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researchResearch Summary

-

-

-

-

-

ways to use public money.

The Architectural Review, 198

An overview of 
what is to be shown on exhibit at the National Design Museum at the 
Smithsonian Institution that was held April 8, 2005 to January 15, 2006.

Urban Land, 56
St. Louis built a new stadium to get the Rams football team and 

built a convention center as part of it.

Journal of the American Planning Association, 70

years or so, most small metropolitan regions have experienced a decline in 
the downtown regions (Salt Lake City would be an example).  This article 
talks about the characteristics of those areas in the U.S. which still have 
successful downtown areas.  The article states, “planners should focus 
on the retention and enhancement of the distinct physical characteristics 
that clearly distinguish downtowns from suburban environments.”  In my 
opinion the Stadium for Real would be one of those characteristics that will 
help distinguish the Salt Lake City downtown area from the surrounding 
suburbs.

Detail, 44
Review of a 

7,960-seat soccer stadium in Barakaldo, a suburb of Bilbao.  It is part 
of a large-scale redevelopment effort to help reverse the effects of an 
economic decline in the region.

Detail, 44

Landscape Architecture, 94
Soldier Field is surrounded by a park setting.  While this project is much 
larger than what would be done in Salt Lake, some of the features and 
characteristics of this project may be learned from and applied in the site 

-

-

-

-

Annotated Bibliography

Urban Land, 58
A brief look at the arguments that 

have been made stating that sporting arenas have helped redevelopment 

on short-term effects, the stadiums do help with revitalizing city cores.

journal of the American Planning Association, 70

Chapin looks at Sports facilities in city centers to question whether or not 
they are successful at being urban redevelopment catalysts.  He also writes 
to translate the literature of sports facilities into the language of planning 
professionals.  He looks at Baltimore’s Camden Yards and Cleveland’s 

aspects involved when public money is used for the construction costs.  
He concludes that they can be helpful tools for redevelopment but states 
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researchplan of Real Salt Lake’s stadium.

Sports and Safety Management.
A study 

of the safety issues surrounding stadium design from the perspective of 
soccer in England.

Architectural Record, 192

Urban Land, 58
Written one year prior to the Sydney 

2000 Summer Olympics, the article discusses the main Olympic stadium 
and other venues prepared for the games.  The Sydney Olympics were 
considered by many to be the “green” Olympics with many environmentally 
friendly considerations used throughout the design of the venues.  
These considerations will be important to consider in the design of the 
stadium.

Architectural Record, 184,

Architectural
Record, 178

Jean Prouvé: Industrial Architecture

A review 
of projects designed by Jean Prouvé.  His architecture was designed to 
be manufactured in a factory and assembled on site.  As such he made 
interesting variations to the structural system and elements in order to 
facilitate the manufacturing process.  His innovative ways to look at the 
structural forces and translate them into design is inspirational.

Public Assembly Facilities

Stadia: A Design and Development 
Guide

A comprehensive design guide which 
discusses the stadium building type, planning considerations of location, 
and many aspects of the form and layout design

Architectural Record, 191

Architectural Record, 188
Montreal and San Diego 

join the many North American cities to boost downtown renewal through 
the building of new stadiums (baseball).

Progressive Architecture, 
75, The author 
compares two new baseball stadiums - the suburban Texas Rangers 
stadium and the Urban stadium for Cleveland Indians.  She talks of the 
contrasting movements between the traditional urban setting and the 
suburbs

18 Years with Architect Louis I. Kahn.
Komendant

explains the relationship he had with Kahn and how the structural systems 
were devised and developed in many of their major projects together.

Architectural
Record, 184,

Architectural
Record, 184,

Linn describes how it may be 

and arenas as a good investment in and of itself.  The real potential that 
is involved is in the surrounding area that may be helped by such an 
addition.  They should be a part of an overall development strategy.  Also 

such as quality of life, diversity of activities, and image of an area.

Detail, 47
Discussion of Calatrava’s design for 

Master Plan.

Developments in Structural Form

Describes the loads and their effects as well as the internal actions of 
the many structural systems used in buildings.  It analyses and looks at 
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researchthe history of the main types of systems and looks at how they relate to 
construction and form.

Light, Wind, and Structure: The Mystery of the 
Master Builders.

Salt Lake Tribune (Salt Lake City, UT), 

A poll conducted for the Salt Lake Tribune found that the public 
is against taxpayer money going to the stadium but nearly a majority feel 
it should be in Salt Lake City.  31.5% like the Fairpark site, 17% would 
like it more downtown, 17.8% like Sandy, 13.8% for Murray and 20% are 
undecided.

Urban
Land, 58
Sports stadiums are helping to revitalize downtown areas across the 
country.  Examples are given for Phoenix, Dayton, Louisville, Dallas, and 
Denver.

Aesthetics and Technology in Buildings

The Charles Eliot Norton Lectures presented 
with Harvard University for the year 1961-62.  Nervi brings together his 
observations and ideas about architectural design.  He puts forth that the 
aesthetic of “good architecture” is achieved when the building technology 
(structure) is correctly applied and expressed in the design.  He discusses 
the relationship between building technology and architectural aesthetic 
and how it has been applied, to varying degrees of success, through major 
periods of architectural history.  He also reviews many of his projects and 
discusses how he applied his ideas in their design.

RSL fans were voted the best in Major 
League Soccer history despite the team’s short history according to 

Sports, Jobs, and Taxes.

An examination of 

States.

Architectural Record, 

198 A
discussion of the increased building of new sports facilities across the 
U.S. and the world.  Because of the increase in construction many more 
architects are designing stadiums and the overall architectural design 
has improved dramatically after decades of postwar stadiums that were 
built as “straightforward utilitarian examples of engineering.”  Pastier also 
discusses how newer stadiums are being built in the downtown areas of 
the cities to help revitalize the urban environment.

Metropolis, 23

Pastier looks at the new 
stadium designed by Antoine Predock and HOK Sport + Venue + Events.  
It was built as the focal point of a 26-block redevelopment project.  The 
design of the stadium is also looked at closely and how the stadium relates 
to its surroundings.  The author claims that this project, more than any 
other, addresses more issues in the design and planning arenas than ever 
previously.

Architectural
Record, 179, Description and images 
of the new design for Comiskey Park (baseball) in Chicago.

Metropolis, 23
A brief look at the proposed design for the 

unprecedented in the U.S..  The design was modeled after the Saitama 
Super Arena in Japan and would convert from a 75,000-seat stadium to a 
20,000-seat arena and 100,000 square-foot convention center.

Urban Land, 47
This article was written before Baltimore built their new 

downtown stadium.  They looked at other precedents of downtown 
stadiums in Cincinnati, New Orleans, and Indianapolis.  As Baltimore is 
an important precedent for downtown stadiums and the urban renewal 
that has taken place around it, this was an important look to see what the 
ideas were prior to its being built.

Sports, Convention, and Entertainment 
Facilities.

This book 
presents a discussion of different types of public gathering venues.  It 
provides guidelines for determining the need and impact for such facilities, 
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research
gives U.S. and International case studies.

Progressive Architecture, 73
Prowler discusses what he terms as “arguably the 

Baltimore’s Oriole Park at Camden Yards has been a huge success and 
has been looked upon by many cities as a precedent of how downtown 
stadiums can boost downtown growth.

An Engineer Imagines.
Peter Rice was the engineer on many famous 

projects with unique structural systems such as the Sydney Opera House 
and the Pompidou Center.  He tells of his role and the development of 
the structural systems in some of his larger projects.  He also has some 

such as Ove Arup and Jean Prouvé played in his development as a structural 
engineer.  He tells of how he thought that the structural engineer should 
play more of an innovative design role than what is traditionally done in 
most buildings.  Rice believes that rather than simply hiding the structure 
within the architecture, the structural components should be an important 
part of the architectural expression of the building.  His way of exploring 
different ideas for the structural components, especially the connections, 
is motivating to me and my design.

