
A fall day in McCosh Courtyard

CONNECTING 
THE CAMPUS 

Landscape

Stormwater Management 

Wayfi nding

The landscape of Princeton’s campus has 

always been a defi ning element of its identity 

and experience. Beginning with the enclosure 

of the “front campus” between Nassau Hall 

and Nassau Street in 1756, the relationship 

between the architecture and the landscape 

has created a feeling of an intimate academy, 

unique to this setting. However, part of this 

campus experience is the myriad pathways 

and courtyards that, while beautiful to 

experience, can leave visitors feeling lost. 

Today, as the University grows, it is vital to 

maintain and restore the landscape quality of 

both the campus and natural areas as well 

as a sense of coherence and connectedness. 

This goal is achieved, as described in this 

chapter, through comprehensive strategies 

in both landscape and wayfi nding.
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Renewing the Campus 
Landscape
Affecting approximately half of the main 

campus area, the Campus Plan will further 

enhance, restore, and green the already 

verdant campus.

 Existing woodland

 Constructed woodland

 Existing campus greens

 Proposed campus greens

 Proposed connective 
 landscape

 Garden restorations

Landscape master plan project types

Princeton’s campus is renowned for the superb quality of 
its physical environment and the way that its landscape 
legacy supports and refl ects the continued excellence of 
the institution. During the era in which Beatrix Farrand was 
the University’s consulting landscape architect and Ralph 
Adams Cram was the consulting architect, decisions were 
considered from both perspectives equally, and many of the 
University’s most cherished spaces resulted from a vigorous 
exchange between the two disciplines. When Princeton 
discontinued the tradition of a campus landscape architect 
in the 1960s, however, there was no longer an individual 
or organization charged with promoting a vision for the 
continuity of the overall campus landscape. 

The plan will restore a strong voice for the campus 
landscape and reframe new development within an 
understanding of the campus and its boundaries. Given 
Princeton’s current diversity of building styles, scales, 
and programs; its ongoing commitment to architectural 
innovation; and the historic importance of its wooded 
setting, a planning process that prioritizes the continuity
of the landscape will be needed to preserve the character 
of the campus experience while also allowing it to develop 
in new ways. There have been multiple master plans for 
the University campus, each providing a roadmap for future 
building sites and social spaces between buildings. The 
Campus Plan is distinguished by a landscape approach 
that fully engages the potential to unite the experience 
and function of the campus through an integration of its 
overlapping systems.

LANDSCAPE OBJECTIVES
As the University continues to grow, there are many 
obstacles to the continuity of open spaces in an already 
strained relationship between the historic core and the 
newer campus periphery. Elements of historic campus 
landscape traditions need to be balanced with and 
woven into the practice of expanding a modern campus. 
Four landscape principles provide the foundation for this 
complex undertaking:

• Invent within the traditional pattern of campus-making 

• Translate topography into campus form

• Reassert the presence of the woodland threshold

•  Anticipate the impact of increased land management 
and environmental pressures 

In support of these objectives, the Campus Plan identifi es 
strategic stand-alone landscape improvements, indepen-
dent from building projects, each selected for its potential 
to connect new development and create value for the 
whole of the campus. Together with proposed architectural 
projects, the plan adopts a landscape-based approach 
to weaving disparate parts of campus, different scales 
of architecture, and different eras of construction into a 
cohesive campus with a consistently strong identity. 

A COMPREHENSIVE LANDSCAPE PLAN
There is a high demand for quality open space at Princeton. 
Increasingly, University staff now dedicate much effort to 
accommodating requests to host activities on the campus 
greens, courtyards, and smaller campus spaces. Escalation 
in use exacerbates an already acknowledged demand for 
investment in the landscape.

This plan performs the traditional role of locating 
landscape areas for improvements, while also recognizing 
that the campus landscape is made of and relies on a 
collection of systems: stormwater, planting communities, 
programming, topography, and land management practices. 
Every new building, landscape, and infrastructure project 
at Princeton offers the opportunity to further integrate 
these systems into a fundamentally sustainable landscape 
network. The goal of this plan is to allow the function and 
experience of the landscape to improve even as the use of 
the campus expands.
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The Campus Plan recognizes the 
challenges of sustaining the overall 
experience of a campus that is now 
fi ve times the size of its historic core.

122 T h e  P l a n :  C o n n e c t i n g  t h e  C a m p u s  P R I N C E TO N  C a m p u s  P l a n  123P R I N C E TO N  C a m p u s  P l a n  123



Building as campus structure

Landscape as campus structure

Eliminate the middle landscape

NASSAU STREET

LAKE CARNEGIE

Woodland

Campus

Butler College landscape plan

University Chapel, 2007

INVENTING WITHIN THE TRADITIONAL 
PATTERN OF CAMPUS-MAKING 
The Core Campus landscape experience at Princeton is 
defi ned by light-fi lled courts with open corners, high canopy 
trees, and stone walks. As the University has grown, the 
main campus has expanded to be over fi ve times the area 
of the historic campus, which results in a landscape that 
feels stretched at the edges. Simultaneously, an increased 
campus population has put substantial strains on all areas 
of the landscape, but most particularly the well-loved 
historic core. In order to strengthen the overall campus 
experience as well as safeguard the historic core, a degree 
of inventiveness within Princeton’s traditional patterns of 
campus-building is required.

The north and south edges of campus have each 
developed a distinctive feel that is missing from the middle 
ground between the two. To the north, the historic campus 
alongside Nassau Street is structured primarily by buildings 
while to the south, the campus areas adjacent to Lake 
Carnegie are structured primarily by the woodland land-
scape. These two themes are reinforced by the placement 
of buildings and landscapes. Toward Nassau Street the 
buildings are of a similar size and create confi gurations 

that frame the campus open space, whereas buildings 
located toward Lake Carnegie exist as semi-independent 
objects anchored by their relation to wooded areas. 
These two different campus spaces exist harmoniously 
at Princeton, but the transition between these systems is 
problematic, especially as the two campus types have grow 
closer together.

During Beatrix Farrand’s tenure as the consulting 
landscape architect at Princeton, the two campus types 
were developed as clearly separate zones for academic and 
recreational activities. Several nature trails created by Far-
rand established a delicate network of circulation between 
these two environments. As the campus progressed and 
expanded, however, recreational spaces and higher levels of 
activity were developed at the boundaries of the northern 
portion of the campus. Taken together, these athletic fi elds, 
parking lots, maintenance service areas, dumpsters, and 
infrastructure resulted in a “middle landscape” that offers, at 
best, a bland environment without any of the cohesiveness 
presented by the northern and southern campus types. It is 
the aspiration of the Campus Plan to diminish the conditions 
that characterize the middle landscape and to reinvigorate 
the rich juxtaposition of the two dominant landscape types 
on campus.

