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C A M P U S PL A N 

PE E R C OM PA R I S ON

Contrasting the amount of space at the Wooster campus to space at similar institutions is a way 

to put the College’s facility resources into perspective.  A comparison with similar institutions is 

summarized in below.  Included in this comparison are: Allegheny College, Amherst College, Bates 

College, Bowdoin College, Carleton College, Colby College, Colorado College, Connecticut College, 

Davidson College, Denison College, Dillard University, Furman University, Hamilton College, Ken-

yon College, Middlebury College, Rhodes College, Spelman College, Saint Anselm College, St. Law-

rence University, Scripps College, Swarthmore College, Trinity University, Union College, University 

of the South, Wake Forest University, Washington and Lee University, Wellesley College, Wesleyan 

College, Williams College, Wittenberg University, and Xavier University.

The chart below compares the amount of non-residential gross square feet per student at the colleges 

and universities listed above.  The gross square footage excludes student housing, but includes all 

other buildings including academic, administrative, library, campus center, athletic and recreation, 

and various support facilities.

 

The second comparison is the amount of campus acreage per FTE student.  Very few of these campus-

es have golf courses and it is the inclusion of the golf course that is skewing the College of Wooster’s 

placement in the chart.  If the golf course is excluded, then Wooster placement will be between Wit-

tenberg University and Bates College on the right side of the chart. The College of Wooster is high-lighted in red.  This comparison shows the amount of space per stu-

dent, but does not indicate the condition of buildings, nor the age or appropriateness of the space.  

Although it is difficult to determine, we can  speculate that the College of Wooster’s Independent 

Studies requirement probably has some impact on total space. 
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C L AS SRO OM U S AG E

There are 55 generic classrooms on the College of Wooster campus, totaling approximately 43,500 

net assignable square feet of space.  This category of space includes seminar rooms, classrooms, 

lecture rooms and auditoriums in which the Registrar schedules classes.  There are several ways to 

analyze these spaces.  Measures include how intensively they are being used, if they are the appro-

priate size for the scheduled class, and if the size is adequate for the number of students given the 

desired seating style.  

The measure of use is in terms of scheduled hours per week.  The target is generally 30 hours per 

week.  Large universities usually have no difficulty meeting this target, but many small colleges and 

universities find this utilization rate difficult to achieve.  A more realistic target for a small college or 

university is around 25 hours per week, which permits more flexibility for scheduling.  The College 

of Wooster’s mean classroom usage is 16.6 hours per week.  Of the 9 buildings where classrooms are 

located, mean use ranges between 3 to 31 hours per week.  

By increasing utilization to just 20 hours per week, the College’s current classroom inventory can 

accommodate enrollment growth or reallocate 9 classrooms for some other needed College activity.  

Of course, classrooms will still need to be upgraded—both furniture and technology.

The next measure is the seat occupancy—the size of the class section relative to the capacity of 

the classroom.  The target seat occupancy is 60 percent, compared to the average of 64 percent at 

Wooster.  The data shows the larger the room, the lower the seat utilization.  That means that small 

class sections are being scheduled into large rooms.  This is typically the case when, over time, a 

campus moves towards teaching in small sections, while the classroom sizes remain constant.   At 

Wooster, the smaller rooms (with less than 40 seats) are filled from 75% to 80% of capacity, while the 

larger rooms are filled to under 35% of capacity.

The classroom size is determined by the desired teaching style and by type of furniture.  For room 

capacities of up to 40 seats, tablet-arm chair seating requires 18 to 22 NASF per student and table-

and-chair seating requires 22 to 30 NASF.  The NASF per station for each type gradually decreases as 

the capacity increases.  The mean area per station at the College is 24 NASF, which is in the middle of 

the appropriate size range depending on the desired teaching style.  Based on emerging data relative 

to how students learn, there is a nationwide preference for the table-and-chair venue.



DOBER LIDSKY MATHEY Creating Campus Solutions38

CAMPUS PLAN 2012

The Table below lists each of the College’s classrooms ranked from the highest usage hours per week 

to the lowest—from 31 hours per week to 3 hours per week.
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FAC U LT Y OF F IC E S

The table below shows space guideline recommendations from several sources:  the Western Inter-

state Commission for Higher Education (WICHE), Council of Educational Facility Planners (CEFP), 

models and standards from educational institutions, and the DOBER LIDSKY MATHEY database.  

Normative standards suggest each full time faculty member be assigned an office between the sizes 

of 140 and 160 net assignable square feet (NASF), and that sharing offices should be considered only 

for adjunct or emeriti faculty.

