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Executive Summary
The Committee on Campus Planning and Physical Development of the University Senate
(hereinafter “the Committee”) investigated a proposed interim Graduate Student Center
within the boundaries of its mandate. The Committee found that an interim Graduate
Student Center would be aligned with and would measurably advance Columbia University’s
institutional mission to expand an interdisciplinary approach to teaching, research, and
scholarship. Faculty who are strongly identified with graduate education broadly and
enthusiastically endorsed such a center, noting that it would promote and cultivate the sense
of academic community that is a critical component of a comprehensive graduate education.
The conspicuous lack of such a center at Columbia, as compared with our peers, places the
University at a competitive disadvantage.
Students were equally enthusiastic about the prospect of a Graduate Student Center. A
survey conducted by the Graduate School Advisory Council (hereinafter “GSAC”) found that
77% of students did not feel that they were part of a close-knit academic community, a
response that we attribute to the lack of a dedicated community space. There are a number
of departmental lounges on the Morningside and Medical campuses, though they are unevenly
distributed. In addition, departmental lounges, as their name implies, neither promote
interdisciplinary interaction nor offer the programming support of a school-wide Graduate
Student Center.
The Graduate Faculties Lounge (hereinafter “GFL”) in 301 Philosophy is insufficient for
several reasons as a space for graduate students. First, the GFL is not purposed for the use of
graduate students. Second, the GFL is a highly impractical space, as it is neither divisible nor
multifunctional. In particular, no space for TAs’ office hours is available, a serious obstacle
to the successful pedagogical interactions integral to graduate education. Third, the GFL
lacks any audiovisual technology for presentations. Though it works well for receptions and
other large-scale events, the GFL is not an effective working and social space for graduate
students.
The Committee also noted that the Graduate School of Arts and Sciences (hereinafter
“GSAS”) is the only graduate school at Columbia, as well as the only arts and sciences
graduate program in our peer group, without a dedicated space of its own. While taking note
of the promise of space in Uris Hall by 2017, the Committee stresses the importance of
finding interim space now, as seven years represents the lifespan of a Ph.D. The negative
impact of departmental moves to UTS space in the last two years is already deeply felt. An
interim Graduate Student Center now is necessary, to build academic community, but also to
rebuild an academic community that once existed but has since been dispersed.
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Space has been made available recently, notably by the closing of four science libraries and a
shelled brownstone on 114th Street. The Committee investigated all of these spaces, but
declined to officially endorse any of them, in the interests of good planning practice. However,
the Committee does note that space that satisfies all the broad criteria of a Graduate Student
Center does exist and is presently available. Ready funds and solid fundraising prospects are
also available for immediate commitment to an interim Graduate Student Center.
In summary, the Committee has concluded:












The Graduate Student Center is fully aligned with and will measurably advance
Columbia’s institutional and academic mission, by promoting interdisciplinary
interaction in an academic community.
The Graduate Student Center will protect and advance Columbia’s competitive
standing vis-à-vis our peers.
For the reasons above, faculty comprehensively endorse the creation of a Graduate
Student Center.
For the reasons above, students enthusiastically endorse the creation of a Graduate
Student Center.
Space is available that broadly fits the physical needs of a Graduate Student Center of
approximately 2,500-3,000 square feet. While not strictly within the mandate of the
Committee to decide, a Graduate Student Center should contain, in general, a
combination of large and small spaces, while retaining the GFL for major events.
The interim nature of the proposed Graduate Student Center would not deprive any
department of any long-term space allocation.
Funds from GSAS reserves with other fundraising prospects are ready to be
committed immediately for the creation of such a center.
The preservation of the Graduate Student Center as a key priority throughout the
leadership transition of GSAS indicates strong and wide-ranging institutional support.
The availability of space requiring mild to moderate renovation, and the conventional
design parameters of a Graduate Student Center represent a highly efficient and
highly effective use of both space and financial resources.