Detail, 47
The author discusses how traditionally sporting venues 

were built to impress other areas in the world with their architecture.  In 
past years that has changed and the architecture of such buildings, e.g. 
stadiums, has changed to be simply multi-functional machines.   Recently 
the trend has begun to shift back and greater architectural emphasis is 
being put into the design.  They have also recently been used to spur 
urban development.

The Sports Franchise Game.

A discussion of the Sports 
Franchise industry and the value of sports in our culture.  He goes through 
impact studies and other quantitative analyses of sports franchises.  

Philadelphia, San Francisco, Oakland, Baltimore, and Indianapolis.

Architectural Record,

187 A baseball 
stadium for a Yankees’ minor-league team is among many revitalization 
projects for Staten Island.  Brief discussion of the goal of HOK Sports 
in the design “to connect the city to the site through a public sidewalk, 
arcade, and esplanade along the water.”  Stadium gives fans a clear view 
of Manhattan’s dramatic sideline.  Likewise it will be important for the 
stadium in Salt Lake to show the beauty of its setting in Downtown and 
the Wasatch Mountains.

The Architectural Review,
216

One of the best architectural designs out of many 
soccer stadiums built in Portugal as they hosted Euro 2004.  The design 
stands out because of its siting and form - especially the roof structure 
which connects both sides and is held up by cables spanning across the 
stadium.

Alignments and locations 
of the Salt Lake City Intermodal Transit Hub as well as Commuter Rail 
was obtained from this document.  Images from this document showed 
the locations of future TRAX lines.

Blake explained how because 
of stipulations around the public funding of Rice Eccles Stadium that it 
would not be legal to house, on a permanent basis, any professional 
sports team.  The current contract with Real would allow them to use the 
venue for two years.  An extension may be possible for another year.

Scot helped 
me on numerous occasions to help direct me to know what the needs 
and desires were for the Real Salt Lake organization.  He reviewed my 
program descriptions to see how well the allocated sizes of the various 
components would meet the needs of the club.  We also discussed the 
ideas and visions that they had in what the stadium would mean to the 
organization, the surrounding city and region. 

The Architectural 
Review, 216 Discussion of 
Chicago’s new Millennium Park, a gathering place within the city that 
features a concert pavilion designed by Gehry.  The site is located near 
Soldier Field.



13

precedents
urban revitalization:
  cleveland’s gateway district
soccer stadium:
  braga (portugal)
architect:
  santiago calatrava
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precedentsPrecedent - Urban
Revitalization: Cleveland’s
Gateway District

-
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-

this -
-

-
Sports

Facilities as Urban Redevelopment 
Catalysts

Downtown Plan,

above (top to bottom): Jacob’s Field -
home of a major league baseball team.

Gund Arena - home of a NBA team.
Revitalized portion of the Gateway 

District. right: Expected direction of 

basketball arena along with neighboring
activity generators.  
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New projects brought by the revitaliza-
tion of the Gateway District in Cleveland.

Precedent - Soccer
Stadium: Braga
(Portugal)

Soccer stadium in Braga, Portugal.

Architect’s concept sketch. 
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precedents
Soccer staSo a--
dium in Braga, didiu raragaa
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Precedent - Architect:
Santiago Calatrava
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precedentsAthens Olympic Complex and stadium.
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precedents

derivation of forms inspired byderivation of forms inspirspireded bbyy
the human body.the human bodyy..y.

“dynamic equilibrium”.
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precedents

Calatrava motava motion iion inn
architecture.architectrchitectururee..

inspira-
tion from 
nature.
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site
selection process
site selection
urban analysis: evaluation 
  criteria + site evaluation
site documentation
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siteSelection Process

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
-

-

-top: The three site alternatives in
downtown Salt Lake City. bottom: Urban
Analysis (UA)-Composite image of the
land uses in the blocks surrounding the
three site alternatives.



23

site

-

Site Selection

-
-

-
-

-
-

-

-
-

-

-

-

-

-

-
-

-

-

Urban Analysis MatrixUrban Analysis Matrix

Criteria Site A Site B Site C

1.2 Land Availability ++++ +++++ +++
2.1 Surrounding Redevelopment Potential ++ +++ +++++
3.1 Downtown Expansion Potential ++ +++ +++++
4.1 Supportive of Existing Downtown Overall ++ +++++ +++
4.2 Supportive of Existing Downtown Restaurants ++ +++++ +++
4.3 Supportive of Existing Downtown Retail + ++ +++
4.4 Supportive of Existing Downtown Housing ++ ++ ++++
4.5 Supportive of Existing Downtown Hotels +++ ++++ ++++
4.6 Supportive of Existing Downtown Attractions + ++++ +++
5.1 Accessibility: Public Transportation +++ ++++ +++++
5.2 Accessibility: Automobile +++ +++ +++++
5.3 Accessibility: Parking +++ +++++ +++
5.4 Accessibility: Walkability ++ +++ +++
6.1 Visibility: From freeway and main city routes ++ +++ +++++
6.2 Visibility: From local view corridors ++ +++ +++++
7.1 Site Connections: Downtown ++ +++++ ++++
7.2 Site Connections: Wasatch Mountains ++++ ++ ++++

Concept Sketch—Site B.
The perceived growth potential and the
effect on downtown with the stadium
on site B. Grey area indicates existing
downtown core of Salt Lake City while
yellow highlighted area indicates spurred
redevelopment.

-

-

Concept Sketch—Site C
The perceived growth potential and the
effect on downtown with the stadium
on site C. Grey area indicates existing
downtown core of Salt Lake City while
yellow highlighted area indicates spurred
redevelopment.
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site-

-

-

-
-

-

-

-

Urban Analysis: Evaluation
Croteria and Site Evalua-
tion

-
-

-

1. Land AvailabilityLand Availability

1.1. Land needed:

-

-

-

-

1.2.

-

-
-

-

1.2 Site C:

-

-
-
-

Rating:+++

2. Surrounding RedevelopSurrounding Redevelop-
ment Potential

2.1.

-

-

-

-

-

2.1 Site C:

UA-Figure ground of site alternatives
and surrounding blocks.
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-

-
-

-

-
-

-

-

Rating:+++++

3. Downtown Expansion PoDowntown Expansion Po-
tential

3.1. -

-
-

-

-

-

-

-
-

-

3.1 Site C:

-

top: UA-Vacant land and structures.
bottom: UA-Warehouse and Storage.
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site

-

-

-
-

-

-

-

Rating:+++++

4. Supportive of ExistingSupportive of Existing
Downtown

4.1. Overall:

-
-

-

4.1 Site C: -

-

-

Rating:+++

4.2. Restaurants: -

-

4.2 Site C:

-

top: UA-Commercial (retail, service,
restaurant, bar, and mixed-use. bottom:
UA-Residential + mixed-use.
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site
Rating:++++

4.5. Hotels:
-

-

4.5 Site C:

Rating:++++

4.6. Other Attractions: -

-
-
-

4.6 Site C:

Rating:+++

5. AccessibilityAccessibility

5.1. Public Transportation:

-

-

Rating:+++

4.3. Retail:
-

4.3 Site C:
-

Rating:+++

4.4. Housing:

-

-

4.4 Site C: -
-

-

top: UA-Hotels. bottom: UA-Trans-
portation (red line: TRAX, red dashed:
future TRAX, red star: SLC Intermodal
Transit Hub, yellow arrows: major auto-
mobile routes on/off freeway.
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site
5.1 Site C:

-

-

-

-

Rating:+++++

5.2. Automobile:

-

-
-

-

-

5.2 Site C:

-

Rating:+++++

5.3. Parking:

-

-

-

-

5.3 Site C: -

-
-

-

-

Rating:+++

5.4. Walkability:

UA-Existing parking.
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site-
-
-
-

-

-

-

-

-

5.4 Site C: -

-

-

-

-
-
-

-

-

-

-

-
-

-

Rating:+++

6. VisibilityVisibility

6.1. From freeway and main

routes into city:

6.1 Site C:

-
-

-

-
-

Rating:+++++

6.2. From local view corri-
dors:

6.2 Site C:

-
-
-

-

-
-

-

Rating:+++++

7. Site Connections

7.1. Connection to downtown:

-

-
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-

7.1 Site C:

-

Rating:++++

7.2. Connection to local geog-
raphy (Wasatch Mountains):

-

-

7.2 Site C: -

-

-

Rating:++++

Site Documentation

above: Site’s Wasatch Front context.
below: Urban curves and hard edges.
Blue lines are existing curves. Yellow

is the historic railway lines. Red is the
existing building faces creating the cur-

rent street front conditions. right (top to
bottom): 400 S + 500 W - site on right;
looking northwest off 400 W at site; Rio

Grande Avenue looking south - termi-
nus of street is site. Rio Grande Avenue

looking south from The Gateway.

ext.
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site

NE corner of site from above.

