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ABSTRACT:

Univercity: An Academical Territory

Spencer Lindstrom

This thesis explores how a particular relationship to the 
landscape can help us understand ourselves within the 

world. Beginning with Gregotti’s work on the territorial 
scale, this thesis proceeds to explore the question of how 
the perceptual effects of an architecture might allow us to 

actively occupy vast spaces.

Following the progression of the university campus typology 
from its conception in Europe to Jefferson’s “academical 

village” and to its present state, the project takes as its 
experimental ground an existing campus, consolidating the 
school’s disparate facilities on a new site and readdressing 

the role and form of landscape in the campus.

In its architectural manifestation, the project is an 
experiment of two complimentary megaforms, leveraging 

a reverberation between viewing and occupying objects to 
explicate the existing landscape and inform our literal and 

figural place within it. 
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INTRODUCTION: THE PHENOMENAL TERRITORY



This thesis explores how a particular relationship to the 
landscape can help us understand ourselves within the world.

To that end, it explores the university campus as an experiment 
in how we can actively occupy vast spaces. Through the 
construction of new vantage points which engage the human 
relationship with the natural landscape, this thesis seeks 
to build an awareness of self-position centered outside the 
individual, positioning the contemporary subject simultaneously 
within the physical landscape and accordingly within an 
existential one.

These notions, of actively and mindfully occupying vast 
spaces, are inherent in the discourse of the territory, which 
attempts to parse the ontological and architectural questions of 
scales somewhere between the architectural and the urban.

Perhaps the best introduction to the idea of the territorial scale 
is the work of architect and theorist Vittorio Gregotti. Stretching 

across two miles, his master plan design for the University 
of Calabria (Figure 1) produces a datum that measures and 
totally redefines its context, becoming an intrinsic part of the 

new landscape. In an explication of the project in relation to his 
ideas about the territorial scale, Gregotti writes:

“Modification reveals an awareness of being part of a pre-existing 
whole, of changing one part of a system to transform the whole. 

[...] It is modification which transforms place into architecture and 
establishes the original symbolic act of making contact with the 

earth, with the physical environment, with the idea of nature as a 
totality. Such a concept of the [Calabria] project sees architecture 

as a system of relations and distances, as the measurement of 
intervals rather than as isolated objects. [...] Before a support 

was transformed into a column, a roof into a pediment, and 
stone heaped upon stone, man put stone on the ground in order 

to recognise a place in the midst of the unknown universe and 
thereby measure and modify it.”1

Figure 1: University of Calabria, Vittorio Gregotti, 1972. Territorial occupation 
through datum.
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For Gregotti, the measurements that these 
modifications produced were inherently tied to their 
context. Observing the overlapping and sometimes 
surreally confrontational relationships between 
humans and wildlife in the context of the chosen 
site, (Figure 2), this thesis suggests that society 
lacks the critical distance to assess and understand 
these relationships in everyday life; how and where 
we as a species fit into this world. Accordingly, the 
project grapples with the architectural question of 
how to gain such a critical distance, how to make 
those relationships visible (Figure 3). 

Building on Gregotti’s work, the project explores 
the megaform and the landscape as machines for 
observing, measuring, and reconstructing these 
relationships in the mind of the viewer; operating 
simultaneously at the phenomenal and territorial 
scales, it is both a literal and an existential platform 
from which to gauge for oneself our place in the 
world.

Figure 2: Right: Examples of 
the tense and overlapping 
relationships between humans 
and wildlife in Northern 
Colorado.3, 4

Figure 3: Opposite: Early 
exploratory collages 
examining the phenomenal 
edge as the manifestation of a 
clarified relationship between 
built form and natural and 
cultivated landscapes.
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In order to explore the phenomenal component 
of inhabiting the landscape (and potentially an 
architectural manifestation of that experience), 
let’s look, first, at a control, an image of a single 
landscape. It’s beautiful, if a little banal (Figure 4). 
There’s nothing dominant to measure it against, 
so the ways in which it is constructed by human 
occupation are fairly subtle, with only some roads 
and small buildings to indicate that this is an 
agricultural area. 

