me2EER
WALKABILITY

!!'q_

e
2 IDENTITY

AT

Report produced by The University of Georgia A
College of Environment and Design 'l +
Center for Community Design and Preservation

. UGA | COLLEGE OF ENVIRONMENT AND DESIGN
Spring-Summer 2016

Lol
W :



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Program prepared by Pratt Cassity and Lauren Waldroop, Summer 2016
Design edits by Eleonora Machado

Student work completed by:
Kiley Aguar, MLA

Cameron Berglund, MLA
Elizabeth Clarkin, MLA

Hary Harris, MFA

Siyu Hou, BLA

Jacob Schindler, BLA

Lauren Waldroop, MHP

Teams responsible for each project:
Project 1: Assets Tools and Historic Resource Survey
Findlt! Program: Laura Kviklys, James Locke, Andrew Stern, Spring 2016

Center for Community Design and Preservation, Pratt Cassity and Lauren Waldroop

Projects 2 and 3: Wayfinding and Connectivity
Stephen Ramos’“Ideas of Community” Spring 2016 class

Center for Community Design and Preservation Oxford Design Workshop, April 8-10, 2016

Project 4: Community Park
Maymester: Public Interest Design Atelier, Pratt Cassity and Doug Pardue, May 12 - July 31,2016
Students: Kiley Aguar, Hary Harris, Siyu Hou, Jacob Schindler



TABLE OF CONTENTS

B PROJECT 1: ASSET TOOLS

HISTOIIC RESOUICE SUIVERY ...ttt ssssssssssssssssssssssss st ssssssssssssssssssssssssssessasssaens 6
GINAHRGIS oottt sssesssesss s s sss st sssssss s sase bbbt s bbb bbb ssesss 11
Interactive Online Maps, GIS, and Printe@d Maps ........cocrninnineinsinsssinssssnsisssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 14
ASSEE IMMAD ettt s sssssssssssssssssssstsssss s sssassssssssesssssssassssssssssssssssssssssnssssssssassnssssnssssssssssssens 18

B PROJECT 2: WAYFINDING

Visual Identity: The College and the TOWN .......rneissesiseissiesssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns 24
Visual Identity: Emory Street BeautiflCation ........cceeeeneeneenceneeenecisecisesssesisessesssesssessesssesssssssesane 25
ViSUQL IAENTITY: SIHEWAIKS «...eeveeecireseissiseieiseississsisesisessss s sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssesess 33
Wayfinding: Parking and INfOrmMation........inississisissesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 36

B PROJECT 3: CONNECTIVITY

THAI SYSTOIM ettt sttt bbb s bbb bbb s anes 42
MaJOI TrAI HEAAS ...ttt ssssss s ssssess s ssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssassssssssassasssssasssnsens 44
WaALKING SUMTACES ..ot sisssss s sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 47

B PROJECT 4: PARK

PrOPOSAN ..ottt ss bt ss s ssss s b ass s b as s bRt bbbttt 50
ViISUQI PrEfErENCE SUINVEY ...ttt s sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssesass 51
SWOT ANGIYSIS cevuiereiririnninseieisssissississsssessesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 52
Site DIagrams @Nd PIANS .......iineinsinessississississsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 53
SKETCNES ...ttt ase s bbb bRttt 59
MALEITAl PrEf@I@NCES. ..ottt sssse s sessse s ssss s s ssses e ssssssssessasesssessasessssssssens 63
PUDIIC AT ettt et esse s ssse s s s s bbb s s bbbt sasasasesasessses 70
NAMING OPPOTTUNITIES ..oueiereerireriseirieisesisesisessseasssssesssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss 71
KUAZU RESOUICES.....oueereeeeciciieinseiseensesssesstassssssssesssesssssssesssessssssssssssssssssesssesssssssessssssssssesssssssssssesssessses 72

City of Oxford | Walkability + Connectivity + Identity | Report produced by UGA CED CCDP Page 3



