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Campus Master Plan Process

Phase [i Data Inventeny and Issues Analysis (Aug '05)

Phase ll: Alternatives: & Preferred Concept Plan: (Nov: '05)

Phase lll: Concept Plan Refinement
1. Development of Implementation Strategies, (Jdan '06)
2. Draft: Master; Plan Report (Feh)'06)
. Bublic Hearing/ 1 (April "06)
o, Agency Review & Comment: (July *06)
»» Response toComments (Oct: '06)

Phase IV: Final Plan Document and Adoption

1. EinallCampus Master Plan Report (6ngeing)
o Executive Summary
» Final Data Inventory and/Analysis
» Final Goals, Objectives and Palicies

2. Public Hearing| 2
3. Presentation to UBQOT
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Reviewing Agency Comments
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Response to Agency Comments:
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Response to Agency Comments:

Highlights
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&

, of bedsiproposedito:
prowded by 201415 did not.
Plan’s stated policy of hpusmg
2@% of FIE enroliment;

~ >Newlhbeds

T -

STotalbeds RS g | oom,

>N€t bed gain fgkle? -2 4
>FTE enrollmen}ﬁous g%)___ A1

rh prnse/Justlflcatlon for
i Ckhangew-ﬁ-

Jv!jf

-

| Based on the lower adopted
% R enrollment projection, the
: - | proposed # of beds constitutes a
| higher % of the projected FTE

nroliment.




Response to Agency Comments:

nghllghts

e Sl

| Topic/Comment

PrOJected growth could,
require University

| students, employees . 7]
and staff, or mcreasecf i

i 0
|
,@ il K

—

participation in the
provision of housing

coordination with
governmental agencies
in adjacent jurisdictions.
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October Report

Response/Justification
for Change

conjunction -ﬂrpth the’w.-fg ;

ple T

» Monitor ﬁactors fing to...
safety, transitutiization,
pedest@ap access, et etc.; \{;w
» Promote the Iocaton of néyva@ﬁ |
car%us student orients !
opportunities withi g»v;vrr},g
b|cyél|
the éam‘pus

) ‘M
?

hngan it ¢ Sﬁ@ﬁ

d €5 é %2 ] v-ie j"
con ment sﬁlce tra@!‘st
sheppmg opportunities for: .
students near off- -campus ,jja‘;de;; i
oriented housmg urifisis TS i

;"1 Added to Policy 7.1.1:

“Promote the diversificafi'on of new.
housing stock within ther
University’s context area t’o meet

the needs of its students, &
| employees, and faculty fer Suitable,
ke | affordable housing.”

work with host community agencies

| and organizations as descfibed in the
Housing Element, Policy 7.4.1, to
coordinate, improve, and increase the
availability of safe, diverse, }affordable
housing in the USF area to serve the

“Policy 12.3.1: The Univet%rjty shall

"% | needs of its students, faé Ity, and

employees.”

In addition, the Campus Master Plan
proposes greater hicycle and sidewalk

| connectivity to the context area and

- | expanded off-campus transit service.

Based on the lower
adopted enrollment
projection, the University
will house a higher % of its
enrollment on campus,
thereby decreasing off-
campus housing needs.
Language in the
Intergovernmental
Coordination and Housing
Elements regarding
coordination with the Cities
of Tampa and Temple
Terrace and Hillshorough
County has been
strengthened.




Response to Agency Comments:

Trafflc

Analysis of trip generat|on off

campus transportation |mpacts |

and mitigation measures not

provided. | |
> Trip Generation

> Roadway Improvements

» Multimodal
Transportation and
Transit

ng 1I|ghts

R g_gdﬂ e '
;‘ o “l ﬁfﬁ‘ep()ﬂ_ gl

- Response/Justification for
Change «

- ‘ g
41| > 17,989 add’| student / 21,264

add’l faculty and staff trips
1
| > 15 internal and externz |
Intersections §

» Bike lanes and S|dewalks

added to all roads as pa?rt of
future improvements *
Expanded off-site shuttfﬁ
routes and internal transit
service (Bullrunner andzi-
Bulljogger) '

USFE will support and
coordinate campus
connectivity with Tampa light
rail project (leng-range)

.1--Ir'-—. . o ¥ . £
-+ Trip generation analysis was:

‘inadvertently omitted in the
original DC&A report. These
sections have been re-
incorporated %ﬂd updated
c»I»he4ower ér@]pote}d enro1|mént
alone re§ult ina deargease of
abodt 1,000 |ps re1a{tﬁ/e 0.