These recommendations suggest this juxtaposition as 
a way to reclaim a quality that has been largely absent from 
the Princeton landscape as it has expanded. This goal will 
establish a campus-wide framework around which several 
other needed improvements can be structured. These might 
include campus wayfi nding, sustainable stormwater land-
scapes, ecological improvements to the campus woodland 
area, and the development of a new landscape language 
that can withstand contemporary levels of use and help 
mediate the escalation in building size and complexity that 
seems unavoidable as the campus continues to develop.

Through its implementation, the Campus Plan will 
open up new potential for the Princeton campus landscape 
to be sensitive, sustainable, and beautiful while simultane-
ously inviting greater use and creating improved functional 
performance. For instance, in the redesign of Butler College, 
the need to create a below-grade dining facility presented 
the opportunity to establish a new social landscape at the 
heart of the residential college. Providing space for quiet 
study and small gatherings, Butler College Memorial Court 
is a contemporary expression of the tradition of small-scale 
courtyards epitomized by the 1903 Garden, the McCosh 
Infi rmary, Chancellor Green Courtyard, and Pyne Terrace. 
Similar in spirit to Beatrix Farrand’s cisterns that collected 
rainwater for passive irrigation, originally in evidence 
at Holder Courtyard and Cuyler Terrace, Butler College 
Memorial Court uses 21st-century techniques to create
a stormwater reservoir that can be tapped into during the 
drier months of the year.

Diagram of forested areas and circulation network

HISTORY OF CAMPUS LANDSCAPE 
ARCHITECTS

1870-1875 Donald G. Mitchell, essayist, novelist, and farmer who had 
published a treatise on landscape gardening, was appointed to make 
plans for the improvement of the entire campus. Under the leadership of 
President McCosh, the character of the campus landscape became that 
of an “English nobleman’s park,” that is, open lawns dotted with trees 
laid out in an informal, not geometric, pattern. Mitchell is credited with 
the design of the grounds around the fi rst Dickinson Hall, and with the 
remaking of a front campus 760 feet wide by 270 feet deep.

1906 The creation of Lake Carnegie in 1906, by the construction of a 
dam at the confl uence of the Stony Brook and the Millstone River, marks 
the moment of greatest landscape change on the campus, transforming 
hundreds of acres of marshland into a 3.5 mile-long body of water.

1912-1943 Beatrix Jones Farrand had the greatest infl uence on the 
unique character of the historic campus. Farrand clearly articulated the 
function of the campus landscape as a framework for development and 
its fundamental role in furthering the goals of a liberal education. She 
proposed a systematic approach to the campus landscape that would 
provide uninterrupted circulation and views, emphasize the architectural 
qualities of the buildings, and provide beauty as an essential part of 
the experience of a university. Farrand cleared the grounds of shrubs 
and low branching conifers that would prevent views and circulation, 
introduced the concept of “two-dimensional shrubs” espaliered against 
building walls to add color and texture to the primarily deciduous tree 
palette, and carefully orchestrated the terracing of the topography to 
provide a sense of quiet harmony. All of these would become hallmarks 
of the Princeton landscape.

1943-1957 Alfred Geiffert, Jr. a prominent landscape architect of the 
great estate era. 

1958-1961 Markley Stevenson of Philadelphia, known for his design 
of the Normandy American Cemetery “Omaha Beach” in Colleville sur 
Mer, France.

1961-1973 Michael Rapuano, of the New York fi rm Clarke & Rapuano, 
nationally known for their work on public and private projects of great 
importance and scale, conducted the fi rst comprehensive tree survey 
and report in 1964.

1974-1982 Robert L. Zion of the fi rm Zion and Breen, Cream Ridge, 
New Jersey. Zion was responsible for the design and construction of 
Firestone Plaza.

Early 1980s-2000 From the early 1980s until 2000, there was a shift 
in the campus planning approach to landscape. Rather than a consulting 
landscape architect being on-call, individual designers were hired in 
conjunction with each building project—linked to the architects of the 
buildings. These landscape architects have included:

•  Louise Schiller (new stadium, many sites throughout the campus)

•  Skip Burke (Machado Silvetti Architects)

•  Carla Tiberi

•  Michael Vergason (Shapiro Walk, Friend Center and surrounds)

•  Andropogon Associates (Frist Campus Center)

•  Barbara Paca

•  Sasaki Partnership (Forrestal Campus)

•  Henry Arnold (tree study in late 1980s)

2000-2005 Quennell-Rothschild of New York was commissioned to 
undertake several improvement projects, including the renewal 
of Scudder Plaza, Ellipse walk, and the landscaping around the Aridlinger 
Center for the Humanities.

2005-present Public garden designer Lynden B. Miller was hired to 
continue the Beatrix Farrand tradition. She has designed gardens for 
Wyman House, Maclean House, Lowrie House, and Prospect House.

2005-present Michael Van Valkenburgh Associates is in the process 
of planning and designing the landscape—its overall structure as well as 
specifi c spaces—which will knit the campus together as it evolves over 
the next ten years.

The ten-year landscape plan aims to increase 
the articulation of the campus in currently 
undefi ned areas, bett er marrying its building 
with its landscape context.
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TRANSLATE TOPOGRAPHY 
INTO CAMPUS FORM 
The historic campus establishes open greens at the center 
of academic life by placing them on high, fl at ground. As is 
often related, the early grounds at Princeton inspired the 
fi rst use of the word campus, etymologically based on the 
Latin for “open fi eld” or “expanse surrounded” in reference 
to the fl at open terrain that separated Nassau Hall from 
Nassau Street. 

As campus expansion increasingly encountered the 
topography of the land descending down to Lake Carnegie, 
however, the transitions between high ground and low 
ground became opportunities to develop a new relationship 
between architecture and landscape.

Throughout the history of campus expansion south-
ward toward the lake, the University’s existing topography 
has been transformed into landscape spaces that guide 
circulation and orientation. The campus is organized by two 
basic types of circulation that are an intuitive outgrowth of 
the campus topography:

•  North-south tributary paths that maneuver around 
buildings and incorporate steps and transitions in grade 
through shifts in geometry and elevation

•  East-west walks that collect the smaller tributary paths 
that are characterized by their consistent elevation and 
straightened geometry

The Campus Plan seeks to extend and perhaps expand
this approach to developing campus circulation through
the encounter of the underlying topography. For instance, 
the New Butler Walk will establish a connection between 
the Ellipse and Wilcox Hall, reinforcing the importance of 
the spaces at each end, while also supporting the integra-
tion of the residential college into the campus as a whole. 
Framed on either side by the buildings of Butler College, the 
New Butler Walk will be lined with upright beech trees that 
are not used elsewhere on campus, reinforcing its proces-
sional aspects and giving the space a specifi c horticultural 

character. Inspired by campus paths adjacent to Nassau 
Hall, new bluestone pavements are introduced to meet the 
circulation needs of the growing population at the heart of 
campus. These are integrated into a system of new-genera-
tion rain cistern technologies which serve the dual purpose 
of reducing runoff and allowing for stormwater reuse. 