400 S looking south from Pioneer Park. Site is by intersection shown on the right.

400 S and 400 W. Site is on left, Big D building os on the right.

Rio Grande building to the north of the site off 500 W. Site is located on the left of the image 400 W and 500 S to SE corner of site.

Pioneer Park by site. 400 W looking west from Pioneer Park. Site is by intersection shown on the left.
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site

Panoramic of downtown Salt Lake City from the top of the bridge on 400 South approaching the site. Red shading indicates the selected site.

East elevation of the existing block.

North elevation of the existing block.

West elevation of the existing block.

South elevation of the existing block.
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programProposed Program

h ar hi ur o h s a i-
u n s o ro o an i -
in an n r i a os h r o
wa h an a so r n a i-
ion o h or h si n o
a h s a us h n oura

a un n iron n h soun s
o h row shou b on ain
an ir o h a hi his

oa so h si h in s shou
b si n su h ha an in i a

i win ri n is s ab ish
or a s a ors h isi ors o
h s a iu us o or ab
ro h ir i w oin in h s an s

as w as in a o h r ar as ro
h i h a roa h h s a i-

u o wh n h a

Site layout:

a or onsi ra ions or h si
a ou in u h i w orri ors
an arri a o a ions o isi ors

h s as s wi r in h
a or n ran s an a ur s

o h s a iu s si n ar -
u onsi ra ion o h n ran

-

i n o h ir u a ion wi hin h

s a iu i h onsi ra ions o

r s n an an i i a on i ions

in h surroun in ar a i is -

ha h hi h s o u o

o wou arri o h nor h-

w s an sou h as orn rs o h
si i -b o n ran s wou
b b s sui on h as an
w s o a o o a an n our-
a o n s in h s b o s
ha wou ro i s ron onn -
ions wi h h s a iu i -b o
n ran s wou no b sirab

on h nor h an sou h b aus

n oura o us h rosswa s
a h in rs ions

si wi onsis o h s a iu ar a
as w as a r ai orri or ha
wou b o a on h as or
w s si o h si his or ion
wou ha o b or o
in r s o how i r a s o h
in rna s a iu ir u a ion an

-
-

rs an ri a i win shou
a b o a on h w s si o

an h n o b a a n o h
o h rs

General Stadium:

on o ra i nsions a
ar s i h
o -

n i win or a us r rou s in-
u in h n ra s a in ia

i win i win bo s an
i o an s uri on ro oin s
o as wo unn s a ss-

r rr
o or ain nan ur os s

whi h is ar nou h o ri a

o
so ar a ss
o i ori n a ion shou b

ori n a ion o ro h a h s
ro ow an sun osur whi
a in h i a so ar ori n a-

ion is 1 w s o nor h wi h an
w s

as o nor h h

User groups that must have excellent



35

programo ra r ai in win ir ion

sou h-sou h as so si n shou
a oi a i n n wi h h r ai -
in win ir ion
o
shou b h n ra r r s bo
whi h shou i unobs ru

o a i s shou b o a -
on i h r si o h r r s

bo
o ir a ss o h a rs
a i i i s
o i shou ha hi u ar
a ss
o i sur a shou b s -
ara ro h s a ors o ai
in row on ro h r rr

ho is h bu rin so u ion

ha - oa whi h has a sha ow
oa an a ow n

n ra s a in bou

on bo h si s his roo s ru ur
wi ro i h s a ors so

ro ion ro h n s whi
a so n oura in a i n iron-

n b on ainin an r ir in
h soun s o h row wi hin h

a si s ossib h si
wi h h s a ow r r ra -
ab s a in wou b a oo os-
sib o r h s a ar a so ha
h s a in o n ia in his ar a

is no os n a ina ion o h
si h in s an is an s wi n
o b on o ro i o i a an

in i a i win or h s a-
ors h s n ss o h an o

h s an s wi a so b r in
hrou h a s u o h si h in s

sou h wi hou a on ours

-
r s o ro i w rs ro

harsh sun his shou b o a

roo s ru ur is n o o r
ro h w a h r an a so ro i

a s ru ur o han s a i h in
an ossib s a rs ossib
sun an s a so n o b s u i
wh n si nin h roo o ro-

h r or rs ro h sun
wh n h ar on s a his ar a

i h b o a on a on r
a or ha has o ab s a -

in h s a s wi o ou o r
h s a or a s or n s wi h

s a or on r or s a i w-
in

i o boar s h r shou
b on or wo is a boar s o-
a or h i ws o h a i-
u nu b rs o o

ub i ir u a ion h on-
ours ar a is wh r h ans an

on r a wh n no in h ir s a s
b or urin an a r h
n his s a shou b a -

ua si n o ro i or
r ss a r n s an in r-
n a ua ion his shou

ha ir r a ionshi o on s-
sions oi roo s an i sho s
or sa s o orabi ia

on ssions u i o-
a ions o a hrou hou h

s an s as a ss ro a s a s
is n ssar h ossibi i o a -

-
in in in shou b oo a

R ai sho s or i s an
orabi ia u i an ro i-

n n o a ions ar n

hrou hou s an s wi h as a -

is n ssar a i i i s or r-
sons wi h isabi i i s wou b
s ara as w as roo s or r-
sons wi h s a hi r n ui
wi h han in ab s oi a i i-

a i i i s shou b i n o a h
wi h ia ub an ri a

sui s

o i ui n s ora

his shou b on ar ar a wi h
as a ss or i r or ro -

s a h ar a a b bro n

o in o s a r ar as ha an b
s ur bu a ow or h r a s

i an s a a ss as
a ss or i r o ui n

an o h s a

Private viewing and acili-
ties:

-

wou b oo n i ws
ar r uir or a h o h s

h n o b o a on h



36

programi win an sun ori n a ion a h
sui wou on ain
o -
ab s a in an a ni i s su h
as a s a i h n an ri a
bar
o n-air s a in or i w-

o h a os h r o h s a iu
is n h ri a us s i
b ain ain ro ion ro
h n s wi h roo an or si

wa s is sir

b rs ub oun an
inin

o
his roo wou s r i as oun
or b rs ub an as a r -

ion ban u roo or us on

n o a ow or h us o his
a i i an ain ainin s uri

o h o h r ar as o h s a iu
no h r ossib us is as a r s-

auran us a s a r s auran
s ara ion o ar as wou b -
sirab o a ow or ban u s an
ar rou s
o -
i s
o n-air s a in o i w h

n s R ainin s a iu a o-
s h r is a us wi h s a in bu
i shou ain ain so r o

ri a or o h r s a in ar as

Catering services:
i h n an o h r s a -

s n or a rin s r i s
ou shar so a i i i s wi h

b rs ub oun an inin
a so oub in as a r s auran or
ban u i h n

edia:

ia abins or ra io an
ision broa as in shou

ro i an n n ra i w-
-

iu
-

as in ia su h as n ws a rs
-

b s wi h h s a in is n ssar
-

h s a iu
a or s or ision a -

ras
r ss wor roo or r a-

ra ions an rans issions no i w

n r i w an r ss on r-
n roo s o a n ar o r

roo s no n o o r oo h

Players’ Changing Rooms:
our o r roo s o a o -

o a a oub h a r wi h a h

s ini u h us b -
si n r ni o a o o a

o r roo or a s ara han -
in roo a a h o h ho

a s o rs o a o o a
h r s r s a a h han in

roo shou ha
o

a ow or a ua s ora an
han in s a a h shou ha
a b n h
o
o wash basin
o 1 oo basin
o 1 u i i sin or boo an-
in
o urina s oi s
o