The Committee believes that the Graduate Student Center is a rare instance where there is
full alignment among the priorities of the university, the faculty, and students, and where
there is not only a crystallized vision, but also funds available to realize it – a view shared by
its Senate co-sponsors. In such an instance, swift action is highly desirable to capture the
momentum of good intentions and good ideas, and capitalize on available opportunities. The
Committee concludes this report by respectfully requesting that the University Senate
endorse and recommend the creation of a Graduate Student Center.
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Mandate and Purpose
The Committee took care to define both the scope of the question it was investigating in this
report and its recommendations within the boundaries set both by its mandate and that of
the University Senate.1 Four specific provisions are reproduced below (with emphasis added):







The University Senate “shall be a policy-making body which may consider all matters
of University-wide concern, all matters affecting more than one faculty or school.”
“The primary mandate of [the Committee] is to review and comment upon the
processes for planning, reviewing, assigning priorities and implementing the
University’s physical development to assess how they impact the academic mission of
the University.”
The Committee shall consider “plans and projects to change space available for
specific schools and departments as well as space for the well-being of the University
community.”
The Committee “may also advise the administration and the Trustees on faculty,
student and staff concerns, priorities and particular projects related to campus
planning and physical development.”

Accordingly, it is appropriate for the Committee to assess matters specifically relating to the
Graduate School of Arts and Sciences, which grants all Columbia Ph.D.s to students in a
range of Columbia schools, including the traditional arts and sciences departments,
Engineering, Architecture, Business, Social Work, Teachers College, Public Health, Nursing,
Dentistry, and Physicians and Surgeons.2
It is further appropriate for the Committee to assess, in general terms, how a Graduate
Student Center may impact the academic mission of the University. Finally, it is appropriate
for the Committee to advise on, advocate on behalf of, and offer recommendations for the
particular project of a Graduate Student Center.

Academic and Institutional Perspectives
Columbia University in the City of New York faces the beginning of the twenty-first
century with some of the same advantages it enjoyed at the beginning of the twentieth – a
1

University Statutes §23 and Senate By-Laws §1(h)(4). Accessible at
http://www.columbia.edu/cu/senate/topbar_pages/defining_docs/definingdocs05_rev.html.
2
References are frequently made throughout this report to GSAS. This is for terminological and technical
consistency only, as all Ph.D.s and non-professional Masters’ degrees are granted through GSAS. A Graduate
Student Center is intended for the use of all graduate students.
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distinguished faculty, a major impending expansion, and the challenge of new discoveries as
well as new methods for making them. Just as the turn of the twentieth century saw the
transformation of a small college into a research-focused university, so too are we in the midst
of a transformation, in which our decisions will determine whether Columbia emerges as a
leader of an academic world increasingly international in scope, and interdisciplinary in
nature.
In his 2002 inaugural address, President Lee Carroll Bollinger offered an assessment of
Columbia’s strengths as the “quintessential great urban university,” but also of the challenges
it faced. He singled out two:
[A] great university will figure out how to deal with one of the most important
questions of higher education, namely how to bridge the intellectual strengths
of the health sciences and professions and the fundamental science disciplines
in Arts and Sciences…
Another critical area is the phenomenon of globalization. The growing reach of
and the interrelationships between modern communications, economic
development, disease and public health policies, education, agricultural
methods, poverty, terrorism, international law, religious and regional conflict,
and environmental degradation are of immense complexity and importance.
The actions President Bollinger has taken since his arrival amply reflect our university’s
commitment to collaboration among departments and schools. Although these units remain
at the heart of academic endeavor, the interrelatedness of problems we will face with
increasing frequency demands interdisciplinary study and solutions achievable only building
links across and through academic walls first erected in the century before last.