This manner of negotiating place and elevation within 
the campus is a valuable system that should remain, as 
existing pathways extend from the campus core into new 
precincts. For instance, Shapiro Walk is being reconceived 
so that it might extend the strong landscape character of 
McCosh Walk across Washington Road all the way to the 
E-Quad. Similar to the role that Lourie-Love Walk plays in 
the west, a new public corridor between Prospect Avenue 
and Ivy Lane improves north-south connections in the 
eastern precincts of campus. East-west circulation will also 
be strengthened through improvements to McCosh Walk 
and Goheen Walk, retrofi tting these pathways to better 
withstand the stresses of contemporary use. 

Topographic form and circulation
The Blair Archway offers the iconic example of this topo-
graphic planning tradition. At the time of its completion, 
it served as the arrival gateway for the original Dinky train 
line that stopped at the base of the archway steps. The 
translation of topography into campus landscape was 
expanded upon in this location with the moving of the train 
arrival point to the south. The new procession to the train, 
developed in collaboration between Beatrix Farrand and 
Ralph Adams Cram, carefully blends the rising hillside into 
the architecture and the landscape and absorbs the Blair 
Archway within the interior of the campus. The further 
extension of the processional walkway from Blair Arch 
past Pyne Hall to the Arts and Transit Neighborhood is one 
of several projects that further translate topography into 
campus form and increase a sense of connectivity across 
seemingly disparate parts of campus.

North-south pathways, such as this one at Cuyler and Walker halls, 

incorporate transitions in grade

East-west pathways, such as Goheen Walk, are level and straight

Blair Walk

North-south pathways travel the 
sloped topography to the lake and 
maneuver around varied building 
sizes and styles.

East-west pathways provide level 
and straight terraces that form the 
major walks of the campus.
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Proposed Sciences Green looking south from Ivy Lane

of Princeton. Instead of supporting the outdoor social inter-
actions and activities that characterize successful areas 
of campus, its open spaces are generally residual and often 
oriented toward vehicles and service uses. 

In the Core Campus the architecture frames the 
campus green spaces. By contrast, the eastern part of 
campus has a collection of large structures fl oating within 
undistinguished open spaces that aren’t experienced as a 
continuous campus landscape extending between buildings. 
Given that Princeton’s commitment to research will per-
petuate the need for large and programmatically complex 
buildings, issues of scale will likely be ongoing for this area. 

The development of the eastern campus landscape is 
further complicated by the fact that the Princeton Stadium 
complex occupies its geographical center. The mass and 
location of the stadium allow few opportunities to cross 
this area. 

The largest unprogrammed and underutilized space on 
campus is the perimeter of the stadium. Through improved 
circulation and a complete transformation of its landscape, 
the stadium’s western edge presents a signifi cant opportu-
nity for the creation of a single unifying Sciences Green 
at the heart of the Natural Sciences Neighborhood. The plan 
proposes a redesign of the space and its roadways, lawns, 
walks, and trees. With a continuous open greensward, 
realigned service roadways, and walks at the perimeter, the 
Sciences Green will create a useable and attractive campus 
open space that integrates the buildings in this part of 
campus with open vistas to the north and south. This new 
greensward also has the potential to be extended north of 
Ivy Lane as that area develops in the future. 

Extend the diagonal
As the campus grew, this system of east-west walks and 
north-south pathways was not enough to fully connect 
the campus. Over time, diagonal pathways developed that 
linked the historic upper campus with areas of growth. 
Diagonals achieved an effortless continuity of the campus 
landscape and alleviated a signifi cant elevational obstacle. 
One key diagonal path passes a series of buildings and 
landscapes from Alexander Hall to the Frist Campus Center. 
Increasing the role of this corridor will be an 
essential component in integrating the expanded lower 
campus into existing walkways.

In effect, this plan proposes to clear the way for a 
pedestrian path of least resistance that links the Core 
Campus and campus lands to the east. Currently the 
diagonal path ends abruptly at McCosh Health Center 
and offers only a tenuous link to the Frist Campus Center. 
The terminus of the diagonal in the area bounded by Frist, 
McCosh Health Center, and Guyot is at the same elevation 
as Washington Road, and thus presents the best oppor-
tunity to establish effective physical and programmatic 
connections between the Core Campus and areas to the 
east. The ease of the diagonal passage extended to this 
area would provide a link to another collector of pedestrian 
traffi c occurring in the areas around Ivy Lane. 

The new diagonal
The campus lands east of Washington Road and south 
of Prospect Street are isolated from adjacent areas of 
campus by virtue of the roads themselves and the kind 
of architecture they support. As a result, this area has not 
yet achieved cohesiveness with the image and tradition 

SCIENCES GREEN PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
1 ADA accessible pedestrian path connection

2 Planting provides seasonality and mitigates
 the scale of the architecture

3 Recreational lawn

4 Additional reunion tent sites

5 Shared pedestrian and vehicular path connecting 
 Ivy Lane into the Natural Sciences Neighborhood

6 Adjusted and leveled service access

A new diagonal will reinforce 
two critical circulation networks 
for the expanded campus.

Existing buildings and varying land 
uses present several challenges to 
providing connections to the east 
edge of campus.

The proposed Sciences Green 
landscape design will unify 
circulation and campus character, 
and serve as a framework for 
future development, tying the 
new with the existing.
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Project areas that potentially reinforce existing tributary landscapes

Proposed constructed woodland along Elm Drive

RE-ASSERT THE PRESENCE OF 
THE WOODLAND THRESHOLD
The wooded edge along Lake Carnegie and the remnant 
woodlands that follow the several tributary streams are 
important fragments of a complex ecological system. 
As the campus has grown, increases in the amount of 
stormwater being directed to the tributaries and the 
removal of woodland area has continued to put pressure 
on this already fragile ecology. In the interest of improving 
the campus environment, the campus woodlands are 
recognized in the plan as a valuable campus asset that 
needs to be protected, and in some cases restored. 

 This original woodland can still be partially seen as 
one uses the Washington Road and Elm Drive entrances to 
the University. The woodland that frames these entrances 
has become a familiar identifi er of the Princeton precinct, 
as most visitors to Princeton now approach from Route 1. 
This remaining natural landscape creates a moment of 
arrival at Princeton (town and university) by establishing 
a clear separation from the suburban highways. Despite the 
diminished size of the overall woodlands, the concentration 
at the campus entrances provides a strong counterpoint 
to the refi nement of the inner campus landscape. 

 Ecological health is sometimes a matter of establish-
ing enough area to have a true woodland center, not just a 
series of edges. The breaks in the woodland area that have 
been created in the last few decades of development, have
limited the continuity of the woodland canopy. Each 
signifi cant break in this woodland mass creates more edge 
conditions which, as smaller fragments, lose stability as a 
woodland system and become exponentially more vulner-
able to invasive species, more sensitive to climate change, 
and less self-sustaining. This last consideration is critically 
important in understanding that these woodland thresholds, 
if left to their own devices, will need some maintenance to 
remedy their current condition and will increasingly require 
even more care as they diminish in size and continuity. 
Maintaining or increasing the area and overall connected-
ness of the woodland will be of increased importance as 
the southern zone of campus continues to evolve.

