SAT-A04: 1960s and 1970s Plazas:
Restore, Remodel, Redo?
SESSION OVERVIEW

Cities are increasingly facing issues with modern era plazas that are in
disrepair and that don’t support current urban life. Historic preservation
may not support current and future needs, so how much do we change vs.
preserve? Sensitive adaptation can lead us forward while blind preservation
may set us back.
LEARNING OBJECTIVES

1. Learn from three different case studies how cities, landscape architects
and architects are dealing with deteriorating 60’s and 70’s plazas and
balancing history with contemporary needs.
2. Hear how varied perspectives on the issue – from client / city, landscape
architect, architect and public - have shaped different responses.
3. See examples of diverse ways of respecting history while addressing
contemporary issues of accessibility, ecological sustainability, safety and
design.
4. Participate in a discussion around the sometimes-difficult issues
associated with preserve, vs restore, remodel or re-do, and how good
design can transcend these issues.

SAT-A04: 1960s and 1970s Plazas:
Restore, Remodel, Redo?
PANELISTS
Mark Focht, FASLA — Moderator

As Deputy Commissioner / Chief Operating Officer for NYC Parks, Mr. Focht
leads a team committed to delivering high-quality, maintainable and
sustainable public spaces at over 1,900 sites and 30,000 acres. Mark is a
licensed landscape architect with over 30 years’ experience. He worked for
the City of Philadelphia for 18 years, serving as First Deputy Commissioner
of Philadelphia Parks & Recreation. Mark is a Penn State University Fellow
(2015) and has received Alumni Achievement Awards from the University
of Massachusetts and Penn State. He served as ASLA's Vice-President for
Communications in 2010/11 and President in 2014.
Mary Margaret Jones, FASLA

Mary Margaret Jones is President of Hargreaves Associates, globally renowned
for innovative design of reclaimed urban waterfronts and recipients of over
a hundred national and international awards, including the Cooper Hewitt
National Design Award. As president, Mary Margaret leads the firm’s three
offices in San Francisco, Cambridge and Hargreaves Jones in NYC on projects
such as the London Olympics Parklands, Discovery Green and Crissy Field. She
is a past Visiting Critic at the Harvard Graduate School of Design, a Fellow of
the American Society of Landscape Architects and Fellow and Chair of the
Board of the American Academy in Rome.
Tom Oslund, FAAR, FASLA

Tom is Director of Design and Founder of oslund.and.assoc. Tom is recognized
as one of the leading landscape architects in the country with offices both
in Minneapolis and Chicago. He is fueled by a commitment to design
excellence and innovation. Tom has more than 37 years of experience at
a variety of project scales and has won over 73 awards locally, nationally
and internationally. Tom is a fellow of the American Academy in Rome and
American Society of Landscape Architects. Tom has taught design studio’s and
lectured at institutions across North America and Europe. Tom was recently
the keynote speaker for the “Idea King” design conference in Xiamen, China.
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Gary Hilderbrand, FASLA

Gary Hilderbrand, the 2017 winner of the American Society of Landscape
Architects Design Medal, is principal of Reed Hilderbrand LLC. He is also
Professor in Practice at Harvard Graduate School of Design, where he has
taught since 1990. Notable projects include Long Dock Park in Beacon, NY,
the Clark Art Institute in Williamstown, MA, and campus projects at Duke
University, Yale, Harvard, and MIT. Reed Hilderbrand was recognized as ASLA’s
2013 Firm of the Year. Hilderbrand is a fellow of the American Academy in
Rome, where he was Mercedes T. Bass Resident in Landscape Architecture for
the fall of 2017.
Richard Maimon, FAIA, LEED AP

Richard Maimon is a partner at KieranTimberlake, an award-winning
architecture firm recognized for its environmental ethos, research expertise,
and innovative design. For over twenty-five years, Richard has worked to
move architecture forward while creating projects that remain deeply rooted
to place and culture. He currently oversees projects at Washington University
in St. Louis, New York University, and Philadelphia’s LOVE Park. Past projects
include the US Embassy in London, Dilworth Park in Philadelphia, and Levine
Hall at U. Penn. Richard lectures internationally on sustainability, tectonics,
building within historic precincts, and the role of architecture in diplomacy.
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CASE STUDY: Peavey Plaza
Tom Oslund