President Bollinger's comments on globalization are, in addition, an important reminder of
the role of our international students, who are strongly represented in the graduate schools.
As a global university, we must provide a focal point that enables international graduate
students in particular to meet people from other countries. It is a proud hallmark of the
American educational system that we concern ourselves with the academic, as well as the
socially and intellectually holistic well-being of our students.
President Bollinger’s appointments have reflected these new institutional priorities. One of
the most notable is Nicholas Bernard Dirks, Executive Vice President for Arts and Sciences,
who leads faculties serving six schools. Dirks is not simply a believer, but a proven
practitioner in interdisciplinary – and often ground-breaking – academic leadership. Columbia
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College Today’s May/June 2006 issue profiled his accomplishments in the Department of
Anthropology:
He continued to promote interdisciplinary work when he came to Columbia in
1997 to chair the anthropology department. “I was asked to rebuild a strong
department that had fallen on hard times,” Dirks says. “It was thrilling to help
rebuild this department, founded by Franz Boas. We hired people from
Michigan, all over the country, and Africa and Asia. We created a department
that is hugely interdisciplinary that we think is now one of the top three in the
United States, which befits the tradition of Columbia.”
“He was the crucial leader,” says Brinkley Messick, one of the professors
recruited by Dirks 10 years ago and now chair of the anthropology department.
“Several of the new appointments were of very prominent figures who were not
anthropologists by training but who were interdisciplinary in their work. The
program as it now stands has the stamp of Dirks’ vision and effort.”
Since his appointment, Executive Vice President Dirks has fought to promote his vision for
increasing interdisciplinary activity in teaching, research, and scholarship, writing in his first
letter to the faculty scarcely a month after taking office on October 21, 2004:
As I take on this new position, I am committed to continuing the tradition of
this office in supporting the excellence of our departments, programs, and
schools, since these are the core units that have over the years earned our
international reputation and do most of the hard work of teaching, research,
and scholarship. However, I am equally committed to finding new ways to
enhance the cross-departmental – and interdisciplinary – character of our
academic organization and intellectual engagement. Even as we work to
build and enhance a number of interdisciplinary programs and activities, we
will attempt to increase opportunities for coordination and collaboration
between and among our various academic units.
He has more than carried through his promise, and today can point to several new
interdisciplinary programs on campus, and a significant amount of new fundraising associated
with those programs.
Finally, no discussion of the increasingly interdisciplinary nature of academic work and
academic life at Columbia is complete without mentioning its most visible manifestation: the
Northwest Corner Building, which was called the Interdisciplinary Science Building at an
early stage.
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Provost Claude Mason Steele arrived at Columbia just one year ago from Stanford, where he
often spoke of the need to “increase our hub-ness”, pushed to create and solidify links
between traditional psychology, brain imaging, and neuroscience, and advocated restructuring
entire psychology departments toward faculty members with collaborative resumes.3
Since his arrival, Provost Steele has visibly and vocally made science, specifically
interdisciplinary science, an integral priority, and focused many of his considerable energies
by thoughtfully examining, consulting, and ultimately leading decisions on the nature, scale,
and scope of interdisciplinary links between the arts and sciences, engineering, and medical
interests in the Northwest Corner Building. And for good reason: as the Northwest Corner
Building is often spoken of as a “training run” for Manhattanville, the success of our future
interdisciplinary endeavors, notably the Jerome L. Greene Mind, Brain, and Behavior Center,
will depend on the lessons and practices we derive now.
Interdisciplinary teaching and research, in collaboration with the global community of
universities and among Columbia’s faculty and students, has become and will remain at the
forefront of Columbia’s priorities in this century. The work of its academic leadership amply
reflects this commitment. Any efforts undertaken should enhance Columbia’s capability and
competitiveness in this sphere.