Table: Office Space Guidelines

SPACE GUIDELINES                          NASF

State Standards    100 – 180

WICHE     110 – 130 

CEFP     110 – 140 

Allocation Models   130 – 150

Cornell, MIT, Stanford   160

Lafayette    200

DLM Database    164 (university)

DLM Database    141 (college)

Office sizes for faculty were assessed and are summarized in the next table.  The mean academic of-

fice size on campus is 186 net assignable square feet (NASF).  The smallest office size is 100 NASF 

in Scheide Music Center, and the largest single office is 356 NASF in Mateer Hall (combined office/

lab).  The size of faculty office varies by building and by discipline.  Music faculty may have somewhat 

larger offices when they are used for both office and teaching studio—usually these spaces contain 

a piano or two, and in fact, Scheide’s average office size is the largest when compared by building.  

Fifty percent of the faculty are located in two buildings: Kauke and Morgan.  The other fifty percent 

are located in 11 buildings with a faculty distribution of from 1 to 22 based on the number of faculty 

offices.
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ST U DE N T HOU SI NG I M PROV E M E N T S

A focused study on student housing has been included in the campus planning study.   It was led by 

Brailsford and Dunlavey, specialist in the field and a sub-consultant on this study.  The full report can 

be found in the Appendix 1. 

Together with the College’s User Committee Task Force, they identified five strategic goals:

	 •		Maintain	competitiveness	with	peers	by	providing	units	types	and	amenities	that 

  students desire;

	 •			Integrate	small	group	spaces	within	residence	halls	to	foster	community	building;

	 •			Address	deferred	maintenance	issues	and	operating	inefficiencies;

	 •			Create	the	right	mix	of	density	of	campus	housing;

	 •			Maximize	efficiency	of	residential	buildings.

The College has 14 student residence halls and all but 2 are traditional double-loaded corridor 

dorms.  Gault Manor and Luce Hall are suite-style housing.  Nationally, the trend is toward suite 

and apartment style student housing.  In addition to the residence halls, the College has a number of 

small houses that are very popular.  The existing distribution of beds is:

 Traditional  1,476

 Program House/ISHO    333

 Semi-suite       75

 Full-suite       95

 Apartments          0

   Total 1,979

Brailsford and Dunlavey conducted focused work sessions with students, faculty, staff, resident as-

sistants, the Residence Hall Program Council, Student Government, and the Campus Council.  They 

also ran an online student survey to learn about student concerns, ideas, and needs.  Approximately 

1,900 students were targeted and 700 students responded (37%).  That is a statistically valid response 

rate.

One outcome of the survey is a reconsideration of the distribution of housing styles based on student 

demand.  According to the survey, the College should have a wider diversity of student housing 

similar to the distribution below:

 Traditional    923

 Program House/ISHO   160

 Semi-suite    173

 Full-suite    318

 Apartments    405

   Total 1,979

One question of the survey asked what factors should the College consider in renovating the existing 

residence halls.  The Table below shows those factors that were ranked very important or important, 

with affordability, interior finishes, modern and attractive environments and amenities being ranked 

highest.
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Another question in the survey was what factors were most important when deciding where to live 

on campus.  Ranked highest is getting the preferred unit type, laundry, high speed internet, being 

able to choose a roommate, the condition of the building, and proximity to campus dining.

Brailsford and Dunlavey recommended a three phase initiative to improve student housing at the 

College of Wooster.  These initiatives have been incorporated in the campus plan.  Although renova-

tion is an important component of their recommendation, the first phase is to construct a 150 bed 

suite-style residence.  This building will address student demand for modern and attractive living 

environments and improves the College’s housing portfolio and position in the market place in com-

parison to peer institutions.

In addition, this new residence will provide the staging area for the renovation of the existing halls— 

the second phase.  One or two buildings per year can be vacated, the density of students living in the 

buildings reduced, amenities provided, and general renovation commence. 

Reducing the density is an important goal and reflects the students’ desire for more comfortable 

spaces within the residence halls.  It also provides an opportunity to integrate small group spaces 

within the residence halls to foster community.  The sequence of student housing to be renovated are: 

Wagner, Compton, Andrews, Douglas, Bissman, Holden, Armington, and Stevenson.

The third phase is the construction of College of Wooster quality town houses to replace some of 

the program houses that are inefficient to operate and are qualitatively below the Colleges standards.  

Town houses provide long-term opportunity to develop residence halls that are more marketable and 

support specific program and living/learning opportunities.  Town houses create more efficient units 

to support various program efforts.  
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SIG NAG E A N D WAY F I N DI NG

The issues and recommendations about campus signage and wayfinding are described more fully in 

the section below on the campus plan and in Appendix 2.  Signage at the College is inconsistent in 

style, placement, font, material, and information.  There are no outdoor campus map locations for 

pedestrians or cars.  There are no directions to visitor parking. There are too few gateway signs that 

announce the location and boundaries of the College.  There is an insufficient number of building 

signage.  More importantly, there is no consistent style or design.

In Appendix 2, Signage and Wayfinding, there are seven drawings indicating sign and information 

locations including entrance and gateway signs, large and small building information, wall mounted 

building information, campus map kiosk, handicapped information, large and small vehicle direc-

tional information, and street signs.


