SUPPORTING DATA 2008 UPDATE
15 Architectural Design Guidelines

1.

1.a.

Inventory and Analysis of Existing Conditions

The architectural inventory of the Main Campus of Florida Staméversity in
Tallahassee falls roughly into three categories: the Catlegbothic Buildings on the
East campus dating from ¢.1900 to 1930; the post- World War Il buildimgise West
side of Woodward Avenue; and those buildings which have been retroftatadofder
housing stock to accommodate University offices, housing, and research efforts.

Existing Campus/Community Architectural Character
Refer to the Appendikigure A.1 andTable A.1, for locations.

In the 1830’s, the Gothic style of architecture became an ettaddlarchitectural style
in England. However, the spirit of the Gothic style transcendedattenal boundaries
and eventually it came to represent the pinnacle of truth and beaatghitecture.
During the 1870’s, university and college buildings designed in the Goitile began
to appear all over the United States. When the Florida Stateg€dbr Women was
established in 1905, the Collegiate Gothic style had developed intoianatigt
recognized form and was chosen by the Board of Control as the noodehrhpus
design in Florida. From 1905 to 1955, the Board of Control architects ddsigngus
buildings in the Collegiate Gothic style.

Building Style
Original Campus

These facilities include both the original campus buildings and neaent buildings
that are sensitive to the architecture of the original campus.

Original buildings include Bryan Hall (1907), Westcott (1911), Reyndgld¥l1),
Johnson (1913), Broward Hall (1917), Psychology Building (1918), Murphree Hall
(1921), Dodd Hall (1923), Gilchrist Hall (1925), Williams (1926), Landis| KE335),
Montgomery Hall (1938), Longmire (1938), Cawthon Hall (1949), Diffenbaugh (1950
Kellogg Research (1965), Shores Library & Information Studies (19814, the
Kuersteiner Music Building (1950). These facilities are mai@bllegiate Gothic in
style.

New or retrofitted buildings include the Regional Rehabilitati@nt€r, the Pepper
Center, Shores Library and Information Studies and the Sandals Building.

These buildings are Collegiate Gothic in style or, in the odske newer structures,
neo- or pseudo- Gothic Revival. Each new or redesigned building is, &t leas
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marginally sensitive to the historic fabric of the original campus.

Planar, red brick facades with regular fenestration chaizetéhe buildings of the
original campus. Windows are double-hung operable sash in wooden surrounds. Many
of the building facades are anchored at both ends by pavilions vatinatiee gables

and elaborate window surrounds. $¥®to 15.1 Tile or slate pitched roofs, with little

or no overhang, are punctuated with large dormers. The elevat®hghlighted with

lively brickwork patterns, including diapering. Brick courses areriopted with
courses of light-colored limestone and terracotta details. Stoagirdgbccurs around
doorways and in string courses, quoins, portals, arcades, and belowSzse/&hotos

15.2 15.3 Stone bays add a sculptural quality to some of the brick facadeBhoto

15.4 A number of buildings employ crenellations to terminate the main facade and hide
the pitched roof behind. Seéehoto 15.5 One of the distinguishing features of the
original buildings is the consistent use of the four-centered @tsh.slightly flattened

arch is used in combination with the High Gothic pointed arch to defoeways,
portals, porch entrances, and arcades.Phe¢os 15.6and15.7. A nearly flat arch can

be seen over the entrance to the Kuersteiner Music Building anch@awall. See
Photo 15.8and 15.10.When rendered in brick, shallow arched forms are used in more
utilitarian areas, including arcades and bridges between buildingPhS&e15.9
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Photo 15.1 Reynolds Hall (1911)
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Photo 15.2 Gilchrist Hall (1925) Photo 15.3  Williams Building (1926)
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Photo 15.4 Stone Bay Window Photo 15.5 Southeast corner of
Broward Hall (1917)
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Photo 15.6 Dodd Hall Entrance (1923) Photo 15.7 Psychology Building
Entrance (1918)

Revised:

FS-200
13 June 2008

15-6




SUPPORTING DATA 2008 UPDATE
15 Architectural Design Guidelines

Photo 15.8 Kuersteiner Music Building Entrance (1950)
Photo 15.9 West Quadrangle of Reynolds Hall (1911)
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Photo 15.10 Cawthon Hall (1949)
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Post World War Il Facilities:

This period's buildings include the Strozier Library (1956), the Bsilduilding
(1967), Oglesby Union- Moore Auditorium (1964), Sandels Building (1956),
Housewright Music Building (1979), Rovetta Business Building (1957), <bgle
Union- Crenshaw Building (1964), Roberts Hall (1971), Molecular Biophysics
Building (1963), and Dittmer Lab of Chemistry (1967).