Faculty Perspectives
In considering faculty perspectives on the importance of interdisciplinary interaction in our
academic community and the positive impact that a Graduate Student Center could create,
we sought prominent faculty members who are committed to graduate education and whose
work and departments have been visibly advanced by interdisciplinary collaboration.
We note that all of the faculty members we contacted agreed immediately to provide
statements of support for a Graduate Student Center, stressing the positive interaction
among graduate students that it would foster, and the benefits it would provide to the entire
graduate student community.
These statements encourage us in the belief that the faculty broadly acknowledge the
importance of interdisciplinary interaction in an academic community, and enthusiastically
endorse a Graduate Student Center as a means to achieve such community.

3

Comments from the Presidential Symposium of the Association for Psychological Science’s 20th Annual
Convention. Held in Chicago, IL, May 22-25, 2008.
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Carlos J. Alonso, Morris and Alma Schapiro Professor in the Humanities, Chair
of the Department of Latin American and Iberian Cultures, Member of the
Executive Committee of GSAS, and (as of September 1, 2010) Interim Dean of
the Graduate School of Arts and Sciences.
“Graduate programs nowadays should train their students in the discipline they represent as
well as in the responsible ways of moving away from that very discipline. Departments and
fields are at very different stages in their articulation of this inevitable displacement.
Graduate schools and divisions should find ways to encourage this structural transformation
by enabling spaces in which this type of thinking can be performed – in all the senses of that
word: workshops, forums, lectures, symposia, etc. While a graduate center is not required for
such an endeavor, it is also true that the existence of one would provide the institutional
continuity and materiality that such a project would need to sustain itself.”
Elizabeth S. Blackmar, Professor of History and Member of the Graduate
Education Committee
“Universities bring together scholars engaged in inquiry across all fields of human knowledge,
and part of the intellectual life and inspiration of universities rests on the conversations
among peers who respect one another’s work across disciplines. Faculty have long learned to
value exchanges with colleagues in disparate disciplines; indeed, the opportunity to learn
about work in other fields is one of the things that prompt many faculty to serve on
university committees or to attend university lectures. Both individual departments and
specific interdisciplinary programs in the sciences, humanities, and social sciences have
provided spaces on campus for graduate students to meet and talk, but these programs serve
a structured intellectual agenda.
Columbia’s graduate students need a space and opportunity to encounter students working in
all disciplines; such encounters are both intellectually rewarding and also allow students to
participate in the community building that stands at the heart of universities (and which
forms the foundation for faculty governance). A Graduate Student Center provides both the
social and intellectual benefits of a broadened outlook. Knowing how fellow students in other
departments are negotiating the rigors of qualifying exams and dissertation writing; balancing
the challenges of teaching, research, and in some instances parenting; or weathering the job
market gives students perspective on their own work. Understanding creative work in fields
other than one’s own is part of higher education. Faculty and undergraduates are used to the
advantages that come from having a space on campus that accommodates both academic and
social functions; graduate students, too, should have the benefits of space in which to meet
informally and also organize their own programs.”
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Ronald C. Breslow, University Professor (affiliated with Chemistry)
“Columbia needs a center for graduate students and postdoctoral students. In the sciences,
there is cooperation among chemists, physicists, and biologists, and a center for social
interaction would greatly increase this. The scientists would also see that they have much in
common with people in other departments once they had a way to meet them. The graduate
students and postdoctorals generally may well end up in academic positions where the early
contacts they make at Columbia will last a lifetime. The proposed center could organize some
social events where spouses and children could also meet their opposite numbers, making a
community out of what is sometimes a lonely place. Graduate students, and even more so
postdoctorals, feel like members of their departments or of their subgroups in the
departments, not of Columbia. The center would make them all feel that they have a true
place here, as part of a valued group of Columbia scholars.”
Julio M. Fernández, Professor of Biological Sciences
“Nature has no regard for scientific boundaries. Today's scientists are addressing questions
and solving problems using knowledge from many different disciplines. Combining protein
engineering and applied mathematics together with polymer physics is necessary for
understanding the dynamics of the individual molecules that form all cellular pathways.
Combining quantum physics together with organic synthesis and single molecule techniques is
crucial for the design of a new generation of switches that will form the building blocks for
new types of computers. Molecular engineering of optical probes combined together with
graph theory and computer science techniques are necessary to fully describe the
computational capabilities of neuronal circuits. These examples illustrate the modus operandi
of science in the 21st century. Large scale integration of knowledge is enabled by the growing
overlap between disciplines. It is essential that we train modern scientists from this much
broader perspective. A Graduate Student Center in the Columbia community that would
promote interaction in the growing overlaps between disciplines would be an important
addition.”
Pierre Force, Professor of French and History
“A few years ago we rebuilt the Department of French according to an interdisciplinary
model. Today, several members of the department hold joint appointments with other
departments (History, Philosophy, Sociology). The same model is followed in the doctoral
program and the dissertation topics reflect the interdisciplinary engagements of the faculty.
However, it is not easy for students to sustain an interdisciplinary focus because there is no
support structure other than the dissertation advising committee. A Graduate Student Center
would certainly be helpful in that regard.”
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Walter M. Frisch, H. Howard Gumm and Harry & Albert von Tilzer Professor of
Music and Director of Graduate Studies
“Columbia is a community of scholars at many levels and in many ways. Interdisciplinary
connections are essential to the intellectual health of this community, including its graduate
students. Because of the university's size and complexity, interdisciplinary activities are
difficult to coordinate. I strongly endorse – and as Director of Graduate Studies in Music am
eager to help facilitate – any initiatives to improve interdisciplinary efforts among our
graduate students, who are among the brightest and most accomplished in the academic
world and would benefit enormously from this effort.”
Jean E. Howard, George Delacorte Professor in the Humanities and Chair of the
Department of English and Comparative Literature
“It is important for Columbia to create an interdisciplinary Graduate Student Center.
Graduate students learn as much from their peers as from their professors, and a
comfortable, well-designed Graduate Student Center would facilitate interactions across
disciplinary boundaries and provide a place where students from all departments could take
part in the many mentoring and career development programs essential to their intellectual
and professional growth.
This is perhaps particularly true in the last half of a graduate student career when the
writing of a dissertation can become a lonely undertaking. A space to socialize and to talk
about work is crucial during these years. It is also unfortunately true that many departments
at Columbia do not have rooms or offices where graduate students can meet with the
undergrads they teach. A Graduate Student Center could provide such a venue, helping to
equalize the resources available to graduate student teachers. At the moment, the Graduate
Faculties Lounge in 301 Philosophy Hall, while a beautiful space, is too small and too
overbooked to fulfill the many needs of true Graduate Student Center. It's time to give high
priority to a better solution.”
Kenneth T. Jackson, Jacques Barzun Professor in History and the Social Sciences
“I was pleased to learn recently of the possibility that the Graduate School of Arts and
Sciences might be able to create a Graduate Student Center for the exclusive use of students
in Master’s or Ph.D. programs. I see this as important because of the interdisciplinary nature
of the effort. Although research has in recent decades become less focused on a particular
academic area, Columbia is still divided into departments. A Graduate Student Center would
enable students from different parts of the university to interact socially and intellectually in
a place that would help to break down boundaries. I congratulate you for your leadership in
Page 12