o 1 r ri ra or
o
o
o

a rs oun o a ow a -
rs o han ou b or h a

a a h or os asso ia wi h
h o r roo s h r a b

on wo o h s roo s wi h wo
o r roo s sharin on oun

i h r r sh n i h n is r -
rr

in roo

a so an a b shar b w n
o r roo s his roo shou
b o a n ar h i h an en
route o h han in ar as
shou ha a a ina ion ab

si s o in roo o aroun
-

o a
s a nasiu or

war -u s wi h an ar a or w i h s
an r is s a b shar b -
w n wo or a our o rs

ui n s ora ar a

a i i i s a b shar
ss ir a ss is r -

uir b w n a rs han in
a i i i s an h s r i roa ou -

si o a ow or a bu an s an
a on in ir ro

n ssar r o n s a
s ara unn or a h o r
roo a hou h h a oin u

-
h r r o n ha h n r

si o h bo r ss s an

si

onn ions shou ha
si ir onn ions o h

ia ar a a a inis ra i
-

r or s sui orri or an oor
wi hs shou b n rous as h
ar bus o a ions on a a

-
ss ro ub i an ia

inish s shou b robus
an asi anab

roo a h shou a o o a

o

o
o 1 wash basin
o 1 urina 1 oi
o 1 assa ab
o 1 sha in oin
o 1 hair r r
o
o 1 ab

han in roo s

Administrative:
inis ra i a i i i s -

o i an s uri shou
ha as an r asonab os
onn ion o
o a i i i s s ia h

ir ors an hos i a i roo s
an i win bo s
o ia a i i i s
o
an r r s a i i i s
o



37

programwi h s ara n ran o h s a-
iu

a i i i s or r an n
ana n

o r ion
o

o

o
s shou ha r r sh n u -
boar an r ri ra or as w as a

is a wa or ho o ra hs an a
ro h is a as

h s a iu on ro roo

boar s or b n h s a ains
-

a ion a a n o o i on ro
roo is n ssar or ui in -

ra r s ons in as o r-
n

i o an roni s r n
roo si n si i ar o h s a-

iu on ro roo an a s or
-

a n o a o on ro roo
an ha n i ws o h
s r ns

o u r ui n roo

irs i roo or s a an

ha as a ss o s a ors an

ro isions o r a hr a i n s
a a i wi h r asonab ri a

s a i iona s ora s a or
ui n

-
nan rsons

a i i i s or orar
n s ana n

Service Road:

bu an s r i roa

Parking:
-

inis ra ion a rs an s
as on ro a ss o s a i-

u

o r uir bu a ow i s a is
a ai ab n in on h si



38

programActual Program a r si n has

lower level

su or 81 s

total s

ticketing administration

total s

main concourse

total s

press viewing bo

total s

A s



39

process
concepts + ideas
parti selection
schematic review



40

processConcepts + deas

h ini ia has o h si n ro-
ss in o o in as an

i as as ossib bo h on u-
a an i ra h ain ar as o
on s u w r in h ar as o
n r in ra ion o r a

a os h r an o n
h i a s h r ar a h an -
ora ion o on or or o h s

i as an ar si a sa in
o h s u i s o or h

ur os s o his su ar h
wi no a h b is uss in -
ai n h a or i as wi b
is uss

s was is uss in h ar s a -
s o h ro on o h h-

o s o ora ion was how h
o n s an n r i s wi hin

h a o so r ou b us
or h n ra ion o s ru ur an
or or his i a wi h a

ho ins ir b an ia o a-
a ra a us o n s ro
so r o h n ra
or s h o hr i a s o
h show on a a oin
his as h s ions o h or ar

ri ro h i in h i -
a his a was an a i-
a ion o a a ra a s ro ss as

r i i

h n oo his ro ss an b an
o a a i in o own ro ss

Ra h r han oo a a or in -
na i o n s b an o oo a
h o n s h s s n

a is h wo i a s i -
ia o h ri h his or was

ins ir b h ra or o a so -
r ba h a h o h ba or

ar h assin o r h or o h
roo a an an an h ir r a ion-
shi o a h o h r r ss b
h ab s h o r a a or



41

processna i or

on inu orin his on-
b oo in a s u n s o

i a s ha w r a ur ro
i o i s h a s o h

ri h w r ins ir b h bi
i on o so r s or -

na i o s his s ri s o s u -
i s was a b ra in oin s
on h bo an h ba an usin
sna sho s o h s o n s
o r a h s ru ura s ions a

in r a s whi h wou r a h
na i or s shown

no h r si i ar s ri s o s u i s
was a whi h w r ins ir b
h o n s aroun h a in

b ow

his ro ss was i in o
an ou s a o o o n ia
usin i in si n ow r an-
o h r s h was wor in on

si u an ous r in h i-
r ion o h si n h ir -
ion o h si n wi h his i a

was no as ini ia ar in
in an on s n i i i

-
i s in i s ir a i a ion -

r onsu a ion abou a h o
ro ss s wi h a ro ssor u io
was n oura o o or -
ora ion wi h h i a as h saw

so b au in i s si or
n s n or i wi h i s

o n i s rui ion in o or
o s h s was ui r
han ar i r s h s was

no r on b or his b a
h o us o si n



42

processParti Selection

h on o was o usin
on in ra ion s s n abo i
was si wo on sha s a
o o or a r ha w r in r-
o in saw h s as wo s an s
ha wou i w h a h

i a was r in r s in o
as a or bu a so as oo a
h an s o in ra ion ha

w r in o wi h a a o so -
r h s s in u a r

wi h a r a wi h a a -
rs wi h h ans ans wi h a h

o h r h s a iu wi h i s sur-
roun in s is h s in ra ions
whi h i h a wha a s
i r a

r a s ri s o ur h r s u i s
wi h his or an how ou in-
ro u h sir roo a

u wi h ar i Basi a wo in-
ra in or s wou wra aroun

a h o h r an h s an s on a h
si wou b o h roo o h
o h r si an h wou o

h u ina ion o h or s as
h o o h r a h or

a si ari an b au is
a so his o in o h r ha a
h or i s s ru ura s r n h
a h ar wou no b s ru -
ura soun in n n
hrou h h in ra ion an o -

in o h r o h wo s r n h
is ob ain

i iona o n o h
or brou h ou an or i as

an o n ia s an is wh i was
s h or was i in

isua an on ua a so
a a s ns o na i n r

o ha a u on ua
or o h s a iu an b s n
o h ri h h i a s oo in

in o h sh an a so b s n as
h i a r a s ns o na -

i n r his is a so wh r h
i as o ir u a ion w r ob ain
or h or as wi h h o
ou n ision h a hwa a on
h ou r ri o h s an s ra

a on his a h r a an r-
han in i w a ross h s a i-

u o h o osi si



43

processSchematic Review Presentation ( o )Schematic Review

h ro was r s n or h
s h a i r i w wi h a or ha
was r si i ar o ha o h ini-
ia wir ra o how r

wi h u h or o n an
wi h h ro ra r uir n s

n ion was a in so in h
s ru ura s s ha i wou
n ia a n ion was i n
o how h s ru ura b rs n-

han h in ra ion on h
o h us r

h a or ba ro h ur
was ha is r a as oo ar or h
si s a iu i is h roo wi h
i s o rhan aroun h ri r

a i s u h oo o inan
so i was sai ha h oub

i win bo was oo u h

s on on rn was how h

ha ri o a r ss his hrou h

h si n ro ss wh n b an
oin wi h his s h ha r a -

i ha his ou s or ou
o a in an urban si ow r
a ha oin hos o a his

rawba as his or wou i
or o an o or uni o r -

a ha n an or h -
hasis o as r s ro - h

s ru ura or an how i ou b
us o nhan h ri n
wi hin h s a iu was a ra

wan o a an s i
ha o wor on how a r ss
i

no h r issu wi h ro a
his s a b a i n hrou h



44

processSchematic Review Presentation (2 of 2)the jury’s comments although it

This was that the basic concept of
how the stands on each side wrap
around and become the roof of
the other side did not read clearly.
There needed to be better devel-
opment of the form to give the vi-
sual separation that would clarify
this concept.