The buildings of this period attempt to match the sense of niayeaad color of the
earlier construction while employing more modern materiall siscexposed concrete
and curtain wall. A number of modernist, flat-roofed, box-like buildings are designed as
freestanding objects. The facades and plans are organized arobtelstrsictural bays
and make use of precast elements and more compartmentalizectlbdding. The
architectural sense is one of a structural frame clad witklps&edPhotos 15.11and
15.12 The Science Cluster has buildings that are both larger and taliezhthan the
rest of campus. The Keen Building (1965) and the more recent McCblaih{1975)

are notable for their use of a high-rise vocabulary of elemiaictading precast panels
SeePhotos 15.13and15.14 The Crenshaw Building’s (1964) south-facing sun screen
of concrete baffles is also unique on the campusP8et 15.15 Their larger massing
and the much larger expanses of fenestration, including strip windoalse these
buildings stand out on campus

Although a number of the facilities built in closer proximity ke toriginal campus
have a fairly close affinity of interior and exterior spa¢eg. the Sandels Building
(1956), seePhoto 15.16, most of this period's building have limited connections
between interior layout and exterior arrangement. As with thginal campus
facilities, entrances are monumentalized with stone or concateamd some joinery
details are in stone. Séoto15.17

1980s and 1990s additions (1980-1995) :

The buildings of this period include the new addition to the Student Ud@i),
Dodd Auditorium (1993), the Fine Arts Building (1978), the Rovetta Businesdiiyii
“A” (1983), the Leach Student Recreation Center (1991), the UniveZsityer (1994-
1997), the Student Life Building (2000), and the Public Safety Facility (1998).

These buildings are often a great deal more sensitive todlee staterial, detail, and
feeling of the original buildings than the post World War 1l lites. Both as infill and
free-standing structures, these edifices use the original ptamamd facade concepts.
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Open courtyards and campus spaces are formed by low-scaled, coffigral forms

of brick and concrete. Pitched roofs and porch-like entrance overharkgbdtk to the
original campus. A variety of materials sensitive to the origatene and brick are
employed. Se@hotos 15.18 and 15.19

1995 to Present

The buildings built during this time frame implement the Architeal Design
Guidelines that are currently part of the Campus Master Pléiese buildings build
upon the special character and graciousness of the Original Camipissis done by
not necessarily replicating details precisely, but rathatiog facilities that genuinely
and recognizably reflect the beauty of the historic buildings onpuam Using
appropriate scale to create humanistic and inviting spaces khsasveproviding
picturesque asymmetrical buildings is part of requirements ofe tlggsdelines.
Differentiation and appropriate use of monumental (dominant) versus whose are
fabric (subordinate) is expected. Examples of buildings of thegemied (current) on
the Main Campus are: the Chemistry Building, Wildwood Halls, tlodeGe of
Medicine and the Student Life Building and the Student ServicediBgilSee Photos
15.24 and 15.25 Examples of buildings of this time period (current) on the Southwest
Campus are: the Middleton Golf Complex at the Seminole Golf Coamse the
Morcom Agquatics Center.
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Photo 15.11 West Service Court for Bellamy Building (1967)

Photo 15.12 William Rogers Hall (1965)
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Photo 15.13 The Keen Building (1965) Photo 15.14 McCollurall (1975)
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Photo 15.15 South Elevation Activities Building — Union (1964)
Photo 15.16 South Elevation of Sandels Building (1956)
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Photo 15.17 South Entrance of Rovetta Business Building “B” (1957)
Photo 15.18 New Union Complex Arcade (1964)
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Photo 15.19 Dodd Auditorium (1993)
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1.b.

Architecturally Significant Historic Buildings
Refer to Appendix for locations.

Original Campus

These facilities include both the original campus buildings and nement sensitive
additions. The buildings are Bryan Hall (1907), Westcott (1911), Reyr{aRikl),
Johnson (1913), Broward Hall (1917), Psychology Building (1918), Regional
Rehabilitation Center (1919), Murphree Hall (1921), Dodd Hall (1923) héslicHall
(1925), Williams (1926), Central Utilities Plant (1930), Landis Hall93b),
Montgomery Hall (Formerly Montgomery Gym 1938), Longmire (1938), Cawthon Hall
(1949), Diffenbaugh (1950), Kellogg Research (1965), Shores Library & lafam
Studies (1981), and the Kuersteiner Music Building (1950). See historgclacation,
Figure 3.4.

Building style
These facilities are called Collegiate Gothic. See degmmigin pages 15-1 and
15-2.

Age
These facilities were built in a period ranging from 1907 to 1938.
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l.c Inventory of Existing Architectural Elements
Refer toFigure 15.1andTable 15.1for locations.