MAPS

Page 4

4.5 Final Plan

B PROJECT 1: ASSET TOOLS

1.7 BUIlAINGS BUIIE BEFOIE 1976 eeeerreereeisseisessssssissississssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssesssssssns 7
1.2 Era Of Similar CONSTIUCTION c...cuueeeceeeeecieeceeeeisesisesssesissesssessssssssssssessssesssessssessssssssessssssssessssssssssssess 8
1.3 Pattern of Ranch HouSE CONSIIUCTION ....cueeeeureeeereieeieeieiiseiisesiseesessessessssssssssssssesssssssssssessssssens 9
1.4 City Of OXFOIA PArCEIS.....veeveeeeerseiseiesisssisssisesssessssssssssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssess 10
1.5 Newton Trails: OXfOrd Trail MAP ...t ssssessssessssssssssssessssassssssessasssssssssssssessens 15
1.6 Oxford City Maps: One, Two, Three, and Four Mile Trails........ceneneeserseeserseeseesesneene 16
1.7 Oxford City Maps: SEIf-GUIdEA TOUF .....vreerrerrereineissesssssssssssesssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 17
1.8 Oxford Historical Society: Self-GUIdEd TOUN........courrrrrrrsrrnneeresssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 17
170 CUIUIAI ATEAS ..ottt sssesssessse s ssssessssasssssssasesssesssesssassssssssssesssssasesssesssesssesssasssssns 19
T.TT ASSEE IVIAP oottt sse s s ss s s s s s s st st s st st sn st s st ssssnsssssssssnsssssssssnssssnsanes 20
1. 12 BIrOCHUIE IMIAD ...ttt sssssss s sessessssssssssassasssssssssssssssssessessessssssssssassassassasssssessessssssssanses 21

B PROJECT 2: WAYFINDING

2.1 Proposed WayfINAiNG SYSTEM ........enrnnineississississsisssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnes 37
2.2 Newton Trails: OXFOrd Trail MA .......cc.ceeeereereerieeensinsiesesiessssssssessssesssessssssssssssessassssssassssssssessasssssses 38

M PROJECT 3: CONNECTIVITY

B PROJECT 4: PARK

3.1 OXFOIA WAILKS «.covvereereenenineinesieisesisessssessesssessessssesssessssessssssssessssessssssssessssssssessssesssessssesssessssessssssssesss 43
3.2 OXFOrd WalKs SUITACES ...cuveurenreeeeieiieeisesieeissssisessesissesssssssssssssessssssssessssssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssseses 46
4.1 PATK ZONES....oueueeuernersiretieiseissesssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssssesssssssssssessessssssssssssssssssesssssssssasesssssss 53
4.2 HYArOlOGY CUIMENT c..ereeeeiirrieiiseissisisseissssssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssns 54
4.3 Hydrology With Park PIan .........isesriseiseiseississsisesssesssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss 55
A NVRGETATION. ...ttt ssss s s s s bbb st ss st st sttt bbb snsssssnssssssasens 56

..................................................................................................................................................... 57
4.6 RENAEIEA PIAN ..ttt sisesssesssesssessssssssssssssesssssssssssessssssssssssssssssesssesssessssssssssssess 58

City of Oxford | Walkability + Connectivity + Identity | Report produced by UGA CED CCDP



PROJECT 1:

HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY
AND ASSETS TOOL

FindIt! Program:
Laura Kviklys, James Locke, Andrew Stern,
Spring 2016

Center for Community Design and Preservation,

Pratt Cassity and Lauren Waldroop
Methodology:

The FindIt! team conducted a phase 1
historic resource survey for the City of
Oxford. The resources identified were all
buildings over 40 years old. Three maps
were produced from this survey as a way
to further idetifiy what types of resources
are available and their ages. The final
map produced at this stage compares
institutional, public and private properties.

These maps all led to the need for a circulation
and wayfinding map of the city. The Oxford
community drafted a list of 63 assets, most
of which were identified in the Findlt! survey
as well. These assets would be the reasoning
behind the connectivity and wayfinding
projects of this program.

The final product of the project is a
brochure. This 11 x 17 brochure identifies
the proposed trail system, parking and
information, points of interest (asset list),
and cultural areas. It can be used by the
City of Oxford as well as Emory at Oxford
as a way to engage visitors and students
with the town. Background photo: Orna
Villa, Emory Street
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

What is a Historic Resource Survey?

According to National Register Bulletin 24, a survey is defined as “a process of
identifying and gathering data on a community’s historic resources...includes
field survey - the physical search for and recording of historic resources on the
ground - but it also includes planning and background research before field survey
begins, organization and presentation of survey data as the survey proceeds, and
the development of inventories” There are two types of surveys, reconnaissance
and intensive survey:

Reconnaissance: a “once over lightly” inspection of an area, most useful for
characterizing its resources in general and for developing a basis for deciding how
to organize and orient more detailed survey efforts.

Intensive: a close and careful look at the area being surveyed. It is designed to identify
precisely and completely all historic resources in the area. It generally involves detailed
background research, as well as a thorough inspection and documentation of all historic
properties in the field.

