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1. PROPOSED LAND USE 
Currently, the University does not have formally defined areas of land use on the Main 
Campus.  North Campus has generally been associated with the Arts, Humanities, and 
campus administration while South Campus has been considered home for the Sciences. 
Land and building issues have been addressed accordingly, encouraging the juxtaposition of 
like disciplines in order to facilitate campus transit and ensure the efficient distribution of 
utilities and services. 
 
In the course of the Plan development, five issues pertaining to land use have clearly not 
reached a final resolution. 

1. Parking Policy 
2. Veterinary Medicine 
3. Greek Housing 
4. Agricultural Lands 
5. On Campus Housing 

 
These issues are either in a state of rapid evolution or require a more detailed study than 
this plan will allow. There is the need for a more comprehensive parking study to be 
commissioned in conjunction with the development of new comprehensive parking policies 
and financing options (see section IV C Parking Space Projections).  
 
A separate detailed study should be conducted for Veterinary Medicine’s land and facilities 
needs.  The study is required not only to define their extensive and immediate needs but 
also to facilitate consensus building within the School.  The complex demands of the small 
and large animal hospitals combined with the academic and research facilities will require a 
professional study beyond the scope of the Physical Master Plan.   
 
Greek housing is another complex land use issue; the scope of which goes beyond the 
Physical Master Plan. Comprehensive discussions of the future of Greek housing on 
campus have already begun and should continue in order to develop a strategy to address 
the problem of degenerating Greek facilities. 
 
The College of Agriculture and Environmental Sciences (CAES) has many outstanding 
land-use issues that need to be addressed.  These include the consolidation of the 
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University’s agricultural lands, and the future growth and development of the three major 
extension campuses.  The CAES has developed a Facilities and Land Use Task Force 
Report which includes facilities and land use policies and recommendations for the main 
campus animal related programs.  This report is exemplary of what should be developed 
for the other CAES campuses and facilities.  Similar to the College of Veterinary 
Medicine, the whole of the CAES is comprised of many complex elements including both 
academic and extension.  This complex structure combined with the various locations of 
the facilities merits the need for a more comprehensive and detailed study.  
 
The University housing department should develop an implementation and financing plan to 
carry out the University’s goals of developing the capacity on campus to house all 
freshmen and sophomores, as shown on the proposed physical master plan.  

 
 
2. BUILDING USE 
Natural adjacencies of compatible programs and buildings have occurred in different areas, 
but this network has remained loose without the development of formally defined districts. 
The proposed plan recommends a continued effort to group buildings of compatible uses.  
The proposed plan reflects the unwritten goal that elements of like disciplines be located in 
close proximity to one another (see Figure VI.A 2).  This would facilitate the distribution of 
utilities and service functions that like disciplines would share.  This could also have a 
positive effect on campus transit and interdisciplinary academic, research, and service 
interactions. 
 
Building sites have been shown on the proposed plan that fall into 3 categories (housing, 
parking and academic).  It is strongly suggested that UGA develop policies that will 
continue to refine the process of assigning building uses to proposed buildings.  Policies 
should be adopted that facilitate a detailed and comprehensive examination of sites to 
determine their best uses, taking into consideration the context of immediate surroundings 
as well as the whole campus.  
 
It should be understood that for any University there would be a natural cycle of 
obsolescence of buildings. There will not only be a constant need for new facilities, but also 
for the restoration and substantial renovation of older buildings.  The latter is a major 
concern for older institutions like UGA.  While the University’s replacement value of 
buildings is about 26% of Georgia’s University System total, UGA maintains 64% of the 
buildings which are over 50 years or older in the entire system.  With age factored into the 
formula, UGA’s needs represent 33% of the system total as calculated by the Regents’ 
formula.   
 
Included in the appendix is the University of Georgia’s FY 1997 Building Condition 
Evaluation, and a summary of the estimated building correction costs. Over time the 
continued patchwork and retrofitting of an old building for a new use may prove more 
costly than the construction of a new facility.  The price tag for neglecting the renewal of 
campus infrastructure increases every year.  Current policies associated with MRR 
funding do not allow for the process of renovating older buildings to work as efficiently as 
possible. 
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3. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT DENSITY 
The proposed plan incorporates a concentrated effort to provide the needed future facilities 
for approved and anticipated growth on contiguous campus land.  The strategy of 
identifying future building sites on areas in close proximity to or between existing buildings 
is referred to in this plan as infill. This increased density will provide for the preservation of 
agricultural lands adjacent to campus and the efficient use of infrastructure and the campus 
transit system, while creating a better walking campus and a better sense of community.  
This concentration of new development on contiguous land will provide the opportunity for 
buildings to be used as the defining edges of open spaces.  These open spaces will then 
contribute to the creation of a network of open spaces that provides the backbone of a 
clear comprehensive campus plan. 
 

4. FUTURE DEVELOPMENT ZONES / RECOMMENDED LAND ACQUISITIONS 

The highlighted areas in Figure VI A 4 are properties that are not currently owned by the 
University, but would be optimal sites if acquired for future growth, given their proximity to 
the academic core of campus.  As these properties become available for acquisition, it is 
strongly recommended that the University seriously consider their purchase. 
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