Materials
Original Campus (1907-1949) :

The material palette consists of red brick facades accedtwath “precast stone” or
terra-cotta details, including bay windows, door surrounds, window liatadssills,
gable details, crenellations, and sculptural panels. Multi-paned windpesped it
pairs of threes, are wood framed. Visible roofs are primarily red andileseith dark
accents. SeBhotos 15.1and15.8

Post World War 11 Facilities (1950-1979) :

The modernist material palette consists of exposed concratdusal bays, usually
placed atop a concrete podium, with back infill panels. In some buijdingsrete and
curtain wall technology dominates. Sekotos 15.12and15.13 The roofs are all flat,
with many having overhangs.

1980s and 1990s additions (1980-1995) :

The material palette of these facilities is similathose materials and details of the
older campus. There is a greater use of concrete for both stractdrdetail, and some
of the roofs are flat with overhangs. Brick is used more as ddidlg than a
load-bearing wall. See Phot®5.20and15.21

1995 to present:

The material palette these most recent facilities eemilhat is seen in the Original
Campus with its use of materials and details. There isegraaé of concrete for both
structure and detail, and some of the roofs are flat with ovgshaBrick is used more
as a cladding than a load-bearing wall. See Photos 15.24 and 15.25.

Architectural Districts
The campus can be organized architecturally into districts including:
Northeast Quadrant: Arts and Theatre District
Southeast Quadrant: Original Campus Historic District
Northwest Quadrant: Call Street Science District
Southwest Quadrant: Stadium and Sports District
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Photo 15.20 West Facade of the Rovetta Business Building “A” (1983)
Photo 15.21 Biomedical Research Facility (1991)
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Color
Original Campus

The original campus has a palette of red brick textured wéhsoneam or white stone,
pre-cast stone or terra-cotta details, and cream window trinframing. Doors are
usually in dark wood stain. Visible pitched roofs are mottled ragld dark accents.
This color scheme not only plays nicely against the Florida skytheutolors also
seem to be enhanced by the effects of time and exposuréh8s 15.5and15.8

Post World War 11 Facilities (1950-1979):

These buildings make use of some of the original campus’ cdettepaombined with
the use of more modernist materials such as concrete. Sculgemangs, such as
precast panels, or sunscreens, match the building’s structuraber® in color and
scale. The concrete tends to be noticeable in its discoloratiortieRlorida elements.
SeePhot015.17

1980s and 1990s additions (1980-1995):

The buildings of this period usually match the chromatics of tiggnati campus. See
Photos 15.22and15.23

1995 to present

These buildings were developed after the Architectural Guidehees adopted as part
of the Campus Master Plan. The guidelines build on the architebtentdge of FSU.
Colors for the brick and details will be as close as possiliteose used in the historic
zone. Se®hotos 15.24and15.25
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Photo 15.22 Roberts Hall East Elevation (1971/1989)

Photo 15.23 South Entrance Addition to Dodd Hall (1993)
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Photo 15.24 College of Medicine

Photo 15.25 Wildwood Halls
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Detailing
Original Campus

See pages 15-1 and 15-2 for a description of details in the origangbus. The
detailing of the elevations with the brick and stone elements andepid of the
entrance porches are referential to a load-bearing masonryuchiost, which for most
of the 20th century buildings is not a true reflection of the structure.

Post World War 1l Facilities

See page 15-9 for a discussion of the detailing in FSU's post-World War ltiefacili
1980s and 1990s additions

See pages 15-9 and 15-10.

1995 to Present

The detailing in buildings of this period is intended to reflectvlaem and gracious
feeling evoked in the historic zone. While it may be difficoltprecisely replicate,
today’s architects can indeed create facilities that genyunagld recognizably reflect
the beauty of the historic buildings on campus. Policy 1A of SectiqArthitectural
Design Guidelines) illustrates several detailing elements for coatimter

Style
Original Campus

The buildings of the original campus are characterized by a rplamglish-based

architecture, characterized as “Collegiate Gothic”, emplpyed brick-faced facades
with stone, pre-cast stone or terra-cotta details. Be#0 15.1 Projecting pavilions

mark both building entrances and end bays. The building entrances drasutiee

formal organizing element of the front facades, on the central @xsymmetrical

buildings, set off-axis for a more picturesque composition, or sdteiramngle of an

L-shaped building. Building doorways, especially major entrances,framed by

elaborate stone work and set into deep porch portals. Internabpkmgements are
organized by double-loaded, central hallways.

