly open,
uncovered space. The fields

[rom sunigh

s they are outdoors).

Varsity Rugoy
[Program.

g here would be
dependent on the Athletic
Program requirements. Food
carts for spectators could be
benefical

Large: 240m x 136m

lare two large grass Rugby Fields.

fields are used by varsity

Thunderbird park is mostly open,
uncovered space. The fields
themselves d

from suniight

Programming here would be

spectators.

Large: 100m x 60m

Al filds are used by varsity
and local clubs for
practices, toumaments, and

Wrigh Field is uncovered, however,

for spectators are not covered and are
in direct suniight

[Wright Field is named after Harry

Programming here would be
dependent on the Athletic
Program requiremens. Food
carts for spectators could be
beneficial

Large: 110m x 71mm

Al fields are used by varsity
teams and local clubs for

Thunderbird park is mostly open,
uncovered space. The fields

[Program.

g here would be
dependent on the Athletic

practices, tournaments, and _|themselves have protection Program requiremens. Food
james. They are also Used by |from sunlight (as they are outdoors) carts for spectators could be
fans, parents, and other beneficial
spectat ihe various sports|
Large: 120m x 75m Al fields are used by varsity | Thunderbird park is mostly open, g here would be
IProgram. dependent on the Athletic

playing at night

Program requiremens. Food
carts for spectators could be
beneficial
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Completed matrix (5/9)

Appendix |

Large: RF - 102M, CF - 122M]
LF - 102Mm

Al felds are used by varsity.

for

soccer and ultimate.

[Thunderbird park is mos
uncovered space. The fie
themselves do not have p
from sunlight (as they are out
The batting cage is covered.

i order 1o serve the most fans
easily.

Large: 115m x 71m field;
[400m track

Consists of an 8 lane, 400m track

The track is used by varsily

The track. oval, grandstands and other]

300 . long jump

pit, shot put area & steeplechase
area.

locals, and students to keep fi

The fleld inside.
the oval is grass and the track
all-weather.

Finished in 2009, named in
memory of Rashpal Dhillon.

Programming here would be
| dependent on the At

Program requiremen
[carts for spectators could be.

Large: 120m x 100m

thin Thunderbird park,
e other fields, they
are two large grass Rugby Field

Al fields are used by varsity
ams and local clubs for
tices, lournaments, and

Thunderbird park is mostly open,
uncovered space. The

james. They are also Used by
fans, parents, and other
spectators of the various sports|

from sunlight (as they are outdoors).

Home of the UBC Varsity Rugby - [Programming here would be

Program

|suggested by students
site.

Large: 150m x 74.5m field

Large stadium with bleachers on
the east side and grass seating or|
the west side

dium is sed during
varsity games or concerts. The
stadium has a large capacity
for spectators.

(Opened in 1967. The cables thal |Programming here would be

| dependent on the Athletic
Program requireme

|carts for spectators could be
benefic

Small:21.71m x 6.62m

nce with 4 benches.
way 1o Thunderbird

Though the entrance has
[multiple benches for seaing,
this space is seldom used.

s around the space
ver from the sun and wind.

new.
felds. It s home to many UBC
|Varsity Teams.

ur|

Large: 118.13m x
13112.4m7

Cedar trees

The primary use of this space

ted area consisting of
. The tallrees are

this space in the afternoons
and when the weather is not
clear.

oughout the
Walking path is situated within the par
and connects to the roadside for easy
access.

[Totem Park is named in honor
Indigenous people in British
Columbia. Chief of Fort Rupert

|wa son May 16, 1951. The Ha
section of Totem Park opened
[June 1962, In 1976

of [Gazebo and Community BBQ

ida

Large: 152.77m x 95.77m,
14630 8m7

(Cedar and Fir Trees

The primary use of this space
is recreation and lesure.
People of al ages use the park|

jays, more people using the
ark on clear days. Litle to no
sers after Spm due

this plant species for over 60
vears.

s been nursing

[Gazebo and Community BBQ
|Area, lamplights throughout the
|woods and along paths, picnic
table
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Completed matrix (6/9)

Appendix |

Large: 427m x 5m, 2135m*

[Concrete Tile Walkway

[This long corrdor is used for

|Very low pedestrian traffic in
the morning and afternoon.
Peak traficis at noon.

umounding corndor biock aut oast

[and west views. Quiet atmo

lalong the corrdor.