This is actually the landscape, however, of one 
of Hans Hollein’s collages, which features an 
aircraft carrier embedded in some rural hills (Figure 
5). This is a powerful move in and of itself, not 
only for the juxtaposition of the mechanized and 
the bucolic, but for demonstrating the ability of 
the megaform to measure and reconstruct the 
surrounding landscape; to make it legible. The 
object in the landscape, though, is only half of the 
story. The other is the occupation of the object, the 
perspectives that it produces. 

Inhabiting Hollein’s collage and taking it a step 
further, imagining instead standing on the aircraft 
carrier looking out, produces some similar effects 
as well as some new ones (Figure 6). The 
landscape is once again legible in its juxtaposition 
with the mechanical, but we also literally gain a 
new perspective on it, a privileged position in the 
landscape that begins to engage the viewing subject 
as well. 

Figure 4: The Unexplicated Landscape.
Agricultural construction of landscape remains latent. 

Figure 5:  Aircraft Carrier (Hollein).
Megaform measures and reconstructs landscape. 

Figure 6: Privileged Platform.
Megaform produces a new subject position overlooking the landscape.
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In combination, these effects begin to multiply 
(Figure 7). There is a powerful tension, 
demonstrated in this collage, between viewing 
and occupying an object in the landscape; the 
two objects begin to inform each other as well as 
the  space between. Seeing an aircraft carrier in 
the distance, we better understand the one we’re 
standing on, and the same is true for someone on 
the opposite craft. At the same time, we’ve begun 
to measure and define the landscape itself. Where 
a single megaform passively reconstructs our 
perception of the landscape, two, acting together, 
actively shape and measure space. So through this 
kind of mirroring, we can begin to piece together our 
place within this landscape both literally and in the 
philosophical sense.

Figure 7: Territorial Perspective.
Dual megaforms produce self-reflexive dialogue between subject, landscape, 
and object, measuring both the landscape and the subject’s relationship to it.
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To this point, we have remained primarily in the 
world of the surreal, but what we have established 
thus far is that there is a dialogue between being 
within and without an object that has the power to 
allow us to actively occupy a vast space. 

We can, however, explore the same ideas with more 
concrete architectural examples. Looking first at 
the “within,” at Mies’ collage for the Resor House in 
Jackson Hole, Wyoming, the architecture is staged 
as a background, almost disappearing in order to 
frame the landscape (Figure 8).

Looking from without, we can compare this to 
Craig Elwood’s drawing for the Pasadena Art 
Center which does something similar, but from the 
outside; it becomes a static object against which the 
landscape is intensified (Figure 9).

Again, however, the object and the view are one 
dimensional by themselves, but in combination, 
they produce an intense reverberation. The Elwood 
becomes a kind of analogous body in which the 
subject is mirrored, producing a back and forth 
between framing and occupying that allows the 
viewing subject to begin to locate themselves within 
a vast landscape. It is this reverberation that the 
project is most interested in producing. 

Figure 8: Mies Van Der Rohe, Resor House
Architecture as background; disappearing to frame the landscape.

Figure 9: Craig Elwood, Pasadena Art Center College Of Design
Architecture as datum, measuring the landscape.

Figure 10: Territorial Perspective:
Dual megaforms produce self-reflexive dialogue between subject, landscape, 
and object, measuring both the landscape and the subject’s relationship to it.
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THE AMERICAN CAMPUS TYPOLOGY: 
“AN ACADEMICAL VILLAGE”



In order to explore these ideas through design, the project 
engages the University campus, a program that has always 
been defined by its multifaceted relationships between built 
and unbuilt landscapes. As the university campus evolved in 
Europe in the fourteenth century into the collegiate living and 
learning environment we would recognize today, the campus 
typology was strongly influenced by the cloistered monastery. 
Campuses like Oxford (Figure 11) were typically organized as 
courtyard buildings that maximized the perimeter of their sites 
and provided security and insularity from the city. 5

Figure 11: Oxford University, 1675 Figure 12: University of Virginia, Thomas Jefferson, 1856

In colonial America, however, space was no longer an issue, 
and designs from the period feature clusters of buildings 
that, aggregated over time, began to frame larger-scale 

quadrangles. In 1810, Thomas Jefferson solidified this notion, 
describing his design for the fledgling University of Virginia 

(Figure 12) as an “academical village;” an alternating series of 
classrooms and living quarters framing a village green. This 

idealized relationship to an arcadian landscape has remained 
pervasive in the American campus typology. 6
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Caught between the scale of a single building and the scale of 
a city, however, the campus is ripe for architectural exploration 
on the scale of the territorial experiments of the 1970’s, like 
Gregotti’s aforementioned University of Calambria.