Georgia Survey

The Historic Preservation Division (HPD) at Georgia’s Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) published the Georgia Historic Resources Survey Manual, which
explains all resources over the age of 40 should be surveyed and how to utilize
the survey form. The HPD uses three phases of survey to gather information about
historic resources at a city or county-wide level. The three phases are outlined as
follows:

Phase 1: Reconnaissance survey with field work performed from the public right-of-way
to gather the basic information about a resource by looking at it.

Phase 2: Intensive survey requires thorough inspection of historic structures, where
surveyors will usually take a much closer look at a resource.

Phase 3: Data Recovery includes detailed historical research usually done after a field
survey. The information found in this phase is usually expensive and done in preparation
for a National Register nomination.

Oxford FindIt! Survey

The Oxford FindIt! Survey was a Phase 1 reconnaissance survey, which is why much of the
detailed historic context was left out of the survey report. Historic resources that couldn’t
be seen from the public right of way were not included, such as the Soldier’s Cemetery.
However in a phase 2 survey, surveyors will further document those historic resources.
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY

Buildings
built before
1976

The historic resources surveyed
by the Findit! team are over 40
yeas old. A historic rescurce
survey thould be conducted
every 10-15 years, By surveying
redources older ghan 40 i
potentially identifies all of the
properthes that will twrn 50
before the next survey is
complete, This can be useful for
.|_‘|r_'r|1_iF_|rir'._g F{:tr_'r:tial properiies
to nominate to the Mational
F:.I_'Ell'\,[l_'l |:_:-f Hll’,l_-;_ll It F"|.:1r_|_"g.. whll_h
must be 50 yvears old. By
identifying those resources 40
years old and older, it also helps
in planning for potential city
projects

Historic Resources
Total=282

© Survey Points

M

A | in = 0.2 miles
i 0.l 02 Miles
P

Data Sowvrces: Findi! Survey, Esri Data,
Lis Cangus Borasi

Map Frepared by: Lauren Yyaldroop
iulr 11, 200&
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY

Era of
Similar
Construction

The historic resources identified
by the Findlt! team are all over
4 years old The resources have
been symbolized by their era of
construction. Only || resources
were built betore |B50. The
averwhelming majoricy (189) of
the identified resources were
built berween |950- 1976 These
properties have likely not been
considered historic until recently.

Historic Resources
Total=282

3 Era of Construction
B © Pre - 1850
27 © 1850 - 1899
e 1900 - 1949
® 950 - 1976

N
A

| in = 0,2 miles
i) 0.l 02 Miles
p——t-—r

Data Sources: Findlt! Survey, Ezr Data,
LU Cengus Bisredus
Map Prepared by: Lauren Waldroop

i ul:-ll.:':'lls-
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Pattern of
Ranch House
Construction

The historic resources identified
by the Findlt® ceam are all over
40 years old The resources have
been categorized by whether or
not the building is a ranch howse
The predominance of the ranch
heuge a5 3 residential I!:-ulll'll:'.g
type in Oxford i astonishing,

I 64 gut of 282 resources, Only
five af the ranch houses were
built before 1950, Meaning 7%
of historic ranch houtes were
buile bacwaean 1950-1976.That is
a lot of residential construction
for 26 years.

Historic Resources
= Total=282

ML Y @ Ranch Houses pre-1950
N © Ranch Houses 1950-1976
© Other BuildingTypes

M
!
| in = 0.2 miles
o k| 02 Miles
-

Data Sources: Findlt! Survey, Esri Daca,
LIS, Census Dureau

Map Prepared by: Lauren Waldroop
July 11,2014

HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY

City of Oxford | Walkability + Connectivity + Identity | Report produced by UGA CED CCDP Page 9

PROJECT]



PROJECT]

City of Oxford Parcels

Private parcels, older and younger than 40 years old, as well as public and institutional parcels.

Oxford Historic District,
pann| Newton County, Georgia
Established 1975

Vacant or

City Owned Property

Property Over
40 years old

Property Younger
than 40 years old

Emory at Oxford

Property
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

What is GNAHRGIS?

Georgia's Natural, Archaeological and Historic Resources Geographic Information
System is “an interactive Web-based registry and geographical information system
designed to catalog information about the natural, archaeological, and historic
resources of Georgia.” The information from completed surveys is entered into
GNAHRGIS, and appears as interactive points on a map. The information within
GNAHRGIS is only as detailed as the survey completed. Therefore, if a Phase 1 survey
was completed, only very basic information appear, whereas if a Phase 2 or 3 survey
was completed, much more detailed information would appear.