[The Main Mall corridor is known

Community Mark

drinking water fountain

Large: 408.7m x 100.52m, [Consists of Totem Field studios, [expansive field, mostly grass, some No programming NIA
144760.8m* Plant Sciences Garage, Plant shrubs and bush area. Field recommendations for Totm field
Station, [consists of as it s within UBC mandate to
n, Radiation Instruments a garden and tree keep this space free of
tom development because it s used
[closed the for research purposes.
lgrass are:
research garden area, and hybrid |aspect of the field includes
froes ( Populus richocarpa ) fo |gathring research and stude s space inclcing oagis.
premise.
lof eneray balance of a flat surface
nearby.
Medium: 65.63m x 36.66m, [Synthetic material covering [Peak times of use is based on
2405.9m* lconcrete lgood weather conditions and
[tme of year: ite to no
season. Primary use for
recreation. ing waler
fountain as wel
Smal: 43.31m x 20.81m, i [Benches the UBC began planning for a No recommendation for this _|NIA

501.3m?

space. Tall cedar

g taton & rees are focated on the easiside of the

Slocking ou sunight h e
use d: hours. %

). Winter season
nogardening  |Rhododendron woods west of the
lgarden. Var

[species. in the garden. Garden
i situated within multiple wood plots.

|Community gardens consists of
[volunteer gardeners. UNA works
[with the UBC Waste Management|
|and UBC Gardening Team. The

the UBC in vessel composting
Facilty.

space. Shoud be kept

ts for communiy gardeners.

way

Large: 67.75m x 41.41m,
2805.5m"

[Concrete Tile Walkway, Children
play area with sand, Afew
benches, Cedar Trees

Social atmosphere in this park |Park features a chid play area with
fargely dependant on weather |apparatus. Waling path on the

raffic. Primary use in .._!
season is for com

rouah the space. Sitated
[within a quiet, residental area,

|water flow. Currently no water, this
lcould possibly be used to manage rain|
[runoff (This is a common theme

|moming, noon and afternaon.

[This park area is dedicated to

‘community of UBC.
honored in his name in

Outdoor Cafe Seating Some

Large: 147.05m x 50.34m,
7402.5m"

Concrete Tile Walkway

identical rockiwood

S space for walkwa at both enrances-

commutng through. Primary  |These siruclures are a common theme

users are local residents and {throughout ubc campus. The fock and
\wood to the.

i bouiders 2& is easily
onding

lduring noon. Aftemoon sunlight is
|weak due to tall trees and condos to
the west,
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Completed matrix (7/9)

Appendix |

38

Medium: 46m x 31m, 1426m* Grass ara, Cedar rees, Primary users are local Expansive low lying grass area. Codar] resicential area was completed in [Adult Fitness Park Area, Half
Concrate Tile walkvay rosidents of surrounding condo rees around perimeter of ho grassy 2007. Basketvall Ball Court,
Community Gardening Area
lcommunity
Finof, Bestsunight at a noon: Tal
trees and residence around the
perimoter of the park block out sun in
ine morning and aftemoon.
Medium: 39.33m x 30.6m, Long Concrete Walkway, Sand, Space consists of chidren aparatus residential area was completed in |Rock Climbing Wallfor
1198.6m° Cedar Trees, grass 2007 Chiidren, Water Park
ow lying shrubs dlustered|
Ispace. Space is primariy used g bouldrs Tis park
for leisure. elev:
[space for morning sunlight, noon
ight. Aftemoon is shaded due to
rees on west side of the park
Large: 137.66m x 1.46m, Long Concrete Tie Walkway, |Primary use is for commuting ing and benches for In the 1990' UBC began to build | Along this corridor is spacious
200 9m Cedar Trees, grass through the space. Mainly usec| is connected to nearby| fown. Land lease s areas that are vacant. A
by ubc residents and
|community, many children in
he area. campus. Funds support ubc__interaciing while also providing
diferent amenty 1o the
. itis leased More Lighting is
for 99 years and property of ubc. also recommended
Medium: 29.36m x 49.86m, Grass. Codar Troes, Concrete | Primary i i residential area was completed in | Community Movie Nighs,
1463.8m* | Tile Walkway 2007. Gazebo, Outdoor Community
many families and chidren. Liorary Shelving Unitfor sharing|
[Space of leisre. books within the community
trees and condos, west side of p
|shaded in aftemoon due to tall cedar
rees.
Large: 56m x 43m, 2408m* [-Larged. staggered steps on the |-Primariy frequented by [-The plac s very ‘sanitized’ though [-Markets and bootns along the

[and staff of the museur
used by students - the

/to Main Mal. This is an optimal
area for advertisement and
promotion of the museum as

asitis notan
Jarea through which students
requenty cross.