nrollment ( :%ofHC) and
-lﬂtlmodal transLoortatmn and

’ re‘duc‘e trip generation
s@gﬂﬁbantly lessening USF's off-
sﬂe&traﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁpacts v




Response to Agency Comments:
Highlights
I

mmé

October Report ¢ ﬁesponse/\]ustification for Change

- LFRY | ];he lower projected enrollment, coupled
. | >New/additional s | -6,0000 | >5,000 with proposed intermodal transportation
: 3 : ) 000) and transit improvements, results in a
»>40-45 ac vs. 6-8 ac lower parking demand. Additional decks
could be built should funding became

> Total spaces

(@)

lots vs. structured@

parking) .
> Parking garages ;}>4 (+2 addmonal decks | >3 (+ 3 to 4 additional

gvéilable or if the geographic distribution
fparking demand shifts because of

if cost-feasible) g decks |f cost feaS|bIe) éevelopment sequencmg
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2005 Ten Year Plan
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Qualitative Elements
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Key Guiding Principles / Goals
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Development Capacity of the Plan

L.ong Range Capacity:

o 8.7 million GSF future
development capacity

0.58 Floor Area Ratio

3/Stary Min. Height
everywhere except;

41Story Min: Height:
along Leroy Collins Boulevard

around the Quadrangle
In the Health Sciences District




Elexibility of the Plan

Loeng Range

10-YearAcademic Bldg.
Sites:

» Plan identifies +/-20 potential
sites for academic building
construction

Llong Range /Academic
Bldg. Sites:

» Plan identifies +/-26 potential
sites for additional academic
building construction

* Plan does not specify
building functions




On-Campus Housing

10-Year:

* Replace +/- 1,150 beds in east
housing area with +/-2,650 beds

o Construct +/- 1,060 new beds
on surface parking lot in west
housing area

* Total +/- 2,474 new beds

» Total +/- 7,000 beds on campus
* 25% of FTE enrollment

* +/-58% of freshman enrollment

LLong Range Housing Blan:

o Construct +/-1,060 additional
beds inwest housing area




Parking Plan

Alternate locations +- 3 Min. Walk

=Zatt SHinVyls - f )| S @m———— e 10-Year:

sComplete Construction of
parking garages 3 and 4

sConstruct +/-5,000 spaces
In 3:additional parking
decks (3'to 4 more if cost-
feasible)

Total 22,000 spaces

L.ong Range.:

Sites reserved for 10
additional decks
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- Magnolia etcher
- North Palm @ Fletcher
- Maple @ Fletcher
- Holly @ 50th
- Elm @ 50th
F - Bull Run @ Fowler
G - Leroy Collins @ Fowler
H - Pine @ Bruce B Downs
| - Holly @ Bruce B Downs
J - Holly @ Magnolia
K - Holly @ Laurel
L - Holly @ North Palm
M - Holly @ Maple
N - Alumni @ Maple
O - Alumni @ Leroy Collin
P - Alumni @ Laurel
Q - Alumni @ Magnolia
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Proposed Intemal
Leop

Proposed Trolley/
Monorail

Proposed Off
Campus Routes:

Route Ala

Route Alb
Route AZ

Route B

Tampa Light Rail
Line/ Stations



Multimodal Improvements — Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities




Greenway Use / Stormwater-Management Plan

10-Year:
West Basin
. - 8.33 credits available
ﬂ ) [ () L) C]’jﬂ qm l [} ; | 22 credits needed

|?u = Mg s 13,67 deficit
- I: ) oyl %E‘ T )| R Raise Lake Behnke Weir

West Bas|ln .-_* Ig I ' (16.14 ac credits)

10
Q{L Waiter retentuon e Bl East Basin

4.41 credits available
= 15.77 credits needed
East Basin - ] 11.36 deficit
Water Quality .- Build nertheast

ﬂ [[:j w*—ﬁ_}ﬁ*‘[ 1) s pond

D@Hﬁ,ﬂ_gﬂ DI[I___]m { ; (15 ac credits)
|

Long-Range:
West Basin

Pond 204C-South — 10.14
Pond 204C-North — 2.85 a(

East Basin
Pond 104A — 19.69 ac creg
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2005 Campus Master Plan Process:

Next Steps

Final Master Plan Document & Adoption

1. Final Master Plan

Executive Summary
Final Data Inventory and Analysis
Final Goals, Objectives and Palicies

2. Public Hearing 2
3. Presentation to and adoeption by UBOT

Development Agreement Review and
Negotiations (with Host Community)




Q&A/Discussion