Like Thomas Jefferson’s original UVA campus, this thesis 
produces a complete microcosm of structured cultural and 
landscape relationships, but challenges the stagnant notion 
of buildings on an arcadian lawn. And, like Gregotti’s campus, 
this thesis produces a datum against which to which read the 
landscape, allowing it to occupy a territorial scale, but expands 
the idea of the territory to its effects on the viewing subject.

Figure 13: Evolution of campus 
typology, clockwise from top left: 
European Campus (academical 

colleges within the city), 
American Campus (academical 
village outside of the city), and 
Univercity (academical territory 

between cities).

EUROPEAN CAMPUS
ACADEMICAL COLLEGES
WITHIN CITY

AMERICAN CAMPUS
ACADEMICAL VILLAGE
OUTSIDE OF CITY

UNIVERCITY
ACADEMICAL TERRITORY
BETWEEN CITIES

EUROPEAN CAMPUS
ACADEMICAL COLLEGES
WITHIN CITY

AMERICAN CAMPUS
ACADEMICAL VILLAGE
OUTSIDE OF CITY

UNIVERCITY
ACADEMICAL TERRITORY
BETWEEN CITIES

EUROPEAN CAMPUS
ACADEMICAL COLLEGES
WITHIN CITY

AMERICAN CAMPUS
ACADEMICAL VILLAGE
OUTSIDE OF CITY

UNIVERCITY
ACADEMICAL TERRITORY
BETWEEN CITIES

Figure 14: University of Virginia, Thomas Jefferson, 1856 Figure 15: Univercity, North Bar, Main Facade
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FOUR SCALES, TWO SITES



RESEARCH 
CAMPUS
350 ACRES

FOOTBALL 
STADIUM
10 ACRES

MAIN CAMPUS
400 ACRES

UNIVERCITY
640 ACRES

SOUTH
CAMPUS
150 ACRES

ECOLOGICAL 
PRESERVE
200 ACRES

EXPERIMENTAL 
FIELDS
250 ACRES

UNIVERSITY 
APARTMENTS
50 ACRES

REGIONAL SCALE
Consolidated Campus

The project takes as its experimental ground an 
existing campus: Colorado State University, located 

in Fort Collins, a small city of 150,000 about an 
hour north of Denver. Largely agricultural in focus, 

the school of nearly 30,000 has long outgrown 
its main campus within the city proper, and has 

since fragmented across the region. The project 
reconstructs the campus’s landscape relationships 

at four scales, from the Regional to the Architectural.  

Looking first at the regional scale (Figure 16), the 
project is a consolidation of the six existing facilities 

into a single campus, leveraging the research 
landscapes of an agricultural college against 

the housing and learning programs traditionally 
associated with the arcadian landscapes of 

Jefferson’s UVA. This integration has pragmatic 
advantages, but more importantly, it offers to 

expand the range of landscape experiences beyond 
those seen in every college brochure.

Figure 16: (Opposite)
Consolidation of existing 

facilities of Colorado State 
University in Fort Collins, 

Colorado. 
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FIGURE 19: EXISTING MAIN CAMPUS

FIGURE 17: EXISTING SITE

FIGURE 18: VOIDED MAIN CAMPUS At the Urban scale, Fort Collins is in many ways an extremely 
promising place to live. Situated at the Northern end of the 

growing Front Range Urban Corridor and near a wide variety of 
fairly incredible natural resources, it retains a unique character, 

even among other Front Range cities. That said, its fairly 
normative contemporary urbanism largely fails to capitalize on 

the opportunities for contrast that this unique setting affords.

 The project, then, operates 
on dual sites, relocating 

the existing main campus 
to produce a void in 

the city. This parallel 
action produces a closer 
relationship between the 

two sites, tying the middle 
of the city to its periphery, 

while also bringing a unique 
experience of the outside 

back into daily life.