1. Peavey Plaza was designed in 1974 in conjunction
with the construction of the Minnesota Orchestra’s
new concert hall. Located at the southern end of
Lawrence Halprin’s notable Nicollet Mall, Orchestra
Hall framed the southern gateway into downtown.
The city hired New York landscape architect M.
Paul Friedberg who at the time was known for his
modern urban aesthetic.
2. In order to negotiate the 12 foot deep hole left
by the Orchestra Hall construction, Friedberg
introduced a series of stepping terraces, elongated
steps, fountains,green terraces and planting, with a
large pool as the central feature.
3. Over the past four decades the deteriorating
condition of the surface materials, fountains and
plant material have compromised the use of the
plaza and created a space that at best is indifferent
and undesirable.
4. Public engagement and programming experts
determined that the revitalization of Peavey Plaza
should meet its potential as a “signature” space
for the city of Minneapolis resolve all accessibility
issues, improve infrastructure efficiency/
sustainability, and provide the opportunity for more
flexible use within the plaza.
5. The selected design intervention was a
“reinterpretation” of the design principles of the
original plaza, with three rooms differentiated
spatially, by elevation and function. It maintained
the original sunken-quality of the plaza, while
enhancing the connectivity to the Nicollet Mall,
providing easy accessibility to the entire space.
6. Opposition to any change of the plaza lead to an
effort by a small contingent of supporters that
successfully halted the project and received historic
status for the plaza. The decision has held the city
hostage for over 7 years while the plaza continued
to deteriorate. Adaptive reuse efforts are currently
underway to remedy this neglected space.
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CASE STUDY: JFK/LOVE Park
Mary Margaret Jones

1. Built in 1969 the plaza had fallen into disrepair and
was leaking water into the parking structure below.
In addition, the 60’s design created physical barriers
with a resultant inaccessibility that made the plaza
feel unwelcoming, and that created negative
usability issues.
2. On- structure constraints were complex –the park
is over a parking garage and SEPTA train lines, with
minimal coverage in some areas.
3. Preservation of the historic diagonal axis of
the Benjamin Franklin Parkway marked by the
monumental water jet and iconic LOVE sculpture
was of high importance to the public.
4. 3D digital modeling of the structure allowed
a re-thinking of the grades of the park and
creation of an overall tilted plane on the historic
axis, eliminating the walls and steps that were
problematic for users.
5. The resultant redesign creates openness and edges
that allow visual and physical access. Walls and
steps are removed creating more flexible use and
free flow of movement for all.
6. Historic axis is respected but in a contemporary
way that allows interaction and is emphasized by
the uniform slope of the plaza. Oval plaza reflects
without mimicking historic fountain basin form but
allows flexible use. Green space was increased.
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CASE STUDY:
JFK/LOVE Park Welcome Center
Richard Maimon

1. The Welcome Center was built in the early 1960s
to house Philadelphia’s Visitor Center, prior to the
construction of JFK Plaza/Love Park and the belowgrade garage.
2. The round building, with its central structure,
cantilevered roof, and perimeter glazing,
represented an optimistic, forward-looking view
of city life, just as a wave of urban disinvestment
and de-population was about to take hold in many
American cities, including Philadelphia.
3. Over time, the original design intent of the building,
a modern perch from which to observe the city,
suffered from the deterioration of time and from its
own technical failings – solar heat gain and glare
were met by increasingly opaque treatments to the
glazed perimeter.
4. The renewal of Love Park included a primary goal
of activating the site throughout the day and the
year. A new café/restaurant was among the initial
strategies. Preservation of the Welcome Center over
replacement was selected through engineering
analysis and public input.
5. The building will achieve what was not possible
in the 1960s through high performance glazing
technology that allows energy efficiency along with
greater transparency and uninterrupted views of
the park through frameless glass.
6. In transforming the use of the building, a design
approach emerged that is about interpretation
rather than historical recreation of the existing
building, while retaining and invigorating its 1960s
character.
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CASE STUDY: Boston City Hall Plaza
Gary Hilderbrand
a.

Boston projected to the world a new modernist
vision for its Government Center in 1968, after years
of languishing in building activity and economy. It
was a project of enormous aspiration and bravado.
Widely praised as a great monument to democracy.

b. The idea of a continuously paved ground plane
capturing the halls of City, State, Federal, and
Judiciary branches of government was seen as a
city-making proposition.
c.

Years later, the wind-swept plaza and City Hall,
devoid of any adjacent commercial activity, was
maligned by citizens and mayors alike—and
a complete failure of stewardship ensued. The
infrastructure is broken.

d. Studies over the past four years have demonstrated
that original design intentions for transparency
and vibrancy can be fulfilled, and the city has
committed handsome funding for a phased
revitalization.
e. Planned physical and programming interventions
will transform the plaza and the City Hall into a civic
destination and a demonstration of resiliency; the
modernist project can be revised and reaffirmed.
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