The sculptural brick piers and spanning elements of the origingbusalioridges are
also handsome, and are used to provide rhythm and repetition to the uddireghal
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skins. Sed€’hotos15.26and15.27
Post World War Il Facilities

The buildings of this period are of the modernist vein. The concrete gl system,
sometimes painted, hold precast concrete or brick panels. Adddings are of a
“high-rise” configuration. SePhotos 15.12and15.14

1980s and 1990s Additions

The buildings of this era are complementary to the originapoanfabric. The infill,
add-on or freestanding facilities make use of strong sculptieraleats and an affinity
to the original campus forms and materials. Some detail elsraemtifferent from the
original campus buildings. Major entrances and vertical circuladre accentuated on
facades through material details such as stone or brick surraunfdsmal treatment
such as stair towers. SBaotos 15.28and15.33

1995 to Present

Styling reflecting the Original Campus with its use of JaaobBevival architecture
forms the buildings of this era. This styling is clearlystrated in the Architectural
Design Guidelines which form Section 15 of the Goals, Objectives altdeB of the
Campus Master Plan.
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Photo 15.26 Bridge Details

Photo 15.27 Bridge between Johnston Building to Gilchrist Hall (1925)
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Photo 15.28 Student Union Car Court
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Scale
Original Campus

The buildings of the early era are predominantly perceived as tarfour stories tall
given the changing topography. The buildings naturally respond to therpyim
pedestrian scale of campus, with those buildings surrounding larginaggées having
correspondingly larger scaling elements. Scaling devices andiahaketails such as
windows and doors with their surrounds, especially at ground level, drased and

give a human scale to the larger brick facadesPBe#o 15.29 In the original campus,
the breezeways and bridges enclosed courtyards created witldmdpuilusters. See
Photo 15.3Q

Post World War 11 Facilities

The main campus facilities of this era are taller andelaig scale. Most of the
buildings are less well connected to the ground or outdoor spacePh8&el5.31
The design of the facade elements of these buildings (for exatmel&een Building
facade and the entrance bay of the Rovetta Business Buildstghave a large-scaled
presence appropriate for distant views but not necessarily dangaises. Selehoto
15.13 and 15.17.

1980s and 1990s Additions

The facilities built in this era are more closely akin to ohiginal campus scale and
human-scale feeling. These buildings also frame more humanlgdsa@mpus
guadrangles and courtyards while employing increased connectionebetva®or and
outdoor spaces. S&hoto 15.32

1995- Present

The buildings built in this time period seeks to create humarsgaces that are
inviting and academic in nature, rather than barren and stetidetesf in some of the
campus buildings of a previous era. In order to achieve the propky and

positioning of campus buildings, it is necessary to follow the objextareachieving a
characteristic open space/quadrangle at FSU that are discussed intBeme
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Photo 15.29 South Elevation of Cawthon Hall (1949)

Photo 15.30 Broward Hall Arcade (1911)
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Photo 15.31 Northwest Corner of Bellamy Building (1967)

Photo 15.32 Courtyard of New Union Complex (1987)

Revised:

FS-200
13 June 2008

15-28




SUPPORTING DATA 2008 UPDATE
15 Architectural Design Guidelines

Siting
Original Campus

The building masses tend to be a series of discrete formdl joineither linear or
courtyard clusters. The building blocks are used to frame and enltéosete campus
spaces that are, for the most part, humanly scaled. Those buildatgsathe larger
campus quadrangles have correspondingly larger scale eleanehndése taller. There is
a moderate level of integration of indoor and outdoor spaces in thiédadhrough
entrance porches, courtyards, and covered arcadeBhS&rs15.9and15.3Q

Post World War Il Facilities

These buildings are modernist- free-standing towers of greatde, arranged as
independent, free-standing elements. They employ few connections hbetviegor
and exterior spaces; the majority of this era's facilaiessealed off from the outside,
with the exception of some larger entry courtyards, where builehtrginces are often
accentuated and strip windows or curtain walls often dominate taddacSe®hoto
15.33 These free-standing buildings tend to be located on major, almoanhtva
quadrangles and form the end to long vistas - potentially nedeggitheir 'larger
scaled elements. Sé&thoto 15.13 In the buildings constructed closer to the original
campus, there appears to be a more defined design appreciation ¢ontieetion in
interior and exterior spaces. Jeleoto 15.16

1980s and 1990s Additions

A number of the newer buildings do continue the campus planning myadiiddosing
and framing courtyards. They also make use of porches andegatletie interior and
exterior space together. Sebkoto 15.28

1995 to Present

Buildings of this era seek to achieve proper scale and positioniregdus buildings
by following the objectives for achieving a characteristic gg@ace/quadrangle at FSU
which is discussed in Element 3. Additionally there is s diffegan facilities that are
“monumental” (dominant) and those which are “fabric” (subordinate)onhental
buildings are those which occupy prominent positions, such as at thefead
guadrangle, and whose architecture dominates and sets the tonbke fantire
quadrangle. The massing and architectural details of théséngs should belong to
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the rich design heritage of Westcott Building. Fabric buildings, antrast, are
subordinate buildings in their courtyard and are those which requirddé&ssing and
whose massing can be simpler, such as straightforwarchgetaa “boxes.” However,
these buildings should still be fine and handsome in appearancexcéltest example
of a subordinate, fabric building that is still outstanding is Montgomery Hall.