All these issues would need to be
addressed in the further develop-
ment of the project.
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Structure Summary

The structure of the stadium is pri-
marily steel. The two forms which
interact with each other and come
together in the center, is what
gives the overall form strength.
This design gives it an overall
scheme similar to a compression
ring system.

However, due to the disconnect of
form on the north and south ends
where the forms are wrapping
around, it could not act as a pure
compression ring system with-

-
ture connecting the forms. As this
was not desirable the system was

loads differently. To accomplish

this the roof would have to have
the capacity to transfer lateral
loads to the outer ring. To accom-
plish this the structure of the roof
would be made out of cast carbon

-
cause of its innovative use of the
material and also to create a very
thin roof. This would not be af-
fordable with today’s economy but
as an exploration of a new idea of
structure I chose to use it.

Special attention was given to
how the structural members affect
the human experience within the
stands. This can be seen through-
out the project, especially under
the stands on the East and West
side, along the ramp that goes
along the outer rim of the stands,
and in the back of the press box.

press box level 1
1” = 50’

press box level 2
1” = 50’

structural diagram
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section b - press box 1/16” = 1’-0”

section a - east/west 1” = 80’

parti - pullapart
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concourse level 1” = 80’

seating plan nts

sw approach off 500 west



49

solution

underground level 1” = 80’

.. .. '. 

o 
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city elevation from 500 west looking east nts

city elevation from 500 south looking north nts

south elevation nts

west elevation nts

east elevation nts

north elevation nts
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aerial with stadium nts

urban context

400 w appraoch to se corner
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urban context sw approach off 500 west

ramp approach into stands ne entrance to stadium
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stadium interior perspectives
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press box balcony

press box

connection details

ramp approach from gate
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1/16” = 1’ - 0” scale section
model of south end of the sta-
dium.
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1” = 50’ site context model
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real interaction

section a
1/20” = 1’ - 0”

seating chart 
nts

N

Seating chart comparisons for other sports stadia: Inner arcs on charts contain the optimal 
viewing distances (for soccer), the circle represents the assumed optimal viewing distance, and 
the outer ring represents the maximum suggested viewing distance.  The stadia diagramed
here are (top to bottom): Rice-Eccles stadium, U of U, SLC, 45,000 seats - single tier;  arsenal
football stadium, London, single and double teir; Washington DC stadium, Washington DC; 
Aztec stadium, Mexico City, 105,000 seats - single tier; Olympic stadium, Munich, 80,000
seats - single tier; Wembly stadium, London, 80,000 seats- triple tier; Sir Alfred McAlpine,

parti

criteria site a site b site c
1.2 land availability ++++ +++++ +++
2.1 surrounding redevelopment potential ++ +++ +++++
3.1 downtown expansion potential ++ +++ +++++
4.1 supportive of existing downtown: overall ++ +++++ +++
4.2 supportive of existing downtown: restaurants ++ +++++ +++
4.3 supportive of existing downtown: retail + ++ +++
4.4 supportive of existing downtown: housing ++ ++ ++++
4.5 supportive of existing downtown: hotels +++ ++++ ++++
4.6 supportive of existing downtown: other attractions + ++++ +++
5.1 accessibility: public transportation +++ ++++ +++++
5.2 accessibility: automobile +++ +++ +++++
5.3 accessibility: parking +++ +++++ +++
5.4 accessibility: walkability ++ +++ +++
6.1 visibility: from freeway and main city routes ++ +++ +++++
6.2 visibility: from local view corridors ++ +++ +++++
7.1 site connections: downtown ++ +++++ ++++
7.2 site connections: wasatch mountains ++++ ++ ++++

urban site analysis 
nts

N

urban site selection matrix urban revitalization concept

downtown skyline looking east from 500 west street
nts

downtown skyline looking north from 500 south street 
nts

real salt lake     -     major league soccer                                                            soccer stadium                                                               400-500 w 400-500 s      -      salt lake city

downtown context
nts

southeast approach
nts

real downtown

urban vicinity linesb i i it li

Final Presentation (1 of 2)



58

solution

main concourse level
1/32” = 1’ - 0”

N

real structure

section b
1/4” = 1’ - 0”

structural diagram

university of utah       -       college of architecture + planning                                           m. arch         -        master’s project                                          project by rob bouwhuis     

press box - level 2
1/16” = 1’ - 0”

N

press box - level 1
1/16” = 1’ - 0”

N
west elevation
nts

east elevation
nts

north elevation
nts

south elevation
nts

underground level
1/32” = 1’ - 0”

N

real energy

Final Presentation (2 of 2)
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alternative site evaluations
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1. Land AvailabilityLand Availability

1.1. Land needed: Given the
size and layout of the city blocks in
downtown Salt Lake City the sta-
dium will require nearly an entire
city block. Given preferred solar
orientation, a limited area on East
and West sides would not be re-
quired – there is the possibility to
incorporate these areas into proj-
ect as complimentary uses such as
retail. One city block is approxi-
mately 10 acres.

1.2. Relocation of existing us-
ers: As little displacement of ex-
isting businesses as is possible is

existing buildings and/or busi-
nesses to the surrounding neigh-
borhoods and the city as a whole
needs to be studied. Negative im-
pacts should be minimized. More
vacant land or low use land on
the site block is preferred as little
demolition and negative impact
on businesses would be required.
Such uses include open spaces,
storage areas, vacant buildings,
and surface parking.

1.2 Site A: The block has some
existing businesses, mostly around
the perimeter and on State Street.
Many buildings are currently va-
cant and the center of the block is
mostly used for storage. All busi-
nesses are smaller commercial es-
tablishments consisting of retail,
café, and service oriented com-
mercial.
Rating:++++.

1.2 Site B: The block is com-
pletely vacant of any structures
and businesses. It is currently be-
ing resurfaced as a parking lot.
Rating:+++++.

1.2 Site C: The block has some
existing businesses. About 1/3
of the block is vacant. A couple

block. A large packaging plant
occupies the Southwest portion
of the block. They would need
to be bought out and relocat-
ed. The Northeast corner of the
block houses the Pamela Atkinson
Homeless Service Clinic which has
health and dental services for the
homeless. Numerous homeless
service centers are also located in
the area. The clinic would need to
be relocated either in other vacant
buildings or land near the other
homeless service centers. Anoth-
er possibility currently being de-
bated locally involves consolidat-
ing all homeless service facilities
and relocating them to a location
further south in the city. A few
other small industrial businesses
are also located on the block.
Rating:+++.

2. Surrounding RedevelopSurrounding Redevelop-
ment Potential

2.1. At least each surrounding
block should be looked at for its
redevelopment potential. The im-
mediately surrounding areas that
are within walking distance are

possible revitalization due to the
presence of the stadium. Struc-

tures and/or businesses that might
be affected by redevelopment in
these areas needs to be assessed.
The relationship between possible
redevelopment areas and the site
are important, especially pedestri-
an and visual connections. Areas
to be redeveloped should be locat-
ed along pedestrian paths to the
site. The increased activity from

-
isting and new businesses in these
areas.

2.1 Site A: Little land directly
adjacent to the site is available for
redevelopment. The blocks north-
west, north, northeast and south-
west show little sign of immediate
redevelopment due to the occupy-
ing businesses. The blocks east,
southeast, and south have only
smaller portions of land currently
vacant or of low use that could
be redeveloped. Some strips
of smaller commercial buildings
along State Street could have re-
development potential. The block
directly west of the site has sur-
face parking for nearly half of the
block. This land shows the great-
est potential for redevelopment.
Rating:++.