this area, and hope that Dean Henry Pinkham will be able to muster the support he needs for
such a vital addition to the campus.”
Elaine P. Sisman, Anne Parsons Bender Professor of Music
“Beyond specialized training in disciplines and teaching, graduate school should afford the
opportunity to make connections with students in other disciplines, to develop dialogues and
networks outside the classroom. These opportunities enable students to feel rooted in an
institution, not merely a department. A center for graduate-student activities is thus not only
a means of fostering social and intellectual community but also a critical incubator for the
interdisciplinary dialogues they will need to become more effective scholars and colleagues in
(and out of) their future academic careers.
Having just spent several years on Princeton's Graduate School Leadership Council (20052009), I can attest to the importance of dedicated spaces for graduate students. Princeton
was even able to renovate the public spaces in its off-site Graduate College for these
purposes. Cornell transformed a small existing building into a new graduate student center
when the former headquarters of graduate student life, Sage Hall, was turned over to the
business school. A Graduate Student Center at Columbia would improve the quality of life
of graduate students in every way: it would reconstitute a sense of community associated
with their undergraduate schools, promote dialogue among teachers of the Core Curriculum,
and broaden the shared sense of scholarly discovery that they're learning to experience at
Columbia.”

Student Perspectives
The Graduate Student Advisory Council provided key logistical and statistical support in
this portion of the report. They conducted both a survey of their entire student body, and a
study of comparable centers at other universities. Based on their submissions, the
Committee believes that student perspectives are aligned with administrative and faculty
perspectives, and that there is strong demand for a Graduate Student Center. The
Committee further believes that Columbia does not compare favorably to its peers by its
lack of a Graduate Student Center.
GSAC Survey Results and Anecdotal Perspectives

The GSAC’s biennial Quality of Life Survey at Columbia University was conducted during
Spring 2009. The survey represents a statistically significant 32% of the overall population of
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students in GSAS.4 The survey asked questions on a variety of issues relating to the quality
of life of graduate students in different disciplines.
Today's graduate students are exploring topics that are increasingly interdisciplinary and
require interaction with scholars from various fields of study. The 2009 Quality of Life survey
shows that GSAS students would greatly benefit from dedicated space for interdisciplinary
interaction and building community.
We have extracted relevant portions of the survey, centering on study and work space,
perceptions of community among students, and finally demand for a Graduate Student
Center.
Study and Work Space
Key findings:
o 62% of respondents rated the availability of study space on the CU campuses as
average to very poor.
o 47% of respondents have no dedicated study or work space on campus.
o 41% of graduate students work at home or outside Columbia University facilities.
Only 20% of respondents regularly work in a Columbia library. These percentages
show that the lack of available space creates an isolated environment for a majority
of graduate students who are working and studying on their own outside Columbia
facilities.
o When asked if they believe there is enough space for graduate students on campus to
meet or hold events, 63% of respondents said no. Only 27% thought graduate student
space was adequate.