Buffer landscapes
 As part of the overall strategy of increasing the size and 
presence of the woodlands, the Campus Plan proposes new 
woodland plantings along Washington Road and Elm Drive. 
These buffers will create new recreational opportunities 
through nature paths, restoring the experience of Farrand’s 
path systems and informally linking the University to 
recreational activities. From an ecological perspective, 
the proposed new woodland areas will act primarily as 
protection for the original fragments of native woodland. 
They will provide an important fi rst line of defense against 
edge vulnerabilities like invasive plant species and establish 
exponentially greater opportunities for habitat. Building 
upon these woodland zones in overall size, complexity, 
and function is a priority of this plan. At every opportunity, 
Princeton should seek to construct woodland buffer areas. 

 At each of these buffers the planting can be designed 
to establish a density both of trees and ground plane plant-
ings to help resist the infl ux of invasive species at the edge. 
These protective zones at the edge of woodlands are prime 
opportunities to create landscapes that absorb stormwater 
loads generated by the new projects. As has been recog-
nized by employing this strategy in the design of the new 
Chemistry building, it is far easier to build these stormwater 
treatment landscapes as part of the construction of a major 
capital project than to wait until after a building and its 
associated site improvements are completed.

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
1 Reinforced woodland along existing stream

2 Understory woodland grasses

3 Inviting approach to the Ellipse

4 Pedestrian path connecting to Roberts Stadium

5 Constructed woodland planting

 Existing woodland

 Constructed woodland

 Contiguous landscape
 project area

 Regulatory protected 
 landscape area

 Water

Campus aerial view, 1940
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integrated system. Although many of her techniques have 
become outdated and ineffi cient by today’s standards, the 
idea that a modern, evolving institution should take this on 
as a challenge persists. With a campus already signifi cantly 
larger than during Farrand’s tenure and facing further 
growth, land management and sustainable development are 
more critical than ever, and the need to translate the spirit 
and intent of Farrand’s work into modern techniques could 
not be more relevant.

Individually, each element of the landscape plays an 
important role in the development of the campus. Planting 
is one of the more visible manifestations of the campus 
ecology. Likewise, paving has a huge impact on the func-
tioning of the landscape, and is also very much tied into the 
legibility of the campus as a unifi ed whole. The plan sup-
ports the idea that there should be a multiplicity of paving 
systems on campus. Even if it were possible to standardize 
elements in an economical and attractive fashion, the extent 
of campus growth has led to divergent styles of architecture 
as one moves away from the historic core. This diversity 

of image, the mixing of vehicular and pedestrian traffi c on 
these surfaces, the increased variety of scales and types 
of open space, and the way that the paving contributes to 
the environmental health of the landscape, all need to be 
considered while knitting together the existing paths and 
creating a method by which the system might expand.

Soils are a less visible component of landscape health, 
but the functions that they perform are vital to addressing 
the increased pressure of larger campus populations and 
more intensive use, such as annual reunions. Similarly, 
the campus-wide approach to water, namely through 
stormwater reuse, is not highly visible, but is essential to 
the function of the landscape. Civil engineering and soils 
can both be employed to attain a goal of keeping as much 
rainfall as possible on site for reuse. 

It is nearly impossible to speak of the performance of 
any individual landscape component, like planting, soils, 
paving, or stormwater reuse, in isolation because they are 
each intrinsically interconnected with the others. Innova-
tions in landscape architecture have always emerged from 

the study of the performance and interaction of these basic mediums. The Campus Plan 
proposes both big and small measures that will contribute to make Princeton a leader in this 
approach. Taken together, these efforts will result in a campus that recharges its groundwa-
ter; sustains healthy plants that, in turn, require less maintenance; and reduces stress on the 
regional ecology and performance of the tributary streams into which most of Princeton’s 
stormwater runoff is released. 

Princeton has always valued the overall quality of its campus landscape. Particularly 
during the period of rapid growth that characterized the Farrand years, the excellence of the 
campus environment, as expressed in its planning, design, construction, and maintenance, 
was very much a priority of university policy. A robustly beautiful and functionally sustain-
able landscape continues to be the ideal vehicle through which meaningful connections 
can be made between Princeton’s history of landscape excellence and its ongoing expansion 
as a modern campus. PLANTING

SOILS PAVEMENT

STORMWATER 
REUSE

princeton’s garden tradition

Beatrix Farrand, one of America’s fi nest landscape 

designers, worked on the Princeton campus from 1915 

to 1941. Her deep understanding of plants and decades- 

long implementation of enhancements to the campus 

landscape have had a lasting impact on the beauty of this 

special place. Her legacy has endured thanks to the pass-

ing on of her design ideas from one University grounds 

manager to another over the years. That many of Mrs. 

Farrand’s wonderful plants can still be found across the 

campus is also a testament to her understanding of what 

we now call the sustainable landscape. She added many 

fi ne varieties of trees and shrubs to the campus with an 

emphasis on those native to the Princeton area and of 

interest during the school year. Her work can best be 

seen in many of the beautiful trees, shrubs, and climb-

ing plants that are still thriving at the Graduate College 

and Wyman House. 

Beatrix Farrand believed that the beauty of the 

campus added to the mental growth and well-being 

of students. Generations of Princetonians have been 

devoted to their landscape. Because the campus is now 

used and enjoyed 12 months of the year, it is important 

to have plants for all four seasons. Expanding on a plan 

begun by Mrs. Farrand, we designed a garden within 

the walled upper garden adjacent to Wyman House. In 

the shade of enormous elm trees, we designed gardens 

around Maclean House, home of 10 Princeton presidents 

and now occupied by the Alumni Association. Inspired 

by Mrs. Farrand’s dazzling displays at the Rockefeller 

Garden in Seal Harbor, Maine, which are still being 

maintained, we have added winter structure and many 

new plants to the Prospect House gardens and will 

continue to refi ne this garden in the future. 

Working with the University’s landscape team, 

we are designing new gardens and adding the very best 

plants around the campus. It is a great honor to be 

following in the tradition of Beatrix Farrand by continu-

ing to enrich the Princeton landscape experience for 

students, staff, and visitors. 

Lynden B. Miller 
Garden Design Consultant 

to Princeton University 

A more resilient landscape will increase resistance to damage 

from intensive activites, such as annual reunions

ANTICIPATE THE IMPACT OF 
INCREASED LAND MANAGEMENT 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
PRESSURES
From a sustainable landscapes perspective, the ideal campus 
would consume no outside resources, present no hazard 
to adjoining natural systems, require no maintenance, and 
produce no waste. Although it is unlikely Princeton can 
ever achieve this goal, there is interest in seeking new ways 
to move closer to it. A major initiative of the Campus Plan 
has been to integrate the principles of sustainability into all 
aspects of the design, construction, and maintenance of the 
landscape. By striving to do better than just what is required 
by regulation, Princeton can become a national leader in 
sustainable landscape practices.