URBAN SCALE
Voided//Occupied Sites

URBAN SCALE FIGURE 20: PHENOMENAL VOID
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NORTH SOUTH

Two Megaforms produce a dialogue through their similar scale; 
equal, but differentiated to produce the full range of landscape 
relationships.  

Figure 21

Figure 22

Figure 23

Figure 24

Figure 25

Figure 26

Figure 27

EMBEDDEDFLOATING

INTERIOR HORIZONPLATFORM

HORIZONTAL CIRCULATION
AT HORIZON LEVEL

HORIZONTAL CIRCULATION
AT PLATFORM

LIGHT FROM ABOVELIGHT FROM SIDES

CIRCULATION AT EDGESPROGRAM AT EDGES

GROWS OVER TIME STATIC

TERRITORIAL SCALE
Dual Megaforms

ARCHITECTURAL SCALE
Megaform as Landscape

At the territorial scale, the project is organized into two parallel 
bars, each a mile long and a mile apart; about the same as the 
walk from one end of Rice’s campus to the other (see site plan 
on next page).The space framed by these bars then incorporates 
the relocated agricultural and ecological research areas. Both the 
introduction of these megaforms and the modification of the space 
between them allow the project to actively engage the landscape.

At the architectural scale, then, these two bars (Fig. 21) are set 
up as each one-half of a dialectic, through their engagement with 
the ground (Fig. 22), the views that they produce (Fig. 23), their 
primary circulation (Fig. 24), the way they receive light (Fig. 25), 
their plan configurations (Fig. 26), and the way that they function 
over time (Fig. 27). 

These dialectics allow both bars a unique relationship to the 
landscape through the views and the objects they produce, to 
allow the fullest possible range of landscape experiences, and 
through their similar size, these differentiations begin to form a 
dialogue.
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INTERVENTION: THE ACADEMICAL TERRITORY



collective programscollective programs

LIBRARY OFFICES

individual programsindividual programs

collective programs

OFFICES OFFICES

LABS

AUDITORIUMS LABS

HOUSING HOUSING HOUSINGHOUSING

DININGDINING

CLASSROOMS

STADIUMGYMNASIUM CLASSROOMS LABS

PROGRAMMATIC DEPENDENCIES Continuing to explore the architectural 
scale, we come to the question 
of program. In order to achieve 

the aforementioned phenomenal 
reverberation, the sequence of looking, 
occupying, and looking back becomes 

highly important. To this end, the university 
programs are split between the two bars to 
choreograph a cycle between them (Figure 
28). Collective “anchor” programs (used by 

nearly everyone) are divided: the stadium 
and gymnasium anchor the North bar, 

while parking and the library anchor the 
south. The remaining living and learning 

programs (used nearly everyday) are also 
split; classrooms and labs in the North and 

housing and offices in the South. 

These distributions produce a daily cycling 
between the bars, approximately one 

trip back and forth per day. In so doing, 
the occupants are exposed not only to 
the fullest possible range of landscape 

experiences, but are encouraged to 
triangulate their location, both literally and 

figurally, within this environment.  
Figure 28: Programmatic 
relationships between the 
bars.

Spencer Lindstrom Univercity: An Academical Territory

15



PARKING

GROUND ACCESS

MAIN STADIUM
ENTRANCE

MAIN GYM 
ENTRANCE

POINT-LOADED CIRCULATION

MAIN 
LIBRARY 
ENTRANCE

The flip-side of this 
programmatic distribution is, 
of course, circulation.  In the 

point-loaded vertical circulation 
system of each bar, a series 

of elevator and stair cores 
support movement each 

within a limited radius, the 
density of each occupied floor 

precluding expedient horizontal 
travel beyond the neighboring 

cores. In order to move long 
distances within a single bar, 

occupants move up or down to 
the “horizon” level (in the North 

bar) or up to the “platform” 
level (in the South bar), on 

which horizontal movement is 
unimpeded.  

This distribution ensures the 
activation of the horizon and 

platform levels, thus embedding 
the phenomenal aspects of 
the project directly within its 

everyday workings.