The GNAHRGIS site includes a couple of disclaimers that are extremely important to
note. First is that not all surveys are visible to all users. Recently completed surveys
may not be available to view until the Historic Preservation Division has been able
to review and approve them. There are bound to be errors and omissions in the
reported data.

The surveys completed and entered into GNAHRGIS should be useful to local and
regional planning commissions. Any and every project receiving federal funding
must do a survey as per Environmental Review and Section 106 of the National
Preservation Act of 1966. Therefore already having this information readily available
through GNAHRGIS will help speed up that process.

Preservation planning is dependent on knowing what historic resources are available
and extant. If a community is looking to update National Register listings or create new
nominations it must first know what it has. The surveys cataloged in GNAHRGIS should
act as a starting point for understanding what historic resources are available and what is
significant. Most field survey evaluations of National Register eligibility are solely based
on architectural qualities, and historic research will need to be conducted to completely
understand a property’s significance. Context is also extremely important to a property’s
significance. If there are over 100 mid-century ranch houses in a town, it would be difficult
to distinguish what makes one more significant than the other. However, if one or two of
those were built much earlier and served as models for all ranch houses that came later, it
is easier to see and quantify the significance. Some things also gain significance by being
numerous like Kentucky tobacco barns. It is important that so many ranch houses were
built in Oxford in such a small amount of time.
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

Public GNAHRGIS

When using the public view of GNAHRGIS, there are several ways to look up a particular
survey. For example, below “oxford” was searched and it shows a listing of properties
surveyed, across multiple surveys completed. Clicking on any resource listed in the
search results, you'll see all the information associated with the resource. By zooming
in and clicking on a specific point of interest, it should bring up a pop-up window with
that resource’s information. Clicking on the paper symbol at the top right (circled in
the screenshot below in red), allows a search by county and specific survey
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Searching Newton County and the “Oxford, Ga 2016" survey brings up a list of properties
surveyed (next page, top screenshot). You can export this list of properties as an
excel or CSV file (next page, bottom screenshot) by clicking the save button that

looks like a floppy disc.
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

Actions:

The Northeast
Georgia Regional
Commission can be
the primary manager
of the City of Oxford’s
GIS data, map
updates, and storage.

Different websites, such

as the City’s website

and the Newton Trails
site, need updating.

Page 14

Interactive Online Maps

Interactive online maps are great resources for visitors. They can find parking and
information before arriving in Oxford. They can see local assets: historic, community,
natural, etc. Online maps will bring visitors to Oxford. Interactive online maps need to
be updated regularly. When different websites are trying to show the same map, but
do not communicate the same message, it is confusing. For example on the following
pages are the maps for walking trails in Oxford as taken from the Newton Trails sites,
as well as the Oxford City interactive maps page.

GIS: Geographic Information System

“A geographic information system (GIS) allows you to study and explore everything
about a place. With a GIS, you can identify and analyze the land features, climate,
boundaries, population, resources, and many other things about places....a GIS
makes the maps, globes, data, and analysis tools available on your computer,
allowing you to perform sophisticated analysis, map your results, and store and
share your information digitally.”

The biggest difference between a GIS and an interactive online map is the usability
of it. A GIS is an editable file with many layers of information that can be exported
as a PDF for print; whereas, an interactive online map is not editable and often
times unprintable. Interactive maps are better for displaying information easily,
and a GIS is better for preparing a series of maps with similar layouts that will
be printed.

Oftentimes, a GIS is the data source for interactive online maps, such as the maps
prepared by the Northeast Georgia Regional Commission (NEGRC) for the city of Oxford.
Itis easy to tell these maps were created with ArcGIS and made into interactive online
maps, because of the URL associated with the map. For all the maps the URL begins
with“garc.maps.arcgis.com.”This means someone at the NEGRC has a GIS that they can
edit and make available as an interactive map online.

Printed Maps

Printed maps are useful for people who do not use smart phones. Any visitor looking
for information about the city trails, event parking, move-in day procedures for Emory,
etc., would find a printed map more useful than an interactive online map. If users could
print the trail maps they would be used more; none of the interactive maps online at
any site associated with Oxford can be easily printed. Some of these maps are made
with a GIS, but that file is not readily available for public use.
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

Newton Trails: Oxford Trail map

Strengths
-Easy to read

Weaknesses
-Inaccurate Parking
-PDF link to print doesn’t work
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§ HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL
Oxford City Maps: Trail Maps Strengths
h dbvth h , -Follow existing Turkey Creek
These maps were prepared by the Northeast Georgia Nature Trail
Regional Commission.
Weaknesses
-Arbitrary loops
-Unmarked

-Not able to print

One Mile Trail Two Mile Trail
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Three Mile Trail Four Mile Trail
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

Oxford City Maps: Self-Guided Tour

This map was prepared by the Northeast Georgia Regional Commission using a GIS.

