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sm;}: ARY OF PRELIMINARY RE.PORT OF SUBCOMMITTEE ON S'I'UDENT HOUSI NG 

The basi c ques tion consi dere d was the one of whether or not Bennin ~ton 

sho,1ld r emai n essen t i ally re si den ti al i n natu re. We conclude that it should, 

sin ce t he mai ntainance of this communi ty seems inextricab ly bound up wit h an 

edu cati onal phi losophy that hopes for t he growth of soci al as well as self­

res ponsibil i t y on the part of its students. It is also clear that the nature · 

of ~uch stude nt activity here underlines the practical conven i ence of living 

on th e campus proper. 

7he next question that follows is whe ther and how many st udents can and/or 

should live off -campus. There is no desire expressed in any quarte r to r~vert 

to a policy of "no off-campus livin g except for married stude nt s " but ther e is 

a general agree ment that the total number of students livin g of f- campus must be . ..... 

-· lim i t ed, and considerable concern about finding a way to divide that t otal in · 

such a way th at the campus will not be bereft of great numbers of upperclassmen. 

He will prppose to EPC soon as possible that not more than 15% of the 

enr ol lment be allowed to live off-campus. In this context, 15% off -c ampus i s 

def i ne d as 15% not living in student houses. Of 554 students her e in Septemb er, 

106 or 18% did not live in student houses on campus. Of t he 106, 44 liv e in 

Col l ege-owne d housing off the campus proper (Jennings, Orchard, Shingl e , Bunkhouse, 

Lucilow, Town House, Hill House); 62 live in entirely independent arran gment s in 

the l ocality. 

On t he basis of these figures alone, we posit a pres ent nee d f or additional 

studen t hous ing on campus, this need only further accentu ated by some crowding in 

double s in th e on-campus houses (which leads to heavy proportio ns of new students 

in at least 4 of the houses). Of a present (estimated) total capacity of 445 
' 

pla ces for students on campus, 25 of these places are in 8 apar tments forwerly 

in.~~bi ted by faculty, some of which may be needed for faculty in the future - another 

questi on to be considered by the EPC. 



\ 

Present pi c ture : 

359 in 12 old houses, originally built f or 250 
(i ncl uding 25 in apart ments) 

90 in 3 new houses (no apartments) 

449 2!! C uillp US 

Proportions

21 8 .si n,t l.es 
103 doubles 

( for 206 r,eople ) 
25 in apar t~en ts 

44 not on campus but in colle ge-owned housi ng (Jennin gs, Ludlo w, Town House
Hi ll House , Shingle, Orchard ,· Bunkhouse) 

62 off -campus, independently 

This pict ure promises to remain relatively fixed in 1970-71, ass uming that 

the enr olment re mains at 550. 

1971-on Future possible pictures at enrolment of Goo,@ 15% or 90 off campus 

Maxi r:mm Density 

355 in old houses · 

90 in Barn es 

90 off campus (college owned or independent) 

65 new units needed 

Q:i!;{ rnwrf Density 

34o in ol d houses .(change 15 doubles to sing l es) 

90 in Barne s 

90 off campus (college owned or independent ) 

80 new units needed 

Zin i r.mm Dens i ty 

330 in old houses (15 doubles to singles, 2 large apartments ba ck to faculty) 

90 in Barnes 

90 off campus (college owned or independent) 

90 new units needed 



Comments on the future: 

Thi s sub committee is against the ide a of buying more town houses as 

op~osed to buildi n~ new housing because of: 

1/ relations with the town 

2/ difficulty of finding students, and particularly the right 

combination of students, who want this option 

3/ blurred lines of relationship to college as landlord 

In fact, we would recommend releasing one or two of the town houses (~own 

Ho~se, Hill House, Ludlow) for faculty in the future if possible. In any case, 

\·: e u;~.i·e that for the sake of the canrnus community, anyone livin ;; in coll e2e -o •.r.1ed 

facilitie s off campus be counted as part of the total reco mmended quota of 15~. 

Ideal ly, we recommend that provision for 80-90 more students be made on the 

campus proper - though not necessarily in symmetry to the Barnes houses. 

11/25/69 

Quest ions to Committee: 

Does it want to maintain residential nature of the Community? 

Does it recommend some relief of present density in old houses? 

Does it want to build on campus or buy off campus?( $ question) 

If it wants to build, how many houses (on assumption of 15% quota 

for off~campus)? And on assumption that remodeling or adding to 

present houses has not been recommended by the A & A Committee. 

Where should new hou ses be? 

Should architect plan on three, even if they could only be built 

one at a time? 

What sho ,tld their size and nature be? . 

Questi ons to tirchitect: 

What are the problems involved in time? 

What are site possibilities? 

What would most economical cost be for 30 size house? 

Lisa Tate 