4

There were 980 responses out of an enrolled population of 3,088 students in GSAS. This is statistically
significant at the 95% confidence level with confidence interval (also commonly known as a “margin of error”)
of +/- 2.6%. A margin of error of +/- 2.6% does not change the conclusions of any of the statistics presented
in this report.
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Graduatte Student Community
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y
Key find
dings:
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Prospecttive Perspecctive

The Coommittee haas always suuspected thaat the absennce of a Graaduate Studdent Center may
render Columbia
C
Un
niversity’s graduate
g
prrograms lesss appealing than its peeers.
A close friend
f
and classmate
c
of one of thee Committeee members who is a m
magna cum llaude
graduatee of Columb
bia College and a grad
duate studeent elsewherre in the Iv
vy League ffreely
volunteeered the folloowing anecd
dotal perspeective when the Graduaate Student Center prop
posal
was brou
ught up in casual conversation. His identity is rredacted forr reasons of process inteegrity
and confflict of interrest as he iss currently an
a applican
nt to the GS
SAS Ph.D. p
program.
I am an alum
mnus of Colu
umbia Colleege who is loooking into P
PhD program
ms across
he country. If I did nott have any previous
p
knoowledge of tthe spatial d
dynamics
th
of Columbia,, I would asssume that I would be b
better serveed by the faacilities at
other univerrsities whicch simply have moree space orr which haave more
uality of li
life of theiir graduatee student
coonspicuouslly invested in the qu
population.
p
For
F examplee, I am very familiar wiith the facili
lities and su
upport offereed by the
graduate
gr
sch
hools at Harrvard and Yale.
Y
If the cchoice camee down to a question
of resources, only my previous
p
institutional looyalty migh
ht lead me to prefer
Columbia.
C
The
T creation and promootion of a deesignated interdisciplinary space
foor graduatee students would help
p bring Coolumbia up
p to par wi
with these
in
nstitutions with respecct to its fosstering of ggraduate student life, and help
attract a brooader range of applican
nts to the un
niversity.
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Study of Comparable Centers at Peer Institutions

American universities are seeking to improve the level of interdisciplinary interaction and
the overall quality of education and life for graduate students, often with extensive
programmatic offerings through a central graduate student center.
All of our peer institutions prioritize and dedicate space on campus to graduate student
activities; many also provide a paid staff to organize and coordinate events of interest to
graduate students. GSAC is currently the only campus organization dedicated to supporting
GSAS student events. Unfortunately, GSAC is unable, on its own, to match the level of
support and assistance to graduate students that our peers provide.
In its preparatory work, GSAC has corresponded extensively with counterpart organizations
at peer institutions to find details of their graduate student centers, their facilities, and their
programs. A brief survey is presented below.
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Cornell University'ss Big Red Barn
B

Staffing:: Full-time staff,
s
headeed by a director.
Populatiion served: Graduate and
a professiional studen
nts (approxximately 5,1100 total)
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uipment









Events
En
nd of year b
barbecue
Laatin salsa n
night
Ph
hilosophy book chats
TA
A Grading Break
Laanguage chaats
Arrt exhibits
TG
GIF Grad P
Pizza Nightts
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Princetoon Universitty’s Graduaate College

Staffing:: Full-time director,
d
an
nd nine partt-time studeents.
Populatiion served: Graduate and
a professiional studen
nts (approxximately 1,7750 total), oof
whom 4330 are residents at the College.
Facilities and progrrams: A din
ning hall forr all graduaate studentss, a museum
m, computerr
i
the D-Bar, cofffee house, the Dark
facilities, laundry faacilities. Soccial spaces include
Gallery, the van Dy
yke Library, social loun
nges, three T
TV rooms, two commoons rooms.
Recreational facilitiies include basketball
b
and
a volleybaall courts, m
music room, swimmingg
pool, poool room, and fitness faccilities.
The mon
nthly High Table is a venerated
v
trradition at the Collegee where grad
duate studeents
and facu
ulty dine toggether.
Hours: Residential,
R
so 24 hours.
Websitee: https://w
weblamp.priinceton.edu
u/gchouse/
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Stanford
d University
y’s Graduate Communiity Center