Photo 15.33 Entrance Elevation Biology Building Unit |
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Image
Original Campus

The Collegiate Gothic approach to design shown in the origingbes imparts a sense

of a traditional, pedestrian-scaled college campus. The maatette fits a sense of
campus place, and elements of variation, color, indoor-outdoor connections and
distinguishing architectural uniqueness that support the diversistuafent life at
present. SeBhoto 15.3

Past World War Il Facilities

A large number of this era's facilities are used for sdienéind related service
functions. The designers of the buildings attempted to use the sasr@amacabulary

of the older facilities at a larger scale for a cladding moment. Almost as if these
buildings were machines, they are anchored in fairly inhospitaditengs, with a

minimum of human scale at the ground level. Beeto 15.34

1980s and 1990s Additions

These later buildings, evincing the change of building technaotomye the original
campus forms, nonetheless try to match the human scale, the bristoaadnaterials
and details, and the campus feeling of that earlier collegiateonment. Se®hoto
15.35

1995 to Present

The buildings built during this time frame implement the Architeal Design
Guidelines that are currently part of the Campus Master Pléiese buildings build
upon the special character and graciousness of the Original Camipaigsrchitectural
Design Guidelines ensure that there is a match of the hurab #e brick and stone
materials and details, and the campus feeling of that ieedliegiate environment. See
Photo 15.25
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Photo 15.34 Science Corridor View

Photo 15.35 West Entrance Elevation of New Union Complex

Revised:

FS-200
13 June 2008

15-32




SUPPORTING DATA 2008 UPDATE
15 Architectural Design Guidelines

2. Future Needs/Requirements

2.a. Assessment of Building Coordination and Contribution
Following is an assessment of the degree to which existingirmyildesigns are
coordinated on the FSU Main Campus, and the degree to which they cortiloute
detract from the visual or functional quality of the University.

2.a.1  Assessment of Campus Building Design Coordination
This section will assess the degree to which overall coordmati campus building
designs has occurred on the Main Campus.

The buildings on the FSU campus can be grouped into three geneigorieste
Category |, the original campus, consists of those buildingshidneg followed the
historic precedent set by Westcott Hall. The design of thesedlitgsl generally
conforms to the Collegiate Gothic style, although other styles pagsent. (For
example, Dodd Hall and the Johnston Building are examples of GothicakReMost
of these buildings are in the historic zone as shoviigare 3.4

Category Il, post-World War Il facilities, consists of thos#ldings whose designs are
Modern Style. The majority of these buildings occur in the wesiad central part of
the campus. Category lll, 1980s to the 2000’s additions to the campustiohi®se
buildings whose designs, though obviously contemporary, make serious tdfoefer
visually to the aesthetic qualities of the Collegiate GothideSExcellent example:
from this category include the College of Medicine, the ChewiBuilding, the
Student Life Building, the Student Services Building and Wildwood Hedlsddition
to the above categories, there are scattered buildings with varichigectural styles.
Many of these buildings are small wood frame or brick buildiregsd are not
considered significant for this study.

When considering the overall coordination of campus building designs ovidime
Campus, it is helpful to think of the campus being divided into twoasectt the area
east of Woodward Street and the area west of Woodward Streetliviibien, although
an oversimplification, is useful when noting that the area to thieoéa#/oodward
contains most of the Category | buildings and the area west of Voddwvontains
many of the Category Il buildings. Category lll, which has fdwest buildings, is
represented throughout the campus.

The eastern side of the campus is the most homogenous in style. The overadiampres
this side of campus gives is that of a Collegiate Gothic camfvestcott Building
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makes a spectacular architectural statement that introcue&otlegiate Gothic motif
to the campus. Sited on a hilltop at the end of College Avenue, Weassestttowers,
crenellations, bays, and stone detailing to create a fine veofidhe style. The
buildings along Convocation Way -- Longmire Building, Jennie Murphee, Hall
Reynolds Hall, and Bryan Hall -- make an outstanding architédcensemble of
buildings that is strong, coherent, and beautiful. &0 15.36 The buildings around
Landis Green are another example of a coordinated architecttatgment.
Surrounding Green is a mixture of Collegiate Gothic buildings (Laridial,
Montgomery Gymnasium), Gothic Revival buildings (Johnston Building), aodekh
buildings (Strozier Library) and they blend into a handsome addition to the campus.

Some additions to the east side of campus have been of Caliégonyst notably the
Tanner Hall and the new Classroom Building (HCB). This type ofittensddition
has made an excellent aesthetic contribution to the campus. Therddwvether
additions that are not as successful. The addition to the front oDiffenbaugh
Building can be praised for its incorporation of the handsome stone Jaaibanto
the glass and brick facade. However, this addition could coordinetier with
neighboring buildings that are far more Collegiate Gothic in appear The similar
brick color and the addition of a single detail in the historic carspds is not enough
to make a successful category Il building/addition. Attention ralsst be paid to the
building form, roofline, window proportions, building bays, decorative string esurs
window ornamentation, etc.