Museum - only one pat
ihovgh which one can enter (fom biodiversity - Expai
both sides). seating areas within the space

[Medium: 66m x 47m, 3102m* [-Numerou: l frequented by [Patient Park is enshrouded by tall and]
lcreate an i |dense vegetation, makin
people to ice of the space|

5 e - Enciosed n a forcsted  |quet st 9 lalong the
to a relaxed and positive state [Science M:

Com lof mind - Clear emphasis on | predominal
mal mental health considering the place, created by the dense forestatior
(o location and demographic of |and waterfall apparatus

lor from one pathwiay along the  |visitors for this area
Health Sciences Mal)

[Medium: 45m x 45m, 2025m" [-Currently under construction -
Square-shaped layout with two

[-ncreased seating around the

cros 2
|diagonally across the grass ["Hidden" away. notlikely to be [located at the centre of cemented

waliways
encouraging morel
Space s enciosedt by b {hough the area (uals and groups to make.
lgves s shape. s outdoor space.
Medur: 66m x 55m, 3576m" seating arca T Dense and tal ree cover creates Placing ables as opposed (o
with ohers or esting hade for located benches may creats a more
Dut instead appears o have boen [alons > ts [drecty ) social envronment,
ou uas_n:n:m l prosimity o Woodvard o, esdng o s encouraging in
s benches [food ervices, he hospital loroups to make.

le access _ |demographic: science
‘A:273m* |students, engineering students| |viewed favourably by students.
public healthimedical students, |who frequent the Woodward
medical patients lappears (o be buit around the ibrary and would like to study.
|outdoors instead.

|outdoor space. This may be

lonto
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Medium: 50m x 30m, 1600 g area, Primarily Rain cover along overiop
benches, and lables - No green |wih oihers - a
[ wil the di
o
carcely used he space diects your
csinetc quail tieniion to ths area.
Som A: 164 "

Medium: 40m x 23m, 920m* Concrete skatepark features | The skatepark [ The skatepari s west of Thunderbird [A food truck or permanent

lor the playing of music
throughout the day - An

Large: 180m x 25m, 4500 Large, expansive boulevards thall [-University boulevard has patches of The sqare was named oloung
flows of people - its grass-covered long 55,250,000 donation from UB levard (e.g. bake
area of high traffic, making it [edge - The dividing feature at the. alumni Raymond Lee and his
for middie of y | wite, Money Lee.
organizations to set up booths ins many marsh-like natural
|where they can reach a large res, including tall grass, waterflow] ey &
number o people - Seating lowing the cown-sioping Spography, Raymond M.C. Lee Square

[textbooks, eating)

people from campus and bus
loop: entry and exit point.

Large: 270m x 29m, 7830m* Large boulevard area covering thel Several benches are located |-Trees ine both sides of Main Mall -
lengih of e midde of campus' (Grass cover divides the two sides of
marked by Main
Martha Piper Plaza - two pa precipitation
walkways divided by a grass
- Diagonal walkways cross over
the grass, creating a pathway to permiting)
cross over to the other side of
Main Mall L: 253m W: 39m A
580m"
campus
Large: 85m x 60m, 5100m* foot traffic the [-Outdoor Concerts dues to larae]
thesouth  in lights - rarely ain and cold lgrassy area and raised levels
th i i the lare adequate for the presence
it on —_|elements except for undercover cafe lof a stage or seating
from the Earth
throe smaller rect; are often fully ocoupied on - |Science Building fal on e seating
north side of the space in the evening
lsun
undercover so they are also
used on rainy days when i s
between the grass area and the | pathway for pedestrians at
concrete rectangle - thin grass | night due to the lights
area runs through
the concrete rectangle
Small 30m x 23m, 6907 _grass semi-circle beside a it amountof oot raff s fused inwarm and sunny weathorbut Haida Carving exhibited in the |- Student engagement and
bya [isoffof ot in wet el space: Bemard Kerrigan Haida - |educational iscussions on the
concrete path has pr o acites carved BEG (NITEP) 1900, LS
pioce of books - used for studying -used to 7 Ferag Assisan
grass area- ot mainain the bee hives