In the eaarly 2000s, a group of to
t GSC mem
mbers workked with thee Graduate Life Office to
develop program gu
uidelines forr a future Graduate
G
Coommunity C
Center. At tthe time, th
he
project was
w not fun
nded, but a plan was pu
ut in place for a building if fundin
ng were to
become available.
a
Concerted
C
loobbying effoorts by GSC
C leaders peersuaded the University
y to
make the project a priority. In
n April 20033, alumnus JJohn Arrillaaga offered a substantiial
donation
n for the prooject, and the buildingg’s groundbrreaking wass held in Jan
nuary 2004.
Staffing:: Full-time staff,
s
headeed by a director.
Populatiion served: Graduate students
s
(ap
pproximate ly 8,400 tottal)
Facilities and progrrams: “Hav
vana Room”” large comm
mon room aand event sp
pace (max
occupanccy 286). Grraduate loun
nge with soffas, chairs, game/studyy tables, an
nd a television.
(The lou
unge cannott be reserved
d, but is a drop-in
d
loun
nge where sstudents can
n study, waatch
television
n, or just reelax with friends). “Bogota Room ” meeting sspace with cconference
tables an
nd chairs (m
max occupancy 25). “N
Nairobi Room
m” meetingg space with
h conferencee
tables an
nd chairs (m
max occupancy 45). “Sydney Child
dren’s Room
m” play rooom, which ccan
be conveerted to a meeting
m
spacce. Commun
nity kitchen
n and outdooor patio wiith cateringg
facilities.
Size: 12,000 square feet in a standalone tw
wo-story bu
uilding.
Websitee: http://ww
ww.stanford
d.edu/group
p/glo/gcc/in
ndex.html








Space
Large meeting room
r
Smalller meeting
g and conference room
ms
Kids’ playroom with games and toys
Com
mmunity kitcchen
Outd
door patio
Smalller lounge with multim
media

Events






Grrad formal
Th
hanksgivingg dinner
Trrivia nightss
Beeach trip
Eaaster egg rooll
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City Uniiversity of New
N York’s Robert Gillleece Centeer

The Rob
bert Gilleecee Center reffers to the fifth
f
floor off the CUNY
Y Graduatee Center (booth
the form
mal name of the doctoraate-grantingg institution
n of CUNY and the bu
uilding whicch
houses the institutioon), which is administeered by thee CUNY Dooctoral Stud
dents’ Council
(represen
nting all doctoral and masters’
m
stu
udents acro ss the CUN
NY system).. Aside from
m the
Gilleece Center itself, the CUN
NY Graduatte Center coontains a sttudent/facu
ulty dining
common
ns, a coffee shop,
s
and a general mu
ulti-purposee lounge.
Populatiion served: Graduate students
s
(ap
pproximate ly 4,500 tottal).
Facilities and progrrams: Two student lou
unges (19' x 42' each), connected b
by a small
pantry, which
w
are available
a
by reservation
n for studen
nt-organized
d events, su
uch as
conferen
nces, meetings, cultural events, and
d fitness claasses (for a typical scheedule, see
March 2010 at http
p://cunydsc.org/calend
dar/roomresservations/22010-03), on
ne conferencce
room (155' x 23'), offfices for Coouncil officerrs and adm
ministration, one studen
nt newspapeer
double office
o
(25' x 10'), and seeveral officees for charteered studen
nt organizattions (often
shared).
Size: 3,8843 square feet.
f
Websitee: http://cunydsc.org/
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Universiity of Pennssylvania's Graduate
G
Student Centter

The Uniiversity of Pennsylvani
P
a’s Graduatte Student Center cam
me into bein
ng in 2001 after
the univ
versity accep
pted a proposal made by
b the Grad
duate and P
Professional Student
Assemblly (GAPSA) and the Graduate
G
Student Asso ciation Cou
uncil (GSAC
C).
Staffing:: Three full--time staff members
m
(aa director, aan assistant director, an
nd an
administtrative assisstant), threee part-time staff, also oone dozen G
Graduate Feellows who
create an
nd coordinaate program
ms at the Ceenter, staff tthe café and
d informatioon desk.
Populatiion served: Graduate and
a professiional studen
nts (approxximately 3,5500 total).
Facilities and progrrams: Offers services, programs,
p
aand informaation resourcces as well as
mal place too relax. Thee center proovides free ccoffee and tea throughoout the day
y to
an inform
studentss, has a largge lounge, roooms to holld meetings, study grou
ups, and stu
udent eventts.
The Cen
nter also proograms even
nts specificaally for grad
duate students, such ass lectures by
y
notable faculty,
f
foreeign language classes, recreational
r
l outings, an
nd cultural trips. The
Center distributes
d
regular
r
emaails to students of its evvents.
Hours: M-Thurs
M
9 AM-10
A
PM, Friday 9 AM-6
A
PM, S
Saturday/S
Sunday Nooon-9 PM.
Size: 8,0000 square feet
f
on threee levels.