2.1 Site B: Limited land is avail-
able for redevelopment in the ad-
jacent blocks. The blocks north,
northwest, and west, in relative
order, have land that is vacant or
low use such as surface parking
that could be developed. The oth-
er buildings on these blocks have
some historical character which
would create a diverse building en-

-
ment. Little to no land is available

on all the other adjacent blocks for
redevelopment.
Rating:+++.

2.1 Site C: This site has by far
the greatest potential for large
scale redevelopment. Many of the
blocks have large portions of low
use/vacant land that could be de-
veloped including the blocks east,
southeast, south, southwest, west
and northwest. The vast majority
of the southeast block is currently
used by the Newspaper Agency
Corporation which is relocating to
West Valley City soon, leaving the
block available. The block south
has a cereal processing plant which
might be expensive to relocate due
to the costs of the physical facili-
ties. The block northwest is par-

location between the Intermodal
Transit Hub and the site. Current-
ly efforts are being made to bring
a public aquarium to a portion of
this block, and another portion is
being designed for mixed use resi-
dential. Mixed use and residen-
tial is an increasingly trend in this
segment of town. This trend could
open the doors to possibilities for
this type of development around
the site. Research suggests that
mixed uses of the land around this

The block north of the site has
-

ly with historical character. A small

currently available for new occu-
pation. The entire block northeast
is Pioneer Park and would not be a
redevelopment possibility.
Rating:+++++.
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3. Downtown Expansion PoDowntown Expansion Po-
tential

3.1. The impact the new stadi-
um would have on the downtown
environment is critical to the site
selection. The stadium would be

-
ing businesses nearby with an in-
creased activity level which would
lead to additional business activity.
Research has found that develop-
ment directly adjacent to this type
of facility would have the great-

associated with the previous crite-
ria (surrounding land availability
for redevelopment), its location
relative to the existing downtown
core, and the current land use in
the area that might encourage or
inhibit further growth associated
with the stadium. In my estima-
tion and observation the strength
of the downtown core currently has

roughly east-west from the Gate-
way to Temple Square and ex-
tending south from Temple Square
along Main Street and State Street
to approximately 400 South at the
City/County building and the new
Salt Lake City Public Library. See
concept sketch for a graphic dem-
onstration of this.

3.1 Site A: The site could ex-
tend the north-south portion of
the downtown core a little further
south to the site. However due
to limited likely redevelopment of
the immediately surrounding ar-

eas this possibility is weakened.
The large hotels north of the site
could possibly have the affect of
creating a virtual wall of separa-
tion between the stadium and the
existing downtown core. Espe-
cially if the block of site B remains
a parking lot for and extended
amount of time, there would be a
two block section between the site
and downtown that is not very ac-
tive and pedestrian friendly. See
concept sketch for site A.
Rating:++.

3.1 Site B: The site would help
extend the north-south portion
of downtown. Its immediate lo-
cation at the end of the stronger
core of downtown would make
this very likely. The redevelop-
ment potential around the site
would help widen this corridor at
the end. However further exten-
sion south would not be very likely
as a direct result of the stadium
on this site because of the virtu-
al wall to further growth that the
adjacent large hotels to the south
would likely create. Other devel-
opment on the opposite side of
the hotels (on sites such as site A
and the parking lot directly west of
it) could bring further southward
growth which could link to the sta-
dium and extend the downtown
core. See concept sketch for site
B.
Rating:+++.

3.1 Site C: This site has a much
different potential impact on the
downtown core than the other two
sites. First of all its location is not
along either line of the L-shaped
downtown. It has great potential

however to provide a large im-
pact. It is located directly south of
the Gateway and directly west of
the City/County building and the
library. The addition of another
major point such as the stadium

these other main downtown points.
This could create four nodes to a

expanded downtown core. This
remains an even more likely sce-
nario because of the available land
for possible redevelopment around
the site. It would have a very easy
connection to the Gateway along a
path north of the site that in it-
self has experienced some recent
growth and redevelopment. The
stadium would reinforce this re-
cent growth. As mentioned previ-
ously, this area has seen a recent
trend of residential and mixed-use
development. Strengthening this
as a more mixed use downtown
area would compliment the more
business oriented portion of the
current downtown core. Devel-
opment of the blocks in this area
would be welcomed by many as it
is the path traveled by many who
come into downtown from Inter-
state-15 along 600 South and 400
South. Currently after coming off
I-15 one must travel a few blocks
through mostly vacated and blight-
ed areas before arriving in a more
attractive area of downtown. See
concept sketch for site C.
Rating:+++++.

4. Supportive of ExistingSupportive of Existing
Downtown

4.1. Overall: This consideration

is also a critical look at how the
overall impact of the stadium
would support the existing ameni-
ties and services that are current-
ly located in the downtown area.
Its adjacency to existing uses is
the largest determining factor for
evaluation of this criterion. Differ-
ent elements of this potential are
looked at individually in criteria
4.2 to 4.6.

4.1 Site A: Its distance and sep-
aration from the existing down-
town core limit the impact the sta-
dium on this site would have on
the existing downtown.
Rating:++.

4.1 Site B: This site has the
greatest potential of contributing
to the continued strength of the
existing downtown because of its
close connection to a wide vari-
ety of current uses. Activity sur-
rounding events will be very likely
to support many of the different
businesses and the activity would
be likely to spill out before and af-
ter the games into the downtown
area along Main Street.
Rating:+++++.

4.1 Site C: The existing down-
town core would not likely see
too much difference from the ac-
tivity surrounding the game with
the exception of the area around
the Gateway. The Gateway and
the area surrounding to the south
would most likely see positive ac-
tivity because of its proximity to
public transit that would bring
people to events which could draw
people before or after the game.
Rating:+++.
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4.2. Restaurants: Eating estab-
lishments nearby the site will help
to keep people in the area longer,
thus increasing the revitalization
potentials for the neighborhood.
Restaurants within walking dis-
tance from public transportation
stops, parking and the site are

atmosphere around the stadium.

4.2 Site A: Only a few restau-
rants are located within walking
distance of the site. The few that
are located in the vicinity are ei-
ther fast food or expensive.
Rating:++.

4.2 Site B: Many restaurants are
located in the area and include all
types including small cafes, ethic
establishments, fast food, and sit
down restaurants in a full range of
price categories.
Rating:+++++.

4.2 Site C: A good number of
restaurants are located within
walking distance of the site. There
is a wide variety of restaurant
types in different price ranges.
However, most are not located re-
ally close as most are between one
and two blocks away. The location
of the existing restaurants is in the
direction of public transportation.
The available land around the site
would likely lead to additional eat-
ing facilities around the stadium.
Rating:+++.

4.3. Retail: Existing retail near
the stadium would help keep peo-
ple in the area longer and events
would most likely bring an increase

in sales. Locations near public

4.3 Site A: Little retail is located
near site A. A big box retail store
is located on the block south.
Rating:+.

4.3 Site B: Little retail is around
the site. The free zone of Trax
links the site easily to downtown
retail areas.
Rating:++.

4.3 Site C: The Gateway area
provides a lot of retail that is rela-
tively close to the site. With public
transit in this direction it would be
a likely destination for people.
Rating:+++.

4.4. Housing: Housing near the
stadium will help bring vibrancy to
the area and would help to main-
tain human movement at all times
to the area. Considerations may
need to be made in the design to
help minimize negative impacts
such as excessive noise and light-
ing during events on residential
areas.

4.4 Site A: There are a few resi-
dential apartment buildings in the
block southeast of the site. There
is a lot more residential east of the
site in apartment, condominiums,
and single family houses. As the
area becomes increasingly resi-
dential beyond this point. Little
sustained pedestrian activity is
likely from these residences as
State Street acts as a barrier to
there activity westward without
anything to draw them across.
Rating:++.