Historic pathway systems integrated stormwater reuse, paving, 

and horticultural sustainability

In her work at Princeton, Beatrix Farrand acknowledged 
the challenges and rewards of working with a “living 
institution,” in that each project she built at Princeton added 
another dimension to an already complex relationship 
between the operations of the campus and the built and 
natural environments. Farrand pioneered an approach to the 
effi cient care and management of the campus environment, 
particularly by treating the basic mediums of landscape 
architecture—planting, soils, paving, and rainwater—not as 
individual issues but as components in a self-sustaining and 

Prospect House garden, originally designed by Beatrix Farrand and recently 

restored by Lynden B. Miller Public Garden Design

Hand watering is frequently used to save resources
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Stormwater 
Management
Protect the lake and watersheds from the 

impacts of development by restoring 

the existing water system and establishing 

stormwater management principles.

The East Basin, 2006 

The East Basin off ers litt le 
valuable habitat and is 
currently an eyesore to the 
surrounding area.
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Stream Restoration Projects

1 Elm Drive stream

2 Washington Road stream

Underground Detention 
and Infi ltration

3 Bedford Field

4 New athletic fi elds

Re-piping and Shifting 
Watershed Boundaries

5 Ivy Lane parking lots

6 Eastern parking and fi elds

Basin Improvement Project

7 East Basin

Project-Specifi c Stormwater 
Management

8 Chemistry building (case study)

Stormwater management projects plan

Four watersheds lie within the area of the main campus. 
The stormwater management plan proposes campus-wide 
strategies to improve the quality and reduce the rate of water 
runoff  that passes through the watersheds and down to Lake 
Carnegie. These strategies fall under four main categories: 
restoration of the major natural streams on campus (1, 2),
 detention and infi ltration of stormwater under new athletic 
fi elds (3, 4), re-piping and shift ing of runoff  to watershed three 
(5, 6), and improvements to the capacity of the East Basin (7).
 In addition to these campus-wide strategies, project-specifi c 
improvements will be implemented. See the Chemistry building 
case study (8).

PROPOSED PROJECTS

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8
Princeton University belongs to the Stony Brook Millstone 
River watershed. Stream corridors, forest buffers, and 
other natural resources located on the campus are essential 
for preserving and maintaining a healthy, balanced eco-
system and a natural fl ow of water.

As the campus and surrounding communities have 
grown over time, there has been a slow degradation of the 
watershed’s natural resources and the ecology of the lake 
valley. Development has interrupted and altered natural pro-
cesses, throwing the stable interaction between elements 
of the ecosystem out of balance. 

Buildings, parking lots, roadways, and other structures 
within the watershed have increased the number of imper-
vious surfaces that prevent rainfall from percolating into 
the soil where it replenishes the groundwater aquifer and 
feeds the streams and Lake Carnegie. Instead, rain falling 
on these surfaces moves across the land as runoff, where 
it is captured in constructed stormwater infrastructure and 
discharged directly into the streams and lake. Currently, 
most rain falling on the developed areas of campus is 
being converted directly to runoff, causing water pollution, 
erosion, and fl ooding.

A STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
STRATEGY FOR PRINCETON’S CAMPUS
At present, the University primarily manages stormwater 
in two regional detention basins: the West Basin and East 
Basin. Each basin was designed and constructed to control 
stormwater runoff for future development projects, relying 
on a “banking” system established to deduct impervious 
development from the total available capacity. This method-
ology was in line with the stormwater regulations at the 
time they were constructed, and many development 
projects on Princeton’s campus have deducted capacity 
from the two regional basins. Unfortunately, most of the 
runoff from these development areas did not physically fl ow 
to either the east or west regional basin. As a result, the 
receiving stormwater systems and stream valleys that con-
veyed these storm fl ows to Lake Carnegie have deteriorated.

The Campus Plan identifi es several new campus-
wide stormwater management projects that will not only 
make important contributions to the success of future 
development at Princeton, but will also comply with recent 
more stringent regulations. These projects are intended 
to mitigate and treat stormwater for near- and long-term 
initiatives on a localized basis in an attempt to alleviate the 
over-burdened storm drain and stream systems. Further-
more, the Campus Plan proposes the use of sustainable 
design principles such as Low Impact Development (LID) 
techniques for all future development projects, to minimize 
adverse effects to the environment.

APPROACH AND ANALYSIS
The stormwater management strategy proposes a two-
pronged approach to restore the watershed. First, a series 
of campus-wide strategies will restore the watershed 
and create capacity for future growth. Secondly, specifi c 
projects will meet the highest standards of sustainability, 
going above and beyond mitigating their own impacts in 
order to contribute to the enhancement and restoration of 
the watershed.
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Ivy Lane parking lots
Stormwater runoff from the Ivy Lane parking lots will be re-
routed to the stormwater mitigation area located below the 
athletic fi elds. This shifting of the watershed boundary takes 
advantage of excess capacity below the fi elds, alleviating 
the Washington Road stream channel in the process.

East Basin 
In order to accommodate future development in the eastern 
part of the main campus, the plan recommends a storm-
water landscape project that will make signifi cant improve-
ments to the existing regional detention pond, referred to 
as the East Basin. At present, the detention pond is near its 
regulatory capacity. It lacks the important natural charac-
teristics of a pond wetland that could provide stormwater 
quality treatment and groundwater recharge, as required by 
current state regulations. The physical improvements would 
be made mainly to the landscape, with the goal of providing 
water quality treatment for future development projects 
that convey stormwater to the basin. Additionally, the 
basin’s capacity will be increased for managing the quantity 
of stormwater runoff. 

Landscape projects 
The Campus Plan’s landscape projects also provide an 
opportunity to integrate stormwater management. By 
greening areas that are impervious as well as by improving 
soil and drainage conditions, these projects should reduce 
the peak rate and volume of stormwater runoff, thereby 
alleviating over-burdened downstream systems. The 
proposed projects will provide water quality treatment 
capacity using natural systems by integrating stormwater 
runoff with landscape design.   

CAMPUS-WIDE APPROACH
The campus-wide approach to stormwater management 
begins with a “sensitivity analysis” that identifi es areas most 
affected by projected future development. The analysis fi rst 
establishes a comprehensive hydrologic model of the entire 
campus to develop an understanding of the complex nature 
of the present-day watershed. Then data about planned 
campus-wide development is applied to the hydrologic 
model in order to understand what type of impact future 
building will have on current conditions.

The analysis evaluates the watershed’s response and 
identifi es specifi c drainage areas that are most sensitive 
to development. The campus-wide approach promotes 
sensible, localized stormwater management strategies, not 
a single solution.

For example, the central and western portions of 
Princeton’s campus have experienced the greatest impacts 
from past development, resulting in erosion and degradation 
in the stream corridors. Based on the sensitivity analysis, 
various stormwater management strategies were identifi ed 
that will not only mitigate anticipated adverse impacts 
of planned development, but also repair and restore the 
present-day degradation resulting from past development 
projects.