A few buildings on the east side of campus are poorly coordinatedhe campus
design. The exterior of the Kellogg Research Building is todmemended for its stone
detailing and brick color. However, the mansard roof is inappropriaterin for the
campus. Gables and a pitched roof would have been one preferred solution.
Furthermore, although the building may meet functional needsuiif@stunate that it

fails to provide a handsome, formal statement to terminate Pagkuky one of the
most attractive streets on tRoto 15.36 Buildings along Convocation Way
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Photo 15.36 Buildings along Convocation Way

Revised:

FS-200
13 June 2008

15-35




SUPPORTING DATA 2008 UPDATE
15 Architectural Design Guidelines

2.a.2

FSU periphery. Another example of a building that does not coordinake tigt
historic zone is the Bellamy Building. This building, Modern in stydees not
contribute to a coherent campus design style.

The western side of the campus is not as homogenous in feébbogh it does make a
fairly consistent, if unexciting, Modern architectural statement. The sajme this side
of campus gives is that of a series of disconnected, individual busldmgstructed in
moderately varied Modem idioms. This is not to say that thet side of the campus
lacks charm and a collegiate atmosphere. In particular, the walkg @all Street are
very pleasant. However, this is primarily due to landscaping and not to anyctohite
distinction. Some of the buildings on this side of campus belong tgmeable
architectural styles that are part of the Modern idiom.

During extensive interviews on campus during the preparation of tiggnadr
Architectural Design Guidelines, FSU faculty, staff, and studprifessed a nearly
unanimous desire to design future FSU facilities to conform to the sty{estedories |
and lll. 1t was generally felt that the buildings in Catggtrwere aesthetically less
desirable. The possibility was discussed of using Woodward Avenudiasliiag line
to set off the western half of the campus as a zone in which Maaher Post Modern
architectural styles could be built. However, this option was mogen. It was felt that
Category Il buildings that both took contemporary and also maka @esthetic
references to the Collegiate Gothic style, were the mosbppate ones to build near
existing Modern buildings and were also acceptable next to macdys€ollegiate
Gothic buildings.

Assessment of Individual Building Visual/Functional Quality

This section will assess the degree to which several of thpusa significant buildings
contribute to or detract from the visual or functional quality ofUinéversity. Not all
buildings are discussed in the following pages. However, a repregergatnpling is
reviewed of major buildings on campus that significantly add to gqhality of
University life and to the character of the major campus spatks. facility
descriptions below highlight the diversities as well as the patsrdnd challenges of
existing campus facilities. Refer to the Appendix for building locations and namber
Building numbers are those assigned by FSU.
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Photos 15.37 Westcott Building (Building 1) (1911)

Architectural Character Defined

This is the proto-typical Collegiate Gothic facility, symbalfcdhe brick-based campus.
The interiors have been modernized to accommodate primarily athatives and
service functions. The interior lobby/entrance sequence hasnhedernized to a less
than sympathetic degree with the character of the building. Thefréze building that
houses the Ruby Diamond Auditorium is of a larger scale, mark&ddey expanses of
unfenestrated brick.

Wooden double-hung windows ganged in pairs of groups of four charadtexizeale
of the primary facades, two stories above a basement to the Témstprimary,
symmetrical elevations are topped by crenellations and pitdeeadifs with cupolas.
On the central axis, marked by a projecting pavilion flanked by kaéee turrets, the
major entrance is characterized by a recessed "great"poftatone accessed by a
monumental stair.

The building's architectural presence and functional locationmgjar contributor to
the high quality of the University's historic campus area.
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Photo 15.38 Dodd Hall (Building 4)

Unique Architectural Character

This former library facility, now academic offices and daess, is Collegiate Gothic.
The grand and elaborate portal leads to a fine entry lobby deplasd wood detail
and a great hall library/reading room characterized by wood quesintrusses. The
exterior asymmetrical massing, the steeply pitched roof, rémt @ntrance with turret,
and the bay organization of the facade, with great gothic windotihall, create an
attractive example of modern Gothic Revival. The facility has &adumber of

sympathetic modifications and a successful addition, Dodd Auditorium, &arsief

Street.