4.4 Site B: A few mixed use es-
tablishments exist in the area close
to the site. For most of them fur-
ther development would be need-
ed to draw them regularly to walk
around the stadium site.
Rating:++.

4.4 Site C: As mentioned pre-
viously mixed use and residen-
tial developments are becoming a
trend in the portion of downtown
north of the stadium. Potential for
further development of housing in
the area around the stadium is a
viable opportunity. With the tran-
sit hub, Gateway, and Pioneer Park
nearby the possibility of drawing
sustained human activity levels is
likely.
Rating:++++.

4.5. Hotels: Easy access to area
hotels is important. A range of ho-
tel price categories would help to
avoid catering only to certain de-
mographics.

4.5 Site A: Many hotels are lo-
cated to the north and west within
walking distance of the site. Those
in closest proximity are expen-
sive, luxury hotels and the lower
price range hotels are a few blocks
away.
Rating:+++.

4.5 Site B: Again, many hotels
are in this area. Those immedi-
ately around are mid to higher
scale hotels. A greater number
and range of hotels are close to
the site than to site A.
Rating:++++.

4.5 Site C: Again many hotels
are in this area, from low, to high
scale. The greater number high
scale hotels are a bit farther, closer
to sites A and B. In the mid to low
range there are many more close
to this site. A few newer hotels are
being built in the area.
Rating:++++.

4.6. Other Attractions: Loca-
tions of other major attractions
and their connections to the site
should be looked at as well. There
are greater possibilities of in-
creased activity in the areas link-
ing the site to these other attrac-
tions.

4.6 Site A: Not many other at-
tractions are located around the
site. It is important to note the
existence however of many large
care dealerships in the area which
occupy many block almost entire-
ly.
Rating:+.

4.6 Site B: The site is relatively
close to a number of downtown
attractions on or near this portion
of Main Street. These attractions
include a number of theaters. The
Salt Lake public library is only a
two-block walk from the site.
Rating:++++.

4.6 Site C: Near the site is the
Gateway with a movie theater and
planetarium. A performing arts
center is also relatively close and
an aquarium is proposed on the
corner directly northwest of the
stadium.
Rating:+++.
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5. AccessibilityAccessibility

5.1. Public Transportation:
Site must be accessible via the
public transportation systems in-
cluding TRAX (light rail), bus, and
commuter rail. Existing and future
systems should be looked at along
with their connections to the site.

5.1 Site A: A TRAX stop is locat-
ed 1 ½ blocks north of the site.
The connection path to the site
goes between two large luxury
hotels. A few bus routes along
State Street stop by the stadium
and many more stop 2 blocks from
the site coming from all directions
across the Wasatch Front.
Rating:+++.

5.1 Site B: A TRAX stop is lo-
cated directly adjacent to the site
on Main Street at mid block. This
provides excellent direct access
from areas south and east in the
valley. Many park-and-ride lots
are located along the south line.
TRAX has good connections to bus
routes throughout the valley as
well. Many bus routes come into
downtown on State Street just
over a block away from the site.
Current time schedules for busses
would provide only limited service
for weekend and evening events.
UTA could provide added services
for major events.
Rating:++++.

5.1 Site C: Currently TRAX does
not have a stop near the site and
current bus routes are limited in
the area. However, the Salt Lake
Intermodal Transit Hub is located

one diagonal block northwest of
the site. The TRAX lines will be
extended to this location provid-
ing good access. The future TRAX
line from the Salt Lake City Inter-
national Airport will also terminate
at this point. The Commuter Rail
which is now under construction
will bring people from the north,
including Davis Weber and eventu-
ally even Box Elder Counties. This
will allow easy access to the site
from a much larger geographical
area. It is also anticipated that bus
routes will be redesigned in down-
town to bring more routes into the
intermodal hub. According to the
proposal plans for the commuter
rail lines, UTA indicates a TRAX
line that would continue the 400
South tracks directly down to the
transit hub. This would bring the
line directly adjacent to the site,
likely stopping at Pioneer Park.
Rating:+++++.

5.2. Automobile: Automobile
access should be easy and nearby
roads should have direct connec-
tions to major routes such as the
freeways. The site should have
good accessibility from the most
likely travel paths of cars from dif-
ferent directions. Minimal over-
loading of nearby routes is critical

Multiple access directions may be

sites the most likely path used by
people from the north will be the
400 South exit from the freeway
and traveling east on 400 South.
Return path would also likely be
along the same route. Alternate
routes from the north would in-

clude the Beck Street and 600
North exits and traveling 300 or
400 West. Again for all three sites
people traveling from the east and
west on Interstate 80 and from
the south on Interstate 15 will
most likely use the 600 South exit
and travel on 600 South, a one-
way street going east. The return
trip would likely follow 500 South,
one-way westbound, to get back
on the freeway. An alternate for
those traveling from east on I-80
or south on I-15 is the 900 South
exit. This exit directs you north-
bound on West Temple Street.

5.2 Site A: Access would be
fairly simple and direct for people
from all directions. The 900 South
alternate for this site would be
excellent. As the site is only one
block off of West Temple and only
a few blocks north of the exit. For
those from the north the site is a
little less accessible as they would
have to travel farther through
downtown. The alternate route
for these travelers would be less
feasible but still likely to be used
by many. This could increase the
level and area of localized conges-
tion in the city.
Rating:+++.

5.2 Site B: Access is very similar
-

ditions are basically the same as
listed for that site.
Rating:+++.

5.2 Site C: Access to this site
is excellent and very direct from
all directions. The site is located
much closer to the freeway exits
and localized congestion would be

limited to only the streets within
a couple blocks of the site. The
southbound alternate would work
very well. The 900 South alter-
nate would not be as direct as the
other sites, but it would still likely
be used by many.
Rating:+++++.

5.3. Parking: Parking should be
allowed within walking distance of
the stadium with one stall per 2.5
to 3 spectators (as suggested by
some articles, but this would need

-
tions and requirements.) Sites
with less availability of the public
transportation system will need
more parking. If adequate park-
ing is not available, land needs to
be available to create the needed
parking. Parking facilities would
preferably be shared with other

the normal hours of use compli-
ment each other and the parking
spaces would be used more con-
sistently.

5.3 Site A: There are a few sur-
face parking lots available near
the site including one directly
west that is nearly one-half block
in size. Site B, one block away,
is entirely covered by a parking
lot. Other parking is located far-
ther north but walking distances
are increased. Two parking struc-
tures are located a block east of
the site, both of which are used

store is located the block south of
the site, lending the possibility of
sharing part of its parking lot.
Rating:+++.
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5.3 Site B: Site B has the most
existing parking facilities close
by. In addition to those of site
A to the south of the site, many
parking opportunities are a short
walking distance north form the
site. These facilities are both sur-
face and some structured, many
of which are mostly used during
business hours. It is likely that no
more public parking would need
to be added spectators. These
parking facilities are also located
near many restaurants and other
downtown amenities which would
encourage many people parking
here to come early for events or
remain in the area longer after in
order to patronize the area busi-
nesses.
Rating:+++++.

5.3 Site C: There is limited ex-
isting parking in the area as it is
now. Some nearby businesses

people for events with smaller sur-
face lots a couple structured facili-
ties. Many additional parking lots
are located to the north which are
used for basketball games at the
Delta Center. These would require
a little more walking to get to the
site as compared to the other two
sites, but they are still within a
reasonable distance. Up to 1000
stalls will be built near the transit
hub by the city in the near future.
It would also be anticipated that
new developments located in the
blocks adjacent to the site would
provide the possibilities for ad-
ditional parking spaces. Should
any additional parking spaces be
required, there are many sizable

vacant areas in the surrounding
blocks that could be easily adapt-
ed to facilitate event parking.
Rating:+++.

5.4. Walkability: Pedestrian
friendly routes are needed which
connect the site to public trans-
portation stops, parking and near-
by housing. This pedestrian traf-

-
sideration along with the possible
redevelopment areas to maximize
the revitalization affects of the sta-
dium. Walking distances between
the site and the surrounding ame-
nities and services is important.
The design of the spaces is also
important and efforts should be
made to maintain an environment
that is conducive to the pedestri-
an. For example street plantings
and trees, buildings close to the
street, and sidewalks in good con-
dition help to make the area more
pleasant and therefore more walk-
able.