Strengths

-Detailed information
-Numbered points of interest
-Pictures

Weaknesses
-“Tour”implies a route, but
there is no route

-Numbers not in a particular
order

-Cannot be printed

Oxford Historical Society: Self-Guided Tour

This map was prepared using a GIS.

Strengths

-Detailed information

-Color coded historic/cultural
areas

-Pictures

Weaknesses
-“Tour”implies a route, but
there is no route

-Points of interest not
numbered

-Cannot be printed
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HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY AND ASSETS TOOL

Historic Neighborhoods

Actions: A map showing the historic neighborhoods celebrates cultural
The NEGRC is a key areas within Oxford and can be used for future preservation
player in maintaining planning and nominations to the National Register of Historic
ceeuE i C Fles Tihe Places. Of the 282 historic resources surveyed by the FindIt! Program
(page 7), 97 historic resources lie in the historic neighborhoods. For
example, there are nine historic ranch houses that are contained
within “Historic Faculty Row.” As a way to promote history and
preservation, Faculty Row could be nominated as a National
Register District, highlighting the area’s importance to Oxford
College and the significance of mid-century resources.

maps in this program
are static images.

However, the GIS files
are now held by both

the city of Oxford and
the NEGRC.

It is imprortant to note that the current National Register
A future project for District, nominated in the 1970s, includes many of the historic
the city is to convert assets talked about below, but does not include very much
all the information of the historic neighborhoods.

into an “Oxford
Walks” smart phone
interactive app. Asset Ma D
The asset map contains 63 points of interest put together
by many local citizens, city council members, the Northeast
Georgia Regional Commission, and other survey data. These
assets include 51 historic resources that were surveyed by
the FindIt! program.

The GIS data will be given to the city, who can then contract
with the Northeast Georgia Regional Commission to create the
interactive online maps. However, for the printable asset/trails map,
an 11x17 map and brochure have been prepared and shrunk to
fit into this report. The brochure contains 25 of the the 63 points
of interest originally outlined, the proposed trail system, a brief
history of Oxford, and the locations of trail heads, parking, and
information. The brochure should be available to the public at
City Hall, trail heads, and major places people congregate, such
as the Post Office, and Candler Hall.
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Cultural
Areas

These are the historic
neighborhicods in Oxford, The
information wsed is from the
Creford Historical Soclety Self-
Guided Towur, These areas are
important Cultur al Fonies,

Historic
Neighborhoods

" Mational Historic District
Campus
Downtown
Faculty Row
Oxford Square
Peasville
Rivers Hill
shakerag
Texas
The Hill
The Hill 2

A | i = 0,25 miles

0 1y 025 Miles

Dara Sowrces: Chidford Historical Sociecy.
Esri Data, Matsonal Park Service, LS
Carsus Buraau

Map Prepared by: Laures YWaldroop
August 4, 20| 6

ASSETSTOOL
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Asset Map

This 5 a map of the 63 poimts of
interest as outlined through the
efforts of many local citizens, city
councl members, the Morgheast
Georgia Regional Commission,
and other survey data, OF those
points, 49 sit within the Oxford
Mational Register of Historic
Places District, a5 it was owtlined
in the 1975 Mational Register
NN TN,

]
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Points of Interest

' Mational Historic District
Points - 63

]
A I in= 0.2 miles
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Mational Park Service, L5, Census
Buraau

Map préparesd by Lisren YWaldooop
August 4, 2006
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Methodology:

As part of the wayfinding solution, several
smaller studies needed to be conducted.
Stephen Ramos’ class split these studies
into subjects: African-American History
in Oxford, Beautification and Walkability,
Greenspace and Connectivity, Town and
Gown, and Sense of Place. The findings
and presentations for these subjects will
be included on the final project CD.

This class led to the Oxford Design workshop,
where students delved further into
some of these issues. Visual identity and
Wayfinding became the prominent topics
of the workshop. Before we could say how
to beautify, create a greenspce, or create a
sense of place, it was essential to identify
the visual identity of the City of Oxford. This
visual identity drove the decisions made
for the proposed wayfinding system. These
things act as informal design guidelines that
should be used in city planning.

