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HISTORY

The Lockefield Carden Apartments were built in the period
between 1936-1938 as housing for black families, Originally
housing 748 families on 23 acres. The project is located in the
Midtown area of Indianapolis. Lockefield was an important part-of
the black Midtown community until the higher-income families
began to move out during the 1960's.

The exodus occured fof a variety of reasons:

1) The deteridration of the plumbing and heating systems,

2) Change to a low-rent housing designation,

3) Civil rights legislation that allowed blacks to move into

areas from which they were barred previously,

In 1973 families began to be relocated out of Lockefield
Gardens in anticipation of renovation of the project using H.U.D,
funding. This process of relocation was completed by 1976.
However, renovation never occured, because of a district court.
ruling prohibiting the construction or renovation of low-income
housing until the Indianapolis Public Schools were desegregated,
As a result, Lockefield Gardens is presently vacant and deter-
jorating, (the units have not been boarded up and are open to the
elements).

PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Lockefield Gardens is located about one mile from Monument
Circle, and between the Indiana University-Purdue University in
Indianapolis (I.U.P.U.I.) campus and the Midtown community (Fig.1).
Because of its location, Lockefield Gardens' vitality (or lack of
vitality) will have an effect on the environment of downtown Ind-
ianapolis. It will also be an important part of the interface

(@ plane forming a common boundary between two areas) between
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At the present, this interface is very poor due to the lack
of identifiabhaboundaries between 1,U,.P.U,.I, and Midtown (row of
trees, wall, change in elevation, line of buildings, etc.,). This is
the result of the rapid expansion of the University and poor plan-
ning. Another problem is scale; the buildings in Midtown are mostly
two story, wood frame, single family detached housing, while thé
University consists of classrooms and hospital buildings, some over
ten stories in height., Finally, the interface is poor because there
is no shared space where the two groups can come together to par-
ticipate in an activity (shopping, recreation, classrooms, etc.).

Crime is a significant problem in the area, especially at the
interface between the University and Midtown area,

Other issues to be addressed in the project include: The lack
of hierarchy of public, semi-public, semi-private, and private
spaces between the existing Lockefield Garden Apartments, the lack
of off-street parking (presently there are only thirty-six parking
spaces, where a demand exists for about 370 more) and the need for
sensitivity in relating any new construction with the existing
buildings in scale, architectural style, and in use of materials,

USER DESCRIPTION

The Lockefield Gardens renovation project will include four
groups of users: 1) Elderly 2) I.U.P.U.I. hospital professionals
and graduate students. 3} I.U.P.U.I, faculty and staff,

4) I.U.P.U.I. undergraduate students.

Because of conflicts that occur between some social-economic
groups (i.e. crime, because of an inability to recengnize who
belongs1), they will be assimilated together in a public and

controlled environment.

1Newman, Oscar, Design Guidelines for Creating Defensible
Space, 19757 pp.i4.
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PLANNING BY RELATED ORGANIZATIONS

The I.U.P.U.I. Planning department is presently considering
locating housing for students and professionals in an area bounded
by Indiana Avenue, Blake and Micﬁigan Streets., Classrooms and
academic buildings may be located south of Michigan Street, and
a commercial development is planned for an area just south of
Lockefield Gardens. A Parking garage is being built east of the
location of the proposed commercial development (figure 2).

The City of Indianapolis has preliminary plans for promoting
commercial developﬁent along the White River Canal. Also, an
office building is being erected at New York Street on Indiana
Avenue, which is hoped to provide the initial impetus for a re-
vitalization effort for Indiana Avenue (figure 2).

Since 1973 the fate of Lockefield Gardens has been uncertain,.
The Midtown residents and I.U.P.U.I. administrators have had con-
flicting ideas about how it should be used. Meanwhile, a number
of studies have been done assessing the benefits of rehabilitation
versus demolition; most notable of which is the Whitley/whitley,
Inc., study that rates the option of renovating 500 units as the
most beneficial,

To date the future of Lockefield Gardens is undecided. I
believe as many of the units as possible should be saved for the
following reasons:

1) As one of the first public housing projects in the
United States, Lockefield Gardens is an important
historic site, and it should be prserved as much as
possible.

2) The investment of energy and materials in the existing

structures is enormous and we cannot afford to waste



— Figure 2 '
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them (4.5 million gallons of gasoline are already in-
vested; enough to "have a net advantage over an equivolent
new complex for more than 50 years"3)

3) Lockefield Gardens has been an important part of the
Midtown community for years., As such, it would be im-
rossible to replace and to demolish it would be to

destroy part of a community.