5.4 Site A: The existing area is
adequate but not excellent for the
pedestrian. Not many places are
located adjacent to the site that
would encourage walking around
much. The design of the area is
mostly parking on the street edge
with buildings set back from the
street. Some street plantings are
in the area. The path to the TRAX
stop is pedestrian friendly as well
as the area north of the stop along
Main Street. 600 South on the
north and State Street on the east

Main Street and 700 South are low
-

naled crossings are located on all

corners.
Rating:++.

5.4 Site B: The area to the north
along Main Street and into down-
town is very pedestrian friendly.
The scale of the streetscape is
designed well for the pedestrian.
This area makes a good pedestri-
an connection to other nearby es-
tablishments. Other surrounding
streets are pretty good for walk-
ing except the area is dominated
by larger businesses and hotels
whose scale is not too favorable.
400 South on the north and 500

streets while Main Street and West
Temple are medium volume. All
crossings are located at the cor-
ners and are signaled.
Rating:+++.

5.4 Site C: This area has expe-
rienced recent improvements and
shows a lot of promise to make it
a pedestrian friendly area when
development occurs, even though
at the time there is not much pe-
destrian activity. The immediately
surrounding area is not very well
developed at this time with many
vacant buildings and lots. On the
blocks to all sides except the north
and northeast, many of the occu-
pied buildings currently show little
pedestrian oriented design. How-
ever, the city has recently invested
a lot in the pedestrian facilities of

and creating street plantings of
grass and trees. The area to the
north with many older well main-
tained buildings has a good pedes-
trian scale. The Gateway devel-
opment located two blocks directly

north has a very pedestrian orient-
ed design. This could encourage
the expansion of this pedestrian
friendly atmosphere to continue
with the development around the
site. The block to the northeast
is Pioneer Park which hosts the
Downtown Farmers Market on
Saturdays throughout the sum-
mer. The streets on the north and
south of the site, 400 South and
500 South, respectively, are high

crossings of these streets are at the
corners and are still easily crossed
with signals. The streets to the
east and west, 400 West and 500

streets with large planted islands
running down the middle of the
streets. Mostly, they are current-
ly just planted with grass but as
they continue northward they are
more developed with other plant-
ings. On 500 West just north of
the site the planted island widens
to a mid-street plaza with places
to sit. This is located along the
most likely path for people coming
to and from the transit hub. The
corners of the site have signalized
crossings and there is a promis-
ing potential to make a very pe-
destrian friendly streetscape on
both the east and west side of
the street with possible mid-block
crossings which could link to and
create a strong design link to fu-
ture developments on both sides.
For this category the rating does

as much of the potential discussed
is speculative.
Rating:+++.
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6.1. From freeway and main
routes into city: The site must
be analyzed for the impact that it
may have on the visual makeup of
the city as it is seen by passer-bys
and those arriving into the city.
How it relates to the surroundings
is critical. The stadiums presence

add the presence it will have in the
fabric of the city.

6.1 Site A: The site would have
some limited visibility from the
freeway. The stadium would not
have a large impact on the pan-
orama of the downtown because it
would be mostly hidden by nearby
large hotels. It is located along
600 South which is a major route

-
eling from the south, east, or west,
but not before traveling multiple
blocks.
Rating:++.

6.1 Site B: The site would have
only limited visibility from the free-
way. Its location would give a more
important impact on the down-
town panorama from the west. It
is located along 400 South a major
inbound route for people coming
from the north on Interstate-15
and going to the southern portion
of downtown or to the University
of Utah. It is also along 500 South
which is a major one-way road for
those exiting the southern portion
of downtown.
Rating:+++.

6.1 Site C: The site is located

very close to Interstate-15. Views
are excellent from some visual

hidden in some stretches due to

this point. Its location is between
400 South right after you exit the
freeway and 500 South just before
entering the freeway. 400 South is
a major inbound route for people
coming from the north on Inter-
state-15 and going to the south-
ern portion of downtown or to the
University of Utah. 500 South is
the major route from downtown
traveling south on Interstate-15
or west on Interstate-80. Visibil-
ity is very good for those coming
into town on 600 South. It would

panorama of the city especially as
viewed along 400 South. The sta-
dium as well as any correspond-
ing development would go far to
improve this district of downtown
which acts as a gateway into
downtown for many people as it is
located immediately after exiting
the freeway.
Rating:+++++.

6.2. From local view corri-
dors: Visual connections from
nearby areas of increased activity
are important. Views along side
streets should also be addressed
in the design.

6.2 Site A: View corridors for the
site are limited to the corners along
the streets running along the site.
The most important views would
be for those traveling east on 600
South and along State Street. The
view from the north on Main Street
is also important because of the

location of the TRAX stop but the
view window is limited with the
large hotels and landscaping that
are along the street.
Rating:++.

6.2 Site B: View corridors are
limited on this site to the corners
as well with the surrounding blocks
being mostly closed. Important
views are on 400 South and 500
South from the east, as well as
Main Street from the North.
Rating:+++.

6.2 Site C: Visibility is greatest
on this site. Views along 400 South
and 500 South from the east, and
400 West from the south are the
most important street views. Vi-
sual connections to the surround-
ing blocks provide a lot of poten-
tial to visually link the stadium
with the surroundings. The View
corridor from the mid-block street
that runs north-south in the blocks
to the north, running through The

as the stadium would act as a vi-
sual terminus to this street. The
pedestrian nature of the street in
Gateway could be extended to the
stadium. The blocks to the east
and west of the stadium could be
developed creating pedestrian cor-
ridors and visual links to the stadi-
um. The block northwest between
the site and the transportation hub
could also be developed with a di-
agonal corridor that could link the
stadium to the hub while creating
a unique pedestrian space for Salt
Lake City.
Rating:+++++.

7. Site Connections

7.1. Connection to downtown:
The relationship between the site
and the downtown core should be
assessed. Closer connections to
the city core would help the stadi-
um to bring activity into this area.
Visual connections between the
site and the downtown may af-
fect the atmosphere of the events.
The direction and proximity to the
downtown buildings may provide
opportunities to use the city sky-
line as a backdrop for spectators
at various stadium events.

7.1 Site A: The large hotels to
the north of the site create a barri-
er to the downtown skyline. Some
visibility remains but it is limited.
Rating:++.

7.1 Site B: The site would have
a very strong visual connection
to downtown. The skyline could
serve as a backdrop to the north
stands and stage area.
Rating:+++++.

7.1 Site C: The site could have a
good connection to the downtown
skyline. The views would be to the
northeast and would offer more of
a panorama of the downtown sky-
line. The greater distance would
make it less dominant than at site
B.
Rating:++++.

7.2. Connection to local geog-
raphy (Wasatch Mountains):
Particular note should be made of
the many remarks by the media
covering games for Real Salt Lake
during its inaugural season about
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Lake Valley with the mountains so
close. Each site should be assessed
for its ability to utilize the natural
setting of the city as a background
feature of the stadium. The prin-
cipal view direction is to the east,
with the southeast mountains be-
ing the most dramatic.

7.2 Site A: This site could offer
great views of the mountains with
little to no interruption by outside
obstructions. No large buildings
block the views and not a lot of
potential is seen for new develop-
ment to do such.
Rating:++++.

7.2 Site B: The views to the
mountains are partially blocked
with the large courthouse to the
east and the large hotel to the
southeast. Some view corridors
might be possible but the build-
ings are very limiting and make a
panorama not possible.
Rating:++.

7.2 Site C: With the existing de-
velopment there is little to block
the views of the mountains (only
minimal blocking of views by tall
hotels southeast of the site which
could be minimized with the de-
sign through the viewing levels).
A panorama is possible and the
mountain views would be com-
bined with the downtown skyline
to create a dramatic connection

Rating:++++.