PROJECT 2:

VISUAL IDENTITY AND
WAYFINDING

Stephen Ramos'“Ideas of Community”

Spring 2016 class

Center for Community Design and Preservation
Oxford Design Workshop, April 8-10, 2016



PROJECT|

VISUAL IDENTITY

Visual Identity:
The College and The Town

Visual Road Enhancement along Emory Street
(Highway 81) and the connected, yet distinct,
visual identity of the Emory campus can work
together and achieve both entities goals.

Emory’s campus image and the iconic landscape
treatments (brick sidewalks, college quad, unified
signs, standardized lighting, low monument type
signs and use of traditional materials) and the city’s

Recommendation:

Tt -
2 -

image (more rural, narrow streets, less hustle and
bustle, more simple and organic yards, gardens and
trails) are different. This is important to maintain the
distinct visual character of both parts of Oxford. It
does present a design dilemma when the separate
characters meet. There are several options for design
decisions about change in the areas.

A common preference among decision makers at
institutions and among city residents is to establish
a firm edge between the two. Very often this is done
through ornamental fences, hedgerows, walls and the
“back side” of buildings reemphasizing the distinction
between academic precincts and the city in which the
university is located.

A more contemporary approach chooses to migrate the
elements from“town”and“gown”to a visually diluted area
that is treated expressly as a transition zone. This approach
results in a more integrated “community campus” with
the transition zone being a soft edge between the design
motifs, architectural vocabulary, infrastructure selection
and materials established visually in each.

Both properties on Whatcoat Street owned by Emory present opportunities for successful reuse projects

and provide for a transition for moving from Campus visual character to neighborhood character. Additional
successful rehabilitation could provide for a return to use as a student arcade, a joint city-college partnership
for an innovative and entrepreneurial student-led retail, informaiton and small cafe demonstration project.
Demolition of any identified historic properties is discouraged.

Page 24
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VISUAL IDENTITY

Emory Street (Highway 81)
Beautification

PROJECT]

In an attempt to beautify, unify, and organize
roadways several options exist and are effective
when used properly.

|

e Designated nodes of vegetation with
specimen trees at important intersections
and crosswalks

¢ Tree lined streets with consistent species
planting (either canopy trees or understory
depending on overhead power lines)

* Segments of conservation-based design
solutions scattered along the roadway at
places where the positive effects of water
filtration are needed to slow runoff velocity
and volume

The construction of new utility lines and sidewalks along the
west side of the corridor has simultaneously provided for, yet
limited, options of roadway enhancement. There needs to be a
provision for an identified verge (tree lawn, right-of-way, planting
strip between the road way and sidewalk) that is within the local

W] W § EL e A

R ™ Fl e ™

Vacant or government’s purview to consistently place trees and other
City Owned Property vegetative materials to begin to create a shaded, tree-lined street.
E The city’s options are limited however by the design and utilitarian
. 2 nature of the sidewalk and inconsistent areas of usable right-of-
£ way in which to place even a sidewalk, much less hardy, drought
Property Over s : . . :
resistant vegetation. It is in these areas that the city would need to
40 years old . L . o
obtain permission (easement, compensation, etc.) from individual
property owners to locate planted beds or even street trees.
This situation means that a staggered segmentation of nodes is
_ required to introduce new vegetation along Emory Street.
Property Younger
than 40 years old Oxford sign ordinances and Georgia Department of
Transportation (GaDOT) requirements must be complied
. i with when moving ahead with any these suggestions.
Emory at Oxford ide st
Property EI
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VISUAL IDENTITY

Emory Street Beautification
These streets section options (below and on the next page) illustrate the variety of conditions that often allow
for, and in other cases preclude, vegetative enactments.

PROJECT]
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STREET SECTION - 38’ Right of Way (right up to street)

e In areas of Emory Street with so little right of way, there would be no room for street beautification in
addition to the standard 5 foot sidewalk.

iy

U

1
5 SIDEWALK ! !

I I I I
' | FSIDEWALK ! 26 | ! TWO 11’ LANES N
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. . . L R | . |
1’ GUTTER 1"GUTTER

STREET SECTION - 44’ Right of Way

* With 44 feet of right of way and a standarad 5 foot sidewalk, there is room to put a small vegetative
buffer between the sidewalk and the street.
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VISUAL IDENTITY

PROJECT]

10’ SIDEWALK ! !

1 1
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1
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STREET SECTION - 60’ Right of Way

* With a larger right of way, the sidewalk and vegetative buffer could be much larger. This section has
a 10 foot sidewalk with 4 feet of native grass vegetation.