The building's architectural presence and functional location consilhaté¢he high
quality of the historic campus area.
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Photo 15.39 Jennie Murphree Hall (Building 12) (1921)

Unique Architectural Character

This L-shaped residential facility is an important elemanthe definition of major
campus open spaces. The elevations employ symmetry, with the eedshofong

range anchored by projecting gabled pavilions of Flemish silhouéti.pifimarily

brick facades are enlivened with picturesque bay window and entasembles, a re-
entrant entrance portal at the corner juncture, and a pitcheddflevith dormers. The
building’s architectural presence and functional location does contributiee high

quality of the University’s historic campus zone.
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Photo 15.40 Reynolds Hall (Building 13) (1911)

Unique Architectural Character

Also an L-shaped residential hall, the front facade is composedsefies of mini-
gables as crenellation, alternating with dormers in the stgefalged tile roof. This
building, joined by bridges and porches to its neighbors, is patheoblder campus
network of connected buildings. The primarily flat facade usedptiral entrance
porches to create the campus great portal effect.

The building's architectural presence and functional location dogshute to the high
quality of the University's historic zone.
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Photos 15.41 Bryan Hall (Building 14) (1907)

Unique Architectural Character

This building is among the oldest on campus. This residence halleleasrecently
renovated and now provides suite-style housing for 131 men and women.. &ifiar ext
iIs characterized by a symmetrical elevations with diatnens. Projecting towers
flanking an entry loggia behind three Jacobean arches marks the central axis.

The building's architectural presence and functional location doesbctetto the big
guality of the University's historic area.
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Photo 15.42 Gilchrist Hall (Building 16) (1925)

Unique Architectural Character

This T-shaped residential block is part of the interconnectdrii campus. The brick
facades are marked by regular placement of pavilion and pawed windows, a
pitched roof with gables silhouette, and ornate entrance porches. Thisdifacades
are additionally highlighted with stone detailing.

The building’s architectural presence and functional location doefsiloute to high
quality of the University’s historic campus area.
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Photo 15.43 Johnston Building (Building 17) (1913)

Unique Architectural Character

Bridges and porches to the other buildings of the historic cangmusect this complex
containing administrative offices, testing facilities, and buildisgrvices. The
asymmetrical western facade is of a grand scale edigeampropriate for a major
campus open space. In structural bay configuration, fenestratiorst@melvork, the
elevation is a good example of Gothic Revival. The prototypical cammis of
steeply pitched roof and the great, ornate sheltering portaloable for their quality.
The entry sequence and large function rooms, some of which havedikeed to
office suites, can and should be rejuvenated to their former grand presence.

The building's architectural presence and functional location dméshbute to the high
guality of the University's historic campus zone.
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Photo 15.44 Dirac Science Lab (Building 20)

Unique Architectural Character

This modern facility contains administrative offices and liesaand has an important
presence astride a major pedestrian axis. The dominant steppegladanky and the
expanses of brick, used in floating panels that belie the naturérafkastructure, are
quite dramatic, although not especially pedestrian-friendly. The gearichnce,
sheltered by porches at the top of a grant stair, leads to an fgEn @an dominated
by a concrete waffle-slab ceiling and exposed ductwork. Theibgis architectural
presence and functional location are among the best in the Sciermead together
make a quality addition, albeit a Modern one, to the campus.
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Photo 15.45 Rovetta Business Building “A” (Building 23) (1983)

Unique Architectural Character

This modern complex, containing classrooms, academic offices, andégyrhas an
important presence on major campus open spaces. The box-like brick faitade
modern metal strip windows, often protected by metal sun-screenankhefinity with
the buildings of the older campus, which are characterized by itarsinbock-like
massing. The well-designed porch and entrance areas serve to préwvidea scale
and create a modern interpretation of the great portal condeptinterior lobbies are
less successful. The building’s architectural presence and furlctmoaion does
contribute to the quality of the University.
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Photo 15.46 Montgomery Hall (1938)

Unique Architectural Character:

Montgomery Hall, formerly known as Montgomery Gymnasium, is conthbos¢hree
distinct arms forming a T-shape. Interconnected by bridgesparthes to the other
buildings, this structure built in the latter 1920’s has a varietscafed elements. The
asymmetrical eastern facade is of a grand scale esgeafgbropriate for a major
campus open space. In structural bay configuration, detail of fet@strand
stonework, and asymmetrical composition, the elevation is an excekanmiple of
Jacobean Revival.

The prototypical campus motif of steeply pitched roof and the gresdie sheltering
portal are notable for their quality. The entry sequence and farg#ion rooms are
utilitarian. The building's architectural presence and functionalitocdoes contribute
to the big quality of the University's historic campus zone.
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Photo 15.47 Leach Student Recreation Center (Building 26) (1991)

Unique Architectural Character

This modern complex, containing student-related services, recretacilities and
support areas has an important presence on the west end of camgxsibésant
massing, materials, and colors are appropriate for this “actwetinct; facility
“works” as a stand-alone, almost sculptural building that actig&glays its internal
programmatic arrangement. The well-designed porch and entrasas serve to
provide a human scale and create a modern interpretation of thepgredtconcept.
The interior atria are very successful.