FUNCTIONS
Total Living Units 570
Rehabilitated Units 550

(50% of 732 existing units are expanded so that 2 units
are combined to make one~--366 units made into 183 units;

50% of the existing units are unchanged in size--367 units)

Demolished Units 16
Newly Constructed Units 20
Elderly Housing Units : 143

(Ground level apartments, unless elevators are used)

Efficiencies 50
) Bedroom Units 72
2 Bedroom Units 21

One-third (47) of the elderly units Qill be in the same build=
ing. This building will have nursing care and elevators. The
remaining two-thirds will be free to live in any apartment, (two-
thirds of the elderly are shown to be healthy by survey).

The nursing care bullding will have a reception lounge, dining

room, and kitchen, Also, each floor will have a lounge and a

3 Energy: Preservation is most efficient, study proves, Knight,
Carleton 1II, Preservation News, Jan. 1979.
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lavndry. Medical and inpatient care is available from the I.U.P.U.I.
Medical Center.

Neighborhood shopping is within 1/4 mite; (Food market, bakery
shop, drugstore, stationary store, restaurant, barber shop, beauty
parlor, laundry and dry cleaning, hard-ware, service station, efc.)

Public Transit Facilities: At least one bus stop every four
blocks. |

Oout and In-Patient Medica . Facilities: 1 bed for every 10
residents.

Parks: Neighborhood park, (2 acres/1000 residents)h

Hospital Professionals and Graduate Students: Garden Apariments

and New Townhouses 178 Units
1 Bedroom 32 Units

2 Bedroom 108 Units

%8 Units

%3 Bedroom

Faculty and Staff: Garden Apartments and New Townhouses:1l78 Units,

1 Bedroom - 28 Units
2 Bedroom 89 Units
3 Bedroom 53 Units
4 Bedroom 8 Units

Undergraduate students: Townhouse Apartments: 71 Units

Efficiencies 10 Units
1 Bedroom 22 Units
2 Bedroom 28 Units
3 Redroom 11 Unicts

L McKeever, J. Ross (editor), The Community Builders Handbook
Urban Land Instituge, Was 0, -!1%68,‘166. ’
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Resident's Parking (off-street) —=———— 342 spaces

Visitor's Parking (on-street) ———— 48 spaces
Density

Existing 28.8 units/acre

Proposed 22 units/acre

Community‘Building

Multipurpose Room - 3,000 sq.ft.
(Social Activities, Game Room, Crafis, Teen Activities)
Kitchen 300 sq. ft.
Storage 165 sq. ft,
Total 3,465 sq. ft.
Service Buildings (Laundry, 8) 280 sq. f+%.

Recreation Space

Child-use Space 6,840 sq. ft.
(324 Children x 20 sq. ft./child--Tot Lots)

Mixed-use Space 34,900 sq. ft.
{1396 People x .5 sq. ft./person)
(Tennis courts, volleyball, basketball courts, etc.)

Adult-use Space 105,400 sq. ft.
(1054 Adults x 100 sq. ft./adult)
(Gardens, terraces, laundromats, etc.)

Unit Sizes

Efficicencies

{Non-expanded in townhouses) 603 sq.ft.
(Non-expanded in garden apartments) 532 sq. ft.

One Bedroom (non-expanded garden Apts.) — 509-606 sq. ft.

%Expanded Garden Apts) 775-930 sq. ft.
Two Bedroom

(Non-expanded garden apartments)—e—-—— 608-652 sq. ft.
EExpanded arden Apartments) 1018-1212 sq. ft.
New Units% 1160 sq. ft.

Three Bedroom {expanded garden apts.) — 1328-1381 sq. ft.

Four Bedroom (expanded garden apts.) 2424 sq.ft.




1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)
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Site Analysis
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Total Area
'1,004,153s4.ft.

23 acres
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30
DESIGN

A primary design consideration for the Lockefield Gardens pro-
ject was that it should become a vital part of an integrated urban
pattern, and contribute to the revitalization of the area, There-
fore, I tried to locate the predominant urban patterns in the area
and bring them together into a unified design. |

This proved to be an involved and difficult task. The existing
patterns-were disassociated and it became apparent that a more
intensive urban design study was needed for the area. As a result
I chose to only deal with the immediate context of my site and
leave the urban design of the remaining area unresolved.