Space
Large common meeting roo
om with freee
coffee and tea
Com
mputer/printting lab
Multtimedia equ
uipment
Outsside courtya
ard
Kitch
hen
Copy
y room
Smalll offices forr directors and
a gradua
ate
studeent fellows
3 Conference ro
ooms
Grou
up study rooms for 4-8
8 people
Smalll lounge










Events
Prrofessional d
developmen
nt workshop
ps
Soocial eventss such as grraduation
brreakfast, oriientation ev
vents, TA
ap
ppreciation,, ski trip, m
museum tou
urs,
loccal concertss
Grraduate-undergraduate mentoring
prrogram
Pu
ublic servicce events in the West
Ph
hiladelphia community
y
Laanguage chaats
Boook swap
Grrad Center Alumni W
Weekend
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Yale University’s McDougal
M
Center
C

Staffing:: Three full--time staff (a
( director, an adminisstrative assiistant, and a profession
nal
developm
ment consulltant), abou
ut a dozen Graduate
G
Feellows who create and coordinate
program
ms at the cen
nter, a smalll career services office (three full--time staff), and an offi
fice
of teachiing preparation and deevelopment (one full-tim
me staff meember).
Populatiion served: Graduate and
a professiional studen
nts (approxximately 2,3300 total),
postdocttoral fellowss, faculty, and staff.
Facilities and progrrams: Offers services, programs,
p
aand informaation resourcces as well as
an inform
mal place too relax. Hass a career ceenter and a teaching trraining centter. Has a
resource library for fellowships, careers, an
nd teachingg. Has a stu
udent-run caafé (the Blu
ue
Dog Caffé). Lockers available. Hosts
H
happy
y hours in iits Common
n Room. Sh
hows moviess
every Frriday and Saaturday nigght. Offers intellectual
i
and culturaal events, an
nd sponsorss
outings like
l
picnics.. Sponsors events
e
for graduate woomen, students of colorr, and
internatiional studen
nts. Graduaate student organizatioons are welccome to use its rooms.
Hours: M-F
M 9 AM-11 PM, Saturday/Sund
day 11 AM--11 PM. Caareer servicees office opeen
M-F 9 AM-5
A
PM.
Websitee: http://ww
ww.yale.edu
u/graduateschool/mcdoougal/
Summarry:








Space
Large meeting space
s
with seating
s
for
p
100 people
Audiiovisual equ
uipment
Gam
me room: board games, game tablees
Musiic practice room
r
with piano
p
Confference and meeting ro
ooms
Com
mputer/printting lab









Events
Fiirst Friday at Five Haappy Hours
Grrad Night aarts events
In
nternationall Programs
W
Winter Ball
Ch
hocolate Feest
Grraduate Wrriting Center
Diissertation boot campss
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Family playroom and resource room
Lockers
Blue Dog Café





Peer-review groups
Graduate career service workshops
Graduate Teaching Center events
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New Yorrk Universitty’s Graduaate Student Commons

Facilities and progrrams: The Graduate
G
Sttudent Com
mmons, locaated in the S
Silver Centeer for
d Sciences, is for the excclusive use of
o GSAS stu
udents. It iss a place for study and quiet
Arts and
conversaation. The Commons
C
prrovides a settting for int erdisciplinaary discussioon and exchaange.
Hours: 24
2 hours








Space
Large common room
Confference room
ms
Indiv
vidual officee spaces
Student lockers
Com
mputer lab
Family Care Ceenter









Events
Accademic woorkshops
M
Monthly grad
duate socials
Brreakfast forr dinner
Grraduate firsst-year succcess series
Grraduate weeek
Grraduate weelcome week
k orientatioon
Sttudents with children cclub
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Harvard
d University
y's Dudley House
H

Staffing:: One housee master, on
ne co-masterr, one housee administrrator, and tw
wo assistan
nts.
Approxim
mately 25 graduate
g
stu
udent Dudleey