Figure 29: Point-
loaded vertical 
circulation and 
circulation paths 
between the bars. 
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Figure 30: Elevation obliques of the main 
facade and a typical floor of the North bar. 

NORTH BAR, ARTICULATED 
ELEVATION

NORTH BAR, TYPICAL FLOOR
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Figure 31: Elevation obliques showing the main 
facade and a typical floor of the South bar. 

SOUTH BAR, ARTICULATED 
CEILING SOUTH BAR, TYPICAL FLOOR
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Figure 32: Stacked Plans:
North Bar: Classrooms 

and laboratories 
embedded in a cultivated 

ground.

South Bar: Housing and 
offices floating above an 

ecological preserve and a 
porus parking surface.

1

1

2

2

3

345

N
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Figure 33: Stacked plans 
of North (above) and 
South (opposite) bars.
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2 4

[SOUTH]

Figure 35:
Section 2 through 

South bar. Blue view 
cones correspond 

to numbered 
perspectives.

3

4 6

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT/
/EXTERNAL LANDSCAPE

HOUSING UNITS

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT/
/INTERNAL LANDSCAPE

FACULTY OFFICES

CULTURE/
/CULTURE

CLASSROOMS
DINING 
STUDY

SOUTH NORTH

one’s place in the greater world, while faculty and researcher 
offices reflect on the controlled landscapes within, offering the 
opportunity to dwell on the impact of one’s work on that world. 

In both bars, the space between these internal and external 
edges is a culturally intensive environment, which becomes a 

kind of interiorized landscape, intensifying the experience of 
the edges through extreme contrast.

Programs are further located within the bars according to the 
interaction of a subject and a landscape, shown here in section 
(Figure 34). In the South bar, individual student housing 
units face the uncontrolled landscape outside of the project 
(Perspective 1) providing time for private consideration of 
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1

5

1

Figure 34: (Left):
Section 1 through 

South bar. Blue view 
cones correspond 

to numbered 
perspectives.

[SOUTH] TO NORTH BARTO LANDSCAPE BEYOND
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5

[SOUTH]
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3

3

[SOUTH] TO NORTH BARTO LANDSCAPE BEYOND

Figure 36: (Left):
Section 3 through 

South bar. Blue view 
cones correspond 

to numbered 
perspectives.
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space between these internal and external edges is a left as 
a culturally intensive environment, an interiorized landscape, 
which serves to cleanse the experiential palate, heightening 

the experience of the project through extreme contrast. As 
evidenced by the vertically porous interior horizon, it, too, offers 

opportunities for reflection; moments of openness that allow 
consideration of the intensely human landscape.

In the north bar, it is agricultural research labs that face 
the space between the bars (overlooking the agriculturally 
constructed landscape within), while ecological research 
facilities are oriented to the world (and uncontrolled landscape) 
outside (figure 37). As before, the expansive and complex 

9

10

11

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT/
/INTERNAL LANDSCAPE

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

SOUTH

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT/
/EXTERNAL LANDSCAPE

ECOLOGICAL RESEARCH

NORTHCULTURE/
/CULTURE

CLASSROOMS
AUDITORIUMS

STADIUM
GYM

A

Figure 37: Section 1 
through North bar. Blue 
view cone corresponds 
to perspective on next 

page.

[NORTH]
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[NORTH]
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B

E

B

[NORTH] TO SOUTH BAR TO LANDSCAPE BEYOND

Figure 38: (Left):
Section 2 through 

North bar. Blue view 
cones correspond to 

lettered perspectives.
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C

[NORTH]

C

TO SOUTH BAR TO LANDSCAPE BEYOND

Figure 39: (Left):
Section 3 through 

North bar. Blue view 
cones correspond to 

lettered perspectives.
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C

D

D

TO SOUTH BAR TO LANDSCAPE BEYOND

Figure 39: (Left):
Section 4 through 

North bar. Blue view 
cones correspond to 

lettered perspectives.
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E

E

TO SOUTH BAR TO LANDSCAPE BEYOND

Figure 38: (Left):
Section 5 through 

North bar. Blue view 
cones correspond to 

lettered perspectives.
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Previous: Mr. Tucker Douglas.
Right: Mr. William Crothers

In bringing the project into the physical world, the scale model 
strives to again produce these experiences in miniature. 