For areas where high density development is proposed 
and/or where existing drainage areas are highly sensitive 
to projected growth, the plan proposes designs that will 
mitigate the projected increase in stormwater by construct-
ing systems that will detain and infi ltrate it. Certain projects 
present the opportunity to create capacity for nearby future 
growth, such as two athletic fi eld projects proposed at 
Bedford Field and the eastern athletic practice fi elds. Other 
proposed projects, such as the Ivy Lane parking lots, can 
alleviate an over-burdened sub-watershed area by “shift-
ing” water runoff from one area to a nearby area that has 
available capacity. 

In areas that are currently degraded and slated for high 
density development, the plan proposes landscape-based 
restoration projects that will help sensitive areas regain 
capacity as well as create additional capacity to accom-
modate future growth. The current degraded stream valleys 
(Washington Road and Elm Drive) and pond (East Basin) on 
campus present prime opportunities to implement water-
shed restoration projects. The stream valleys should be 
stabilized, re-established with native plants and enhanced 
with fl oodplains and wetland areas along the banks. 

PROJECTS AND STRATEGIES

Elm Drive stream restoration
Portions of the Elm Drive stream channel will be restored by 
creating fl oodplains and wetlands, stabilizing the channel 
using bio-engineering techniques, and restoring buffer 
zones. Restoration of fl oodplains and wetland areas along 
the stream channel should provide capacity for develop-
ment projects in the Arts and Transit Neighborhood or 
other development.

Washington Road stream restoration
The redevelopment of the Natural Sciences Neighborhood 
presents an opportunity to restore the buffer zone and 
habitat associated with this stream. The Washington Road 
project will expand the ecological area by recreating the 
buffer zone, enhancing and stabilizing the existing stream 
channel, creating fl oodplains, recreating habitat, and 
restoring the natural water balance. Creating fl oodplains 
could provide additional capacity for development, as well 
as contribute to the improved health of the watershed.

Bedford Field 
The future reconstruction of this fi eld southwest of the 
Neuroscience and Psychology buildings presents a storm-
water mitigation opportunity. Layers of crushed stone will 
be constructed beneath the Bedford Field to store, mitigate, 
and infi ltrate stormwater for Neuroscience and Psychology 
and other projects.

New athletic practice fi elds
The construction of the new athletic fi elds will provide 
stormwater mitigation for the project itself, as well as 
creating capacity for future development. The fi elds will be 
constructed over layers of crushed stone in order to store, 
mitigate, and infi ltrate stormwater. 

Elm Drive stream

Washington Road stream

To make a complex campus 
environment truly sustainable 
requires plans and designs that 
answer multiple challenges “at 
one fell swoop.” This way bett er 
playing fi elds make room for 
bett er buildings and landscapes 
absorb stormwater away from 
civil engineering.

—GUY NORDENSON, 
    PROFESSOR OF ARCHITECTURE
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SUSTAINABLE STORMWATER 
MANAGEMENT PRINCIPLES
Water balance:  the mass balance of water essential to 
preserve natural fl ow and sustain a healthy watershed. Devel-
opment adversely affects the natural water balance because 
it changes the hydrologic cycle (increases runoff, decreases 
infi ltration, etc.), ultimately causing downstream fl ooding, 
erosion, and groundwater depletion.

Ecohydrology:  water balance maintained by preventing 
changes to the hydrologic cycle. Effective sustainable 
developments mimic the existing balance by maintaining 
runoff patterns and infi ltration quantities. Ecohydrology 
recognizes the interaction between hydrology and ecology 
by encouraging the restoration and maintenance of the 
natural water balance.

Low impact development (LID):  avoiding adverse impacts 
and minimizing disturbance by closely simulating pre-develop-
ment water balance. LID is accomplished by using design 
techniques such as integrating stormwater and landscape 
areas and preserving or protecting sensitive areas such as 
riparian buffers, wetlands, steep slopes, fl ood plains, wood-
lands, and areas with permeable soils and mature trees.

Integrated management practices (IMPs):  design 
techniques that integrate stormwater and landscape. IMPs 
address stormwater management in site-specifi c, practical, 
cost-effective landscape features rather than in traditional 
end-of-the-pipe facilities.

Biomimicry:  reintroducing natural systems into the built 
environment and rethinking the engineer’s traditional 
“interference” response to development. Biomimicry uses 
the principles of nature, rather than structured or engi-
neered solutions, to manage stormwater.

Water conservation:  conserving water to contribute to the 
long-term sustainability of resources. Water conservation 
techniques decrease the project’s overall consumption 
of water and reduce the demands on the water supply 
and disposal.

SITE-SPECIFIC APPROACH
New development projects present an opportunity to 
enhance sensitive watersheds by going beyond simply 
mitigating their project-specifi c impacts. 

When selecting sites for new development, existing 
ecological resources should be protected to the greatest 
extent possible in order to maintain natural processes that 
store, treat, and infi ltrate stormwater. Wooded areas, open 
space, and resource buffer zones should be preserved in 
order to maintain groundwater recharge that ultimately 
feeds wetlands, streams, and surface water bodies. 

New development projects also provide opportunities 
to reintroduce natural systems into the built environ-
ment. By recreating systems such as streams, wetlands, 
fl oodplains, and vegetated buffers, natural processes can 
be restored to support a balanced ecosystem, improve 
water quality, and provide fl ood capacity for stormwater. 
Newly-created natural systems typically exceed storm-
water management regulations specifi c to individual 
projects, thereby contributing to the overall sustainability 
of the watershed.

 PRINCIPLES TOWARD SUSTAINABLE 
FUTURE DEVELOPMENT
Future development at the University will promote sustain-
ability by minimizing negative impacts and enhancing 
ecological processes within the watersheds. Sites selected 
for new development projects should fi rst and foremost 
respect the environment by protecting sensitive natural 
resources, buffer zones, forests, and other ecologically 
sensitive areas. Whenever possible, new projects should 
build on existing developed sites, improve the impervious 
cover condition, or make it greener by creating new natural 
areas, integrating stormwater within the landscape design, 
and promoting infi ltration and rainwater reuse.

Rendering of landscaped biofi ltration area west of the Chemistry building

The individual project goals for stormwater 
management should exceed local 
regulations requiring projects to match 
existing conditions. Projects should strive 
to reduce the rate and volume of 
stormwater runoff  by 25 percent and 
demonstrate exemplary water quality 
treatment measures.

The design of the new Chemistry building presents an 
exciting opportunity to set a high standard for the future of 
sustainable development on campus.  

The Chemistry building will be constructed adjacent 
to an ecologically sensitive area with a stream and steeply 
sloped bank along Washington Road. The redevelopment of 
this site will restore the buffer zone and habitat associated 
with the stream by locating the Chemistry building farther 
away from these areas than the Armory building that it 
replaces. By expanding the ecological area and recreating 
the buffer zone, the project will enhance the health of the 
watershed.