One of the issues I addressed in dealing with the site context
was to develop pedestrian circulation patterning that integrate
the Lockefield site with surrounding areas, Especially, patterns
from the east side of the site,(Midtown and the area where student
housing is proposed) to the west side (the I.U.P.U.I. campus and
medical center) are needed.

Another issue was to establish patterns of ownership arouand the
perimeter of the site, an important part of the defensible space
philoscphy.

Some of the solutions I looked at included demolishing build-
ings and developing various conbinations of vehicular and pedestrian
thoroughfares, across the site, in a number of different places.

I also considered a street for buses and pedestrians with a bus
stop and shelter on the site.

I looked at a number of ways of locating new townhouses between
the existing buildings at the perimeter of the site to establish
ownership. None of these showed much promise because of a lack
of adequate space, To resolve the problem I decided to propose the

construction of new townhouses along the east and west streets that

RFAard o+ *ln ~ 1 [a 2 TR R 19
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patterns along the perimeter of the site and creates a context
that is compatible with Lockefield Gardens.
Pedestrian circulation across the site was accomplished by

the development of public circulation spaces across the site.

I feel that the design at the site plan scale is most critical
to the success of the project. As a result, I concentrated on
that scale of design.

The issues of defensible space, a sense of community, visual
surveilance, hierarchy of spaces, and a sense of identity, are all
important in making Lockefield Gardens a comfortable place to live,
and all are missing, in some degree, in the existing site plan,

There were two basic kinds of circulation patterns that I
examined in developing a site design., The first was to use *i1e central
mall as a kind of interior street. The thinking was to use the street
as an activity generator, The other circulation p: :tern restricts
the central mall to pedesirian traffic and disperses vehicular access
to the outer edges of the site.

The second pattern with dispersed vehicular access seems more
appropriate for Lockefield Gardens because it enhances pedestrian
circulation across the site while the interior street paftern
tends to restrict it.

There is virtually no hierarchy of spaces in Lockefield Gardens
as 1t exists. The buildings are iIn a repetitive pattern across the
the site with all the entries on the south side, and the spaces
between the buildings are ambiguous in their use and lack ter-

ritoriality.

In order to develop a spatial hierarchy, I planned for the space

between some of the buildings to be used as semi-public spaces and
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others to be used as semi-private spaces, To allow all of the
buildings to be entered from the semi-publiec spaces some north
side entries are needed,

Boundary markers are needed to enclose and to define the edge
of the spaces. The semi-public spaces require less strong boundary
markers than do the semi-private spaces. So, while trees can be
used to défine the edge of a semi-public space, a wallrdr building
is needed for a semi-private space. )

I located new buildings on the site because I felt that that
kind of a strong boundary marker was needed on at least one side of
the semi-private space to enclose it. Also, I felt it was important
to establish ownership on the end of the semi-private space,

I investigated a number of ways of using new buildings to en-
close space on the site, ard decided to use a désign that divides the
central mall into smaller spaces, that I feel create a greater sense
of community., This is beczuse the spaces are enclosed by clusters
of apartments that are brought together into a unified pattern,
while reinforcing the existing axis of the central mall that runs
the length of the site, The design also strengthens the pedestrian
circulation patterns that cross the site.

Off-street parking is located in the semi-public spaces be-
tween the buildings it services. This allows residents to have easy
access8 to their cars and promotes visual surveilance,

The site is zoned intec three areas: 1) The north part of
the site is to be occuppied by elderly people and older married
couples without children. 2} The center of the site will have
families with children located there. 3) The south part of the

s8ite will have single people and younger married couples without
children. In this way I feel I can make a stronger connection with

4t . ‘._-e;,:!.}.,”.._r,y,_ e L R L m ST T £ - e m s . o
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the most likely group to have formerly lived in Midtown) nearest

to it., Similarly, I feel I can make a stronger connection with the
University by locating the group most likely to be students nearest
to the academic buildings on campus, Also, the middle of the site
has the best outside spaces and is exposed to less traffic than ére
the ends of the site, making it the best location for families with
children.'

A community building with inside recreation is located at the
center of the site and service buildings with laundry are located in
each cluster (the aggreagate of apartments around a semi-private
space).

Also, each cluster encloses a space that cen be used as a
tot-lot for families with children, or for outdoor recreational
use, The spaces ad jacent to the building are used as private

gardens Dy the occupants of the first story apartments.






Final Drawings
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