=B,
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o

. RETAINING WALL | 5 SIDEWALK , . TWO 11’ LANES - | 5 SIDEWALK | RETAINING WALL .
I TO PROPERTY I 127671 126" I TO PROPERTY I
! ! BUFFER | | BUFFER ! !
0.5’ CURB 0.5'CURB
+ +
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STREET SECTION - RETAINING WALL OPTION

* This option includes a retaining wall as a buffer between private property and the right of way and may be
necessary. Depending on the property, the city might ask property owners to plant trees as a buffer between
the property and the busy street. The sidwealk and vegetative buffer would be similar to a 44 foot right way.
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VISUAL IDENTITY

Actions: The precedent of street trees has been established on South Emory Street before
I-20. As illustrated below and on the following page, an easy way to enhance that
streetscape (evenly spaced, similar plant species and varieties, low maintenance) is
to limit the number of competing sign messages on individual posts.

Emory Street Beautification

Unify all directional
and information
signs through the
Wayfinding system,
pictured later. These
guidelines will not
apply to signs that
have to meet GaDOT
standards, such as
speed limit and traffic
signs.

Existing Conditions

a T

Too Many Signs!
Without a wayfinding program in place, it is easy for too many signs to be installed, which
clutters up the drivers view and distracts them from the scenery around them.
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VISUAL IDENTITY

PROJECT]

Adding Vegetation
The buffer between the street and sidewalk is an obvious spot to put low maintenance vegetation.

Signs, Vegetation, and Wayfinding Shields
This shows the possible reult from implementing the Wayfinding system and street beautification.
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VISUAL IDENTITY

Actions:

Emory Street Beautification

A good way to begin this process would be to create “test streetscape solutions” in
limited areas (such as land that is municipally owned). The location of underground as
well as overhead infrastructure will dictate individual treatments.

Attempt beautifica-

tion efforts on city
owned property, such
as the post office
parcel, shown on the
next page.

Areas with drainage issues and high volume street runoff will determine where a rain
garden might be a better solution.

Some areas will have no streetscape enhancement, such as the area in front of
the Henderson Store, because there is not enough room for it.
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Emory Street Beautification

An example where the vegetated municipal land might be an option at the corner of Emory, George, and Whatcoat
Streets.

Existing Conditions

.:‘FL o b s i —'_'_'H_-:A‘

Proposed vegetation
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VISUAL IDENTITY

Actions:

The proposed
wayfinding system
uses the shield
design below.

The blue shields
are permanently
fixed, while the
white arrows are
changeable.

This design reflects
the current “City of
Oxford” signs.

The signs would

be used not only

for drivers, but also
along the proposed
trail system for those
walking and biking.

CITY HALL

POLICE

Page 32

Emory Street Beautification: Signs

Oxford and specifically, Emory Street, has too many signs. Some signs are needed
for directional purposes, and others required by GaDOT to display traffic rules. But
by putting too many signs on a single road, it actually distracts drivers from paying
attention to the beautiful landscape around them. It is crucial to unify the sign design
palette where GaDOT signs are needed or advertising is allowed. Regular sign audits
along the highway need to be conducted to make sure the number of signs does not
increase from this date forward. The following design suggestion was taken from the City
of Oxford sign that sits off the road as you are coming into Oxford on N. Emory Street.

1/2 MILE

OXFORD
TRAIL
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Sidewalks in Oxford

The city of Oxford is a great city for walking. There are sidewalks and paths in
some places; not every road needs a sidewalk, but many can accomodate a shared
street approach. The street widths and informal edges are a historic resource and
character defining feature for the city. By adding sidewalks, curbs, and linear swales
the character of the area would be lost. Current street configuration is good for
calming traffic and has a positive environmental effect.

Both of these streets are 20-25mph zones, but only one of them is

designed like it. Speed increases in wider, more formalized streets.

City of Oxford | Walkability + Connectivity + Identity | Report produced by UGA CED CCDP Page 33



VISUAL IDENTITY

Actions:

Fletcher Street is fine
the way it is. It is the
“Oxford Look” and its
current configuration
is a resource worthy
of protection.

Existing Conditions

Fletcher Street Analysis

Fletcher Street is a near perfect local street and it ends

at the historic Old Church. This iconic street should
accentuate the views of the church. By adding sidewalks,
parking, and lighting, much of the character of Fletcher
Street is lost. In the accompanying images one can
compare the appearance after street infrastructre is
built. The lane-like character and framed views become
obscured. It is apparent that the historic character of

the street as well as the views of the Old Church are
extensively affected.