Redevelopment of this site will further demonstrate 
sustainability by incorporating the Low Impact Develop-
ment technique of “greening”—the future site will contain 
more green (pervious) areas than the existing site. Greening 
is an important strategy for managing stormwater runoff 
for the project; a reduction in imperviousness will result 
in a lower stormwater runoff. The expected reduction in 

stormwater runoff will also help to alleviate the adjacent 
stream channel’s stressed condition.

The volume of runoff from the site will be further 
reduced via a rainwater harvesting system. Stormwater col-
lected from half of the building’s rooftop will be conveyed to 
an underground storage cistern where it will be stored and 
used to supplement the building’s toilet fl ushing demand. 
This system will not only reduce the volume of stormwater 
discharged, but it will also demonstrate water conservation 
by reducing the amount of potable water consumed for 
non-potable uses.

Stormwater runoff from the project site and portions 
of the building rooftop will be directed to landscaped bio-
fi ltration areas which promote natural treatment processes 
and infi ltration. By dispersing stormwater throughout the 
site close to the source, the project is expected to alleviate 
the erosion and degradation caused by piped discharge to 
the stream. 

Project-specifi c stormwater management 
at the Chemistry building
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Campus Components

Buildings  Like all cam-
puses, Princeton can be 
comprehended as clusters 
of buildings. This simple 
classifi cation is easily 
understood by different 
people in a variety of ways:
by function (academic, 
residential, athletic, 
cultural), by form (such as 
a distinctive landmark), 
by name (as a location on 
a map) or as a destination 
in an event listing.

Roads  The vehicular 
arrival routes to campus 
are the main arteries of the 
campus, the system that 
delivers most visitors and 
members of the community 
to the University.

Pathways  Once they have 
arrived, the visitors and 
members of the community 
encounter the network of 
pedestrian walkways that 
lead them from the edges 
into the core areas of the 
parklike campus and its 
intimate courtyards.

Wayfinding
A new comprehensive wayfi nding program 

will promote a better visitor experience and 

improve traffi c patterns by providing essential 

information that people and residents need to 

fi nd the University and navigate the campus. 

700,000 VISITORS A YEAR

Princeton plays host to a diverse list of visitors each year who 
would all benefi t from improved campus wayfi nding. 

Recent annual attendance counts:

Art Museum: 100,000

McCarter Theatre Center: 200,000

Other concerts and performances: 100,000

Athletics: 250,000 (all events)

Admissions: 26,000 (Orange Key Tours)

Conferences, camps, and summer academic programs: 30,000

Alumni Reunion events: 20,000

Firestone Library: 18,500

Commencement: 10,000

Initially, Princeton developed as a tranquil enclave where 
students and faculty could together pursue their academic 
endeavors with minimal interruption. As the University grew 
and developed in the 20th century, the gates opened, and 
soon the number of visitors to programs and campus events 
swelled to over 700,000 a year. 

Like much of the University’s landscape and buildings, 
previous modes of signage were designed to serve the 
“private Princeton,” home to an intimate community very 
familiar with the quirks of the Core Campus. But the modern 
campus needs an up-to-date, comprehensive wayfi nding 
program that will communicate directions clearly and 
concisely to a wide variety of visitors seeking diverse 
campus destinations. Without creating visual clutter, this 
new generation of signage and other prompts will provide 
the necessary information that newcomers, and the entire 
community, will need to navigate their way to and around 
campus. An effective wayfi nding system will deliver people 
to events, meetings, and classes without disturbing the 
experience and pleasure of their campus journey.

Princeton is a strikingly beautiful and distinguished 
academic setting that is confusing to navigate in spite of 
the campus’ comparatively small scale. Visitors, returning 
alumni, and even members of the community have diffi culty 
fi nding their way to a destination. There are four main 
reasons for wayfi nding confusion:

Point of arrival  What was historically the back of campus 
has become a front door for many visitors, as many now 
arrive not at the pedestrian gate on Nassau Street but 
through the winding vehicular routes and visitor parking 
areas in the south.

Lack of addresses  Because it is largely pedestrian, typical 
street addresses don’t exist for many parts of the Princeton 
campus.

Limited landmark visibility  The topography and architec-
ture of Princeton contribute to the confusion. The system 
of gothic courtyards and quadrangles, while beautiful and 
inspiring to visit, often disorients fi rst-time visitors. The 
campus topography coupled with courtyards that limit 
long views, particularly when approaching from the south, 
compromise visitors’ ability to understand where they are 
and where they need to go. 

Lack of identifi cation signs  Inadequate building identifi ca-
tion signage compounds the visitor’s wayfi nding challenges.

Historic gateway of Princeton: Nassau Hall in 1837

Current vehicular gateway: view approaching visitor parking garage

Current pedestrian arrival point: view of campus from Lot 7 garage

UNDERSTANDING THE CAMPUS
Princeton is a large campus made up of intimate spaces. 
It is a place more easily understood over time as intricacies 
and nuances that were initially confusing coalesce into the 
image of a single coherent space. The wayfi nding challenge 
is to create a “language” that will facilitate giving directions 
to fi rst-time visitors. This begins by breaking the campus 
down into smaller, more easily understood areas and imple-
menting a system of check-points that will enable visitors to 
quickly reference their location for orientation purposes.

THE PRINCETON CAMPUS COMMUNITY
The Princeton campus population comprises undergradu-
ates, graduate students, faculty, administration, and staff. 
All of these people were once fi rst–time visitors who had to 
fi nd their way to Admissions, student check–in, a meeting, 
or an interview for employment. Like the residents of any 
town, the members of the Princeton community have their 
prescribed routes and destinations. When they depart from 
those typical pathways, they may get lost or feel unsure 
about fi nding a particular destination. Changes to the 
campus over time mean that even alumni can feel disori-
ented in a place that they once knew intimately.

A WALKABLE CAMPUS
One of Princeton’s most distinctive features is its landscape 
of beautiful tree-lined stone pathways and named walks. 
This network forms the basis of an effective and well-
designed system that delivers visitors and residents to their 
desired destination. By lengthening and reinforcing this net-
work with landscape improvements and new construction, 
the University will create a surrogate street system with 
recognizable reference points. This will support pedestrian 
wayfi nding without changing the essential nature of the 
campus experience. By enhancing this existing asset with 
simple markers, the navigation system will overcome 
topographic limitations and short vistas. These pedestrian 
pathways comprise the primary organizing principle for 
a new campus wayfi nding system.
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Visitor Information
185 Nassau
(609) 258-1742

Admissions Office
(609) 258-3034

Athletics
(609) 258-1800

Baker Rink
(609) 921-8500

Berlind Theater/McCarter
(609) 258-1742

Chancellor Green
(609) 258-3788

Chapel
(609) 921-8500

Class of 1952 Stadium
(609) 258-1742

Clio Hall
(609) 258-3060

Firestone Library
(609) 258-3060

Friend Center
(609) 921-8500

Frist Campus Center
(609) 258-1742 

Jadwin Gymnasium
(609) 258-3788

Lenz Tennis Center
(609) 258-3788

Lewis B. Library
(609) 258-3788

McCosh Hall
(609) 258-3060

Nassau Hall
(609) 921-8500

Princeton Stadium
(609) 258-3788

Prospect House
(609) 258-3060
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Public Safety
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Shea Rowing Center
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University Art Museum
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U-Store
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U-Store
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Need Assistance?