The building's architectural presence and functional location dméshbute to the high
guality of the University.
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Photo 15.48 Roberts Hall (Law) (Building 32) (1971/1983/1989)

Unique Architectural Character

This modern complex, containing law school classrooms, acadenuesoéind support
areas has an important presence to the east of the main carspaiuberant massing,
brick and stone details materials, and colors appropriately teetbve elements of the
older Historic Campus and to the precedent of the University ofjinig. The
sculptural building actively displays its internal programmatraregement. The well-
designed porch and entrance areas serve to provide a humamscaleade a modern
interpretation of the great portal concept.

The building's architectural presence and functional location doesbcdatto the high
quality of the University.
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Photo 15.49 Longmire Building (Building 72)

Unique Architectural Character

This handsome building is characterized by an asymmetridabifiek facade with
selected stone details including window surrounds. Steeply slopedotfs, and
projecting pavilions with ornate portal entrance and bay windows tharlcompact
building. It has been recently retrofitted with external fit@irs. The entry sequence
and function rooms on the ground floor are particularly attractive. bithieling is
interesting in its mixture of Jacobean and Gothic architecturafan®he building’'s
architectural presence and functional location does contribute toghejuality of the
University’'s historic campus area.
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Photo 15.50 Landis Hall (Building 74) (1935)

Unique Architectural Character

This residential hall, connected by bridges and porches to the lth@ings of the

historic campus, is an exemplary facility supporting modern cameeds effectively
while having the required monumental character. The north and southSacasimle

and arrangement are very different. The asymmetrical norfagaede is of a grand
scale especially appropriate for a major campus open spacethdisouth elevation
and courtyard is symmetrical and more humanly scaled. The pra@atygampus motif
of steeply pitched roof with dormers and the great, ornate shgltgortals are evident
on both sides. The entry sequence, lobby, and larger lounges aresr@xseltheir

quality.

The building's architectural presence and functional location doasbctatto the big
quality of the University's Main Campus.
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Photo 15.51 Kuersteiner Music Building (Building 89) (1950)

Unique Architectural Character

This post World War 1l facility, containing classroom, studio, pentoice and office
spaces is an exemplary facility supporting modern campus nefedsively while
having the required monumental character. The east facade ia gfand scale
especially appropriate for a campus edge. The prototypicapus motif of steeply
pitched roof and the great, ornate sheltering main portal has bged. The entry
sequence, lobby, and larger lounges are excellent in their quaditglesigned, the
building section and plan configuration is well suited to a number agrammatic
needs including office suites and isolated practice rooms. This rgiftéxibility is
complemented by the dedicated performing spaces in the newoadditthe west an
Housewright Music Building to the north. Additionally, the amphitheasededined by
an open loggia, is a well-scaled outdoor space that may serveratgype to other
open-air facilities at FSU.

The building's architectural presence and functional location doasbecatto the high
guality of the University's historic campus area.
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Photo 15.52 Strozier Library (Building 134) (1956)

Unique Architectural Character

This modern facility has a southern entrance facade, composecladurstieglass with
stone vertical sun screens that are of a grand scale digpapjaropriate for a major
campus open space. The other elevations, based on the need bothddrdoness and
minimized fenestration, are less connected to the campus. Tilty featlows the
modern vernacular of a brick, flat-roofed box with curtain wall applied, inoperable
steel strip-windows. The building’'s grand scale and functional locdtes contribute
to a quality campus.
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Photo 15.53 New Union Complex (Building 51) (1987)
Crenshaw Building (Union) (Building 193) (1964)
Activities Building (Union) (Building 194) (1964)
Moore Auditorium (Union) (Building 195) (1964)
Union Post Office (Building 199) (1952)

Unique Architectural Character

This modern complex is an excellent example of the addition ategGry Il building
to campus. In this case, the new Union spine not only handsomely reféhe t
Collegiate Gothic precedent on campus, but also helps to make a colbkotatof
group of disparate buildings. As it joins the facilities, it dletps to create a series of
pleasant outdoor spaces that are popular student gathering spaces.bilitdiag
definitely contribute to the high quality of the University campus.
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Photo 15.54 University Center (Building 223) (1994/1997)

Unique Architectural Character

This spectacular new facility, which houses academic, athiatid, administrative
facilities, is an outstanding example of Category Il buildingcéapus. The new
Center makes dramatic references to the Collegiate Go#gsegent on campus, and is
so sited as to make a definitive architectural statement tentime City of Tallahassee.
This building definitely contributes to the high quality of the Uniwgrsempus and is
an admirably bold statement of the modern validity of the historic campineatciral
style.

2.6. Individual Building Assessment of Accessibility
The accessibility assessment is to be provided by Florida Shaiversity System
independent of this study.
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