has a wooden wallof Haida

maintain a social presence on
concrete square - a concrete rainy days.
bench surrounds half of he grass

oroup ough the hole to
lgive light to the earth."

- flag pole in the western side of
area - the area has great
acoustics - the south side of

the north eastem side of the
space
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Large: 109m x 8om, 8270m*

large grass rectangle sur

unded |-

is area s pr

arily used by |-

by is lower
than the n. wester concrete path

foot lraffic along the paved

) $§ 1o the grass and

in the grass field and engage i

cast on the eastern side of the space

the n. weslern side

the morning and

sunny warm
[days - students have

wooden benches

the grass
paths that run through the space

[common buiding and to
(classes from ther residences

the
buidings:

gravel area could be converted
02 communy

[Medium: 81m x 34m. 2754m"

coneats unning west oo

athways
an bo a high area of oot

cts Main Mal

to spaces

ounge or

north side of the space

along wiercon
ydrant on the north westem Side

lengage
lon'a common basis mos
[due to siop and uneven

|- more of an aesthetic area
than social

More concrete benches along
ho wider path as they are often|
occupied on sunny days

[Medium: 84m x 76m, 6384m*

-oval grassy area surrounded by al-

udents walk through here

- he path on the outsde of the grass

and southwester sides and

Jutside of he oval - the steps
land b anice

the grass oval is only used in
 Shadows do not

a1 arcuay are
Castor st of e crescent it

ovai dipping into a
oval of grass space. - smasx
facing the crescen
. easter side -apy
the south wester i
crescent

ldays

area as its an open area

bute plaque dedicated to.

.~ Outdoor concerts or
the stairs

“a trbute plaque
irvey Hograld Homin
(1885-1976) who was a pioneer

used for the audience and the.
open grassy area can be used

philanthropist - A gate of

south side of the crescent with

Eolk
Transilvania donaled by

Open grass are could be used

Limited

suchas
farmers markets

[Medium: 162m x 33m,
5346m*

the midle 2

“high

- path used for

separated by educatio road -bol
grasey recanglesaro n the

Sctivities
including lying down and
Ireading - . eastern rectangle

ot aciviios
weather bt not 25 common in et
\weather, day o ovening - shadows

of

taken up
lorange feature that there is

o
oo o s ging
o o ria Pt Saume

it

p: this
space in a major way

- Food Truck at the base.

rassy area on West Mall

[Large: 83m x 43m, 3569m"

b e g
and 113 8 whia condiele.[amoun and bishes,
sl relract

Daved paitwiays and one paiiway
made by people walking on it~

are on the grass space. - in the
i the o

there are paches

and it trees.

parking spaces

from social uses of space

- Shadows affect

e edges of the

[
day but it doesn't seem (o take away
from the experience of the area

Use open grass areas o
display student art work

[Medium: 74.1m x 38m.
2815.8m7

Medium rectangle of grass

John's Callege. - Another

- quiet place to sit and study -

at night due {o the lihts around the

par
with the widih of the rect

rectanglo with low hedges on the
ouiside of the concrete path.-

low levellight is in the midde of
oach side of the rectangle within
the hedges -

[volleybal on the grass.

s most used - No shade from
buidings as they are very low down.

more benches as seen In the
Northem comer placed inthe

of the grass rectangle

Large: 365m x 3om, 14235m*

 long stretch of green area with

igh foot traffic area during
at

hadows always affect a least one

the outside of it with thinner
pathways crossing through

o o conrolo painuay - ke

ihe eastern side of Main
ight features are along the
of the wi

ocean and to the Southeast you
can vew s g pole and

o
ine the space - people inhabit the
space for longer periods of time

days when there s not wet weather -
[t space

- Farmers markets along the

40
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