Public Safety Office    (609) 258-1000
Admissions Offices
  Undergraduate          (609) 258-3060
  Graduate                 (609) 258-3034
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Welcome to

West Visitor Parking
Admissions
Athletics West
Central Campus

East Visitor Parking
Athletics East
East Campus
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PERMIT REQUIRED

Weekdays: 6am—5pm

VISITOR PARKING
Weekdays: 5pm—2am
Weekends: 6am—2am

Permit Required for Overnight Parking.
Violation will result in fine or towing.

Shea Rowing
Center
Boathouse

West Parking

Central Campus

Elm Drive
Guard Booth
permit required

EXISTING CAMPUS SIGNAGE
At present, (1) Princeton is dotted with myriad signs 
representing many generations of styles and approach. 
What is missing is not necessarily quantity, but quality and 
consistency. There is a rich heritage of inscribed signs that 
lend character; while this tradition has been carried forth in 
some of the modern architecture on campus, understated 
execution (2) limits its usefulness. Other buildings are 
undersigned, most notably athletics facilities, like Jadwin 
Gymnasium (4), which has no visible exterior identifi ca-
tion sign. A consistent “palette,” a logical approach, and 
well considered sign placement will greatly improve both 
vehicular and pedestrian traffi c fl ow. Previous signage ef-
forts also included free-standing map cases spread around 
campus which serve as moderately successful wayfi nding 
tools. Their effectiveness is undermined by poor execution 
and placement—with the maps (3) at the back of the case 
rather than close to the glass and the viewer—as well as 
their occasionally awkward locations.

SIGNAGE CATEGORIES
Vehicular  The Campus Plan recommends improved state 
highway signage, a University marker along Washington 
Road to signal arrival, street identifi cation signs, an expand-
ed family of vehicular directional signs, and an improved 
system of parking lot identifi cation and classifi cation.

Pedestrian  Pedestrian signs will consist primarily of 
directional signs attached to existing campus lampposts. 
Colored bands at the lamppost base would identify the 
major campus walks. Directional “fi nger” signs at key 
intersections will help visitors quickly fi nd their way with 
minimal visual impact.

Identifi cation  The comprehensive and consistent iden-
tifi cation of campus buildings will help visitors and new 
campus residents fi nd a destination. Improving the visibility 
of existing inscriptions with guidelines for contrast and fi ll 
colors will also improve their legibility. 

Information  The creation of a new campus map will be 
essential for better campus orientation, as will the introduc-
tion of new information kiosks at key points of arrival that 
will help someone quickly plot a route or check an event’s 
location. Whether messages are delivered via kiosk, 
pamphlet, website, or hand-held device the goal is to help 
people focus on the purpose of their visit rather than the 
frustration of being lost.

University identifi cation Directionals Parking Shutt le

Identifi cation

Orientation kiosk Pedestrian directional Event banners

For more than 250 years Princeton’s campus 
has grown to serve the needs of students, 
faculty, and society. A new wayfi nding system 
will make it easier for the entire University 
community and our many welcome visitors to 
enjoy these beautiful grounds and buildings, 
and take advantage of the extraordinary 
resources to be found here.

— BRIAN J. MCDONALD, 
VICE PRESIDENT FOR DEVELOPMENT 

Generations of campus signage
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PEDESTRIAN STRATEGY
Princeton is largely a pedestrian-friendly campus with an 
intricate web of landscaped walkways that traverse the 
grounds from north to south, west to east. This system, 
implemented in large part by landscape architect Beatrix 
Ferrand from 1912 to 1949, is one of the University’s 
most treasured assets. Everyone on campus uses these 
pathways, in conjunction with the campus shuttle, to get 
to classes, meetings, appointments, and events. But a fi rst-
time visitor can fi nd weaving through archways, intimate 
interior courtyards, and past seemingly unmarked buildings, 
disorienting and confusing.

Spanning the campus are walks named after past 
University presidents—McCosh, Goheen, and Shapiro—
as well as unnamed key routes. These serve to collect and 
distribute pedestrian traffi c; they are an existing, well-
integrated mechanism designed to deliver people effi ciently 

on foot or bicycle to their destinations. The missing link is 
the user’s ability to understand and reference this system. 
Renovations and additions to pavings and plantings will 
create a more complete set of recognizable pedestrian 
pathways, benefi ting fi rst-time visitors and long-time 
campus residents alike.

In tandem with improvements in the landscape, an 
integrated pathway signage program will introduce a de-
scriptive language for routes and navigation that has been 
missing from the campus “dialogue.” By utilizing existing 
elements in the landscape such as the prevalent campus 
light post, and introducing pedestrian-scaled “fi nger” signs, 
the wayfi nding program will have a minimal visual impact 
on the overall campus environment.

VEHICULAR STRATEGY
Most modern-day visitors to the Princeton campus arrive 
by car. Though there are a variety of routes, the most direct 
and ceremonial is via tree-lined Washington Road. As 
one drives north, the road passes over the lake, then cuts 
through the campus, providing access to the west and east 
parking areas. The intersection at Faculty Road, currently 
undersigned, is an important traffi c distribution point with 
access to both visitor parking lots.

Beginning at Route 1, a new comprehensive signage 
system will offer consistency and clarity. At present, 
messages for visitor parking at the Lot 7 garage change from 
“Admissions Parking” to “Parking Garage Entrance” and the 
garage is commonly referred to as “Lot 7” in conversation 
or printed driving directions. To avoid confusion and make 
giving directions easier, the new system will institute clear 
naming conventions across all media, from signage to print 

to web and will divide campus visitors into those seeking 
destinations west of Washington Road and those heading 
east of Washington. 

Additionally, the vehicular strategy will focus on 
providing a family of signs that will display information at 
key intersections in an attempt to direct cars in the right 
direction and prevent them from driving in restricted areas. 
For example, the current building identifi cation signs along 
Washington Road imply access from that roadway that 
does not actually exist. The process of pausing to read, 
consider, and even turn at those signs creates potential 
hazards on an already congested route. Delivering visitors 
to the appropriate parking areas and seamlessly onto the 
campus shuttle will make the visitor experience memorable 
for all the right reasons.
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Route 1 Sign

   Primary campus destinations

 Major directional

   Secondary directional

 Campus ID

  Restricted access sign

 Visitor parking

   Pay-to-park (off-campus)

G  Campus guard booth

 Primary roads
 Campus driveways
 Restricted-use campus roads

Vehicular wayfi nding strategy Pedestrian wayfi nding strategy

   Primary campus destinations

  Visitor information kiosk

    Campus map case

    Pedestrian pathway directional
 Primary pedestrian route
 Secondary pedestrian route
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