Page 34
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VISUAL IDENTITY

PROJECT]

Sidewalk

Sidewalk and
Lighting

Sidewalk,
Lighting, and
Parking
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VISUAL IDENTITY

PROJECT]

Actions:

Fabricate and place
directional signs.
Designate and provide
information at each
parking location.

Page 36

Components of Wayfinding:

Parking in Oxford is a big issue. On a day to day basis the parking available is adequate;
however when there are major events such as caroling at the Old Church and Emory
Move-In Day, parking can be a nightmare. Instead of planning parking for the peak
usage once or twice a year, it would be better to plan for day-to-day parking needs.
Therefore, instead of proposing major parking lots or decks around town, develop
a temporary parking plan for those major events. Temporary parking plans include
on-street parking and changing roads to one-way. Smaller parking solutions can be
proposed throughout town. For example, the proposal for the new public park has
parking to accommodate park users. These kinds of small scattered solutions are more
efficient and more attractive. Scattering parking also helps maintain Oxford’s historic
visual character.

“Parking Leads to Information”

With permanent and temporary parking, directions and signs are extremely
important. Temporary directional signs for major events must include event-
specific information. The permanent directional signs indicate where to park
and where to find major sites and trail heads. These signs must be similar and
quickly lead to parking areas and kiosks; and maps there provide community
orientation.

Below are examples of signs that would be appropriate in size and similar to
the navy blue sign seen upon entering Oxford from the north.

shiedd Onhions
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Proposed
Wayfinding
System

These are proposed parking and
information points across the
city. The southernmost parking
point s Emory's visitor parking,
At each parking place there
should be at least a small
information kiosk explaining
trails, historic buildings, and
events, The information points
indicate hubs along the existing
Turkey Creek Mature trail and
Candler Hall on Emory's campus.

Parking and
Information

@ Parking

! Information

|1
}\\ 1 in = 0.2 miles

0 .l 0.2 Miles

A

Data Sources: Esri Data, LS. Census
Buresy

Map Prepared by: Lauren Waldroop
_|.|I:|l AN, DG

WAYFINDING
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WAYFINDING

Newton Trails: Parking locations

The Oxford Trails map shows existing parking in three places; however
the places marked are near trail entrances with no formal or informal
parking available at two of the sites. Depending on the size of the
public right of way however, these marked spots might be good
locations for informal, low impact design parking.

PROJECT]

0 M5 450 211 1,470 "

el Oxford Trail e
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WAYFINDING

PROJECT]

Parking Solution Prototype

Small scale parking solutions scattered throughout town can dispense areas
for parking, thereby having the least negative visual aspect.

Existing
Conditions

Plan View

Sketch -
view from
intersection
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PROJECT 3:

CONNECTIVITY

Stephen Ramos’“Ideas of Community”

Spring 2016 class

Center for Community Design and Preservation
Oxford Design Workshop, April 8-10, 2016

As part of the wayfinding solution, several
smaller studies were conducted. Stehpen
Ramos’ class studied Oxford’s African-
American History, Beautification and
Walkability, Greenspace and Connectivity,
Town and Gown, and Sense of Place. The
findings and presentations for these
subjects are included on the final project CD.

This material informed the Oxford Design
Workshop, April 8-10, 2016. The goal to get
people out of their cars and walking around
Oxford has became a major theme, as well as
physically uniting the northern and southern
Oxford communities with the central core.

A trail system unites the wayfinding and
greenspace protection in a historic framework.




PROJECT|

CONNECTIVITY

Trail System

In order to unify the multitude of existing trail maps, a single map of
“Oxford Walks” is the proposed trail system with four loops was created. This map should
the trail system. It be given to all sites and people promoting Oxford Trails, so that all

of the maps found online about Oxford Trails will be the same. The
proposed trail system is currently titled “Oxford Walks.” The trail loops
build upon one another, meaning that sections of each loop are the
same for all four loops. Each of the loops also starts at the same major
trail head, the E.V. Moss Store. By having specified parking, minor

trail heads, and one major trail head; a hierarchy of information and
amenities provided at each of these sites can be established.

Actions:

can be implemented
immediately.

System Hierarchy 01
MAJOR TRAIL HEAD

BUILDING - OPERATED BY CITY
Restrooms

Parking

Information

Brochures, Maps, History

Trail Signs

02

MINOR TRAIL HEAD

BUILDING OR STRUCTURE -
OCCASIONAL MAINTENANCE
REQUIRED

Possibly restrooms

Par