
A Natural Framework A Lattice of Pedestrian Connections A Campus Greenbelt

A Defined Campus Precinct A Campus & River Sensitive Design Area A Ring of University Villages

Endowment Lands Plan (2006): Structuring Elements

The University shall be 
characterized by a series 
of linked Nature Areas, 
Waterways and Green 
Corridors.

These will work to clearly 
define zones where no urban 
development is to occur and 
shall protect for a viable and 
sustainable natural framework 
around which the endowment 
lands shall be structured.

The University Lands shall 
comprise a green ‘lattice’ 
of pedestrian paths and 
recreational trails to enhance 
connectivity to all corners of 
the property.

In developed areas, this 
green lattice can be 
facilitated through the 
design and location of open 
spaces, the preservation 
and/or incorporation of 
hedgerows, the extension 
of existing paths, and within 
streetscapes.

The University Lands shall 
form a ‘greenbelt’ that 
protects and enhances the 
natural setting of the Core 
Campus.

Defined by four major 
drumlins of the campus valley 
and linked by Nature Areas, 
hedgerows, and open spaces, 
this greenbelt of natural and 
heritage landscapes shall 
encircle the Core Campus 
and serve as its backdrop.

The University Lands shall 
clearly define a pedestrian-
oriented Campus Precinct.

The Campus Precinct will 
be defined by a tree lined 
parkway and a series of linked 
green areas that provide 
room if growth is to occur, 
yet maintain the treasured 
compact and intimate scale of 
the campus.

The scale of the Campus 
Precinct ensures an 
abundance of amenity areas 
and a ‘green’ campus setting.

The University Lands shall 
preserve the unique character 
of the campus - as defined 
by its rural and natural setting 
and by its contemporary 
architecture.

In visible areas within the 
campus ‘valley’, at entrances 
and along the Otonabee 
riverside, developments 
will be compatible with the 
established character of these 
distinct areas. 

The Endowment Lands shall 
respond to the need for 
revenue generation through 
the development of a series 
of autonomous, manageable 
and distinct University 
Villages.

Removed from the core 
campus, yet close enough 
to be accessible, these 
compact villages can include 
a variety of potential uses 
that can generate revenue 
while providing for potential 
amenities, services and 
housing that reinforce the 
University’s mission and 
enhance campus life.

 Are the structuring elements still valid? Any changes needed?