The masses themselves were an experiment in the occupation 
of a room; a test of the design’s ability to territorialize a space. 
At eight feet long, each of the two bars presents a fairly 
significant an obstacle. At this scale, the viewer is bent and 
prodded around the masses, contorting themselves to perceive 
the various viewpoints, much as they would be in the project 
itself. 

Juxtaposed against the length and breadth of the design, 
1”= 60’ scale figures were again a kind of avatar for the 
viewer; a secondary mirroring that allows examination of 
the self from the outside. The model is, in many ways, the 
only representation of the project that allows a simultaneous 
comprehension of its vast scale and its interaction with the 
viewing subject. 

SCALE FIGURES

NORTH BAR

SOUTH BAR
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Put simply, this thesis expands on the notions of the territorial 
scale and updates the campus typology by investigating them 
through their perceptual effects on the individual subject. 

Representationally, both the exploratory collages and the 
images of their architectural manifestation achieve this through 
a juxtaposition between viewing subject and viewed object. 
In each image, the figure in the foreground becomes a kind 
of avatar, a projection of the viewing subject into the world 
of the project. Rather than framing the image as the subject 
would see it, the images are framed as a kind of out-of-body 
experience, producing in miniature the very critical distance 
that the architecture itself strives toward. 

This visual empathy with the image is heightened by the 
presence of the object in the background, which becomes 

a kind of analogous body; a distorted mirror in which to 
view oneself and one’s relationship to the landscape. The 
architecture itself takes these experiences a step further, 

imagining a distribution of programs and circulation that cycles 
occupants through the project’s range of subject positions for 

maximum effect. 

Through this reverberation between viewing and occupying 
objects in the landscape, the project explicates the existing 
landscape and informs our literal and figural place within it. 
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PRESENTATION BOARDS



UNIVERCITY
AN ACADEMICAL TERRITORY

Through the construction of new vantage points 
which engage the human relationship with the natural 
landscape, this thesis seeks to build an awareness of self-
position centered outside the individual, positioning the 
contemporary subject simultaneously within the physical 
landscape and accordingly within an existential one. 

To this end, the project engages the university campus, 
a program defined by its multifaceted relationships both 
between collective knowledge and individual pursuit, and 
between built and unbuilt landscapes. Caught between 
the scale of a single building and the scale of a city, the 
campus typology is ripe for architectural exploration on 
the scale of the territorial and megastructural experiments 

of Gregotti’s University of Calambria. Like Thomas 
Jefferson’s University of Virginia campus, the project seeks 
to produce a complete microcosm of structured cultural 
and landscape relationships. And, like Gregotti’s campus, 
the project produces a datum against which to which read 
the landscape, allowing it to occupy a territorial scale. The 
project seeks to expand on both of these notions, however, 
by investigating them through their perceptual effects 
on the individual subject. Confronting the subject with a 
measured vastness of both form and space that produces 
an awareness of externalities, the scale of the project 
explicates the existing landscape while also becoming a 
landscape in its own right.

TERRITORIAL SCALE
OCCUPIED SITE

PROGRAMMATIC DEPENDENCIES
Program is distributed between the two bars in order to 
choreograph a daily cycle through the full range of subject 
positions. 

Three collective anchor programs (library, stadium, gym) 
are separated between the two bars, one composed of 
Housing, Offices, and Parking; the other of Classrooms and 
Laboratories. These complimentary relationships encourage 
each individual to make one trip back and forth between the 
bars on a given day, presenting them with an experience of 
the project and landscape as a wholze. 

Programs are then further located within the bars according 
to the interaction of a subject and a landscape. In the South 
bar, individual student housing units face the uncontrolled 
landscape outside of the project, while individual faculty 
housing units reflect on the controlled landscapes within. In 
the north bar, agricultural research labs face this culturally 
constructed landscape, while ecological research facilities 
are oriented to the world outside. In both bars, the space 
between these internal and external edges is a culturally 
intensive environment; an insular interiorized landscape in its 
own right. 

EXISTING MAIN CAMPUS

URBAN SCALE

RESEARCH 
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350 ACRES

FOOTBALL 
STADIUM
10 ACRES

MAIN CAMPUS
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CONSOLIDATION OF EXISTING FACILITIES
COLORADO STATE UNIVERSITY
FORT COLLINS, COLORADO

VOIDED CAMPUS

VOIDED CAMPUS

EXISTING SITE

REGIONAL SCALE

REGIONAL SCALE
Consolidated Campus

URBAN SCALE
Voided//Occupied Sites

TERRITORIAL SCALE
Dual Megaforms

ARCHITECTURAL SCALE
Megaform as Landscape

RECONSTRUCTING LANDSCAPE 
RELATIONSHIPS AT FOUR SCALES 
At the regional scale, the project is a consolidation of 
six existing campuses of Colorado State University, in 
Fort Collins, Colorado, allowing the project to leverage 
the rural setting and necessary research landscapes of 
an agricultural college against the housing and learning 
programs traditionally associated with the arcadian 
landscapes of Jefferson’s University of Virginia.

At the Urban scale, the project operates on dual sites, 
relocating the existing main campus to produce a void in 
downtown Fort Collins. This parallel action produces a 
closer relationship both between the two sites and between 
the city and its ‘natural’ surroundings. 

At the territorial scale, the project is organized into two 
parallel bars, each a mile long and a mile apart (at Rice, 
that’s from the stadium parking lot to the north entrance); 
megaforms that both explicate the existing landscape 
and become landscapes in and of themselves. The space 
framed by these bars incorporates two of the relocated 
facilities: an ecological research area that is allowed to 
return largely to its undisturbed state, and an agricultural 
research area of controlled test plots and small-scale 
productive landscapes. 

TERRITORIAL PERSPECTIVE

Dual megaforms produce self-reflexive 
dialogue between subject, landscape, 
and object, measuring both the 
landscape and the subject’s relationship 
to it.

AIRCRAFT CARRIER (HOLLEIN)

Megaform measures and reconstructs 
landscape. 

MIES VAN DER ROHE, RESOR HOUSE

Architecture as background; disappearing to 
frame the landscape.

CRAIG ELWOOD, PASADENA ART 
CENTER COLLEGE OF DESIGN

Architecture as datum, measuring the 
landscape.

TERRITORIAL PERSPECTIVE

Dual megaforms produce self-reflexive 
dialogue between subject, landscape, and 
object, measuring both the landscape and 
the subject’s relationship to it.
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NORTH SOUTH

Two Megaforms produce a dialogue through their similar scale; 
equal, but differentiated to produce the full range of landscape 
relationships.  

EMBEDDEDFLOATING

INTERIOR HORIZONPLATFORM

LIGHT FROM ABOVELIGHT FROM SIDES

CIRCULATION AT EDGESPROGRAM AT EDGES

GROWS OVER TIME STATIC

HORIZONTAL CIRCULATION
AT HORIZON LEVEL

HORIZONTAL CIRCULATION
AT PLATFORM

FORMAL DIALECTICS
These programatic relationships, in which each bar is 
dependent on the other, are furthered by a set of formal 
relationships, in which each bar is formally unique and 
autonomous, but functions as one half of a dialectic, needing 
its opposite to be complete. 

As megaforms, the two bars produce a formal dialogue 
through their similar scale; equal, but differentiated to 
produce the full range of landscape relationships. The North 
bar is embedded in the ground, while the landscape flows 
underneath the South bar, which ‘floats’ on stilts. The North 
bar is split horizontally in section, producing a new sky and 

an interior horizon, while the South bar instrumentalizes the 
platform as a privileged subject position. Based on a point-
loaded system of circulation cores distributed along the 
project’s length, the horizon and the platform become the 
project’s primary ‘streets,’ allowing expedited travel along the 
length of each bar. These two morphologies lend themselves 
to two different configurations, with the North bar following 
a courtyard logic and receiving light from above, and the 
South bar following a corridor logic and receiving light from 
the sides. In these dialectics, each bar produces a unique 
relationship to the landscape; the northern bar is focused 
on an engagement with the ground and with light, while the 
southern bar becomes focused primarily on views and an 
engagement with the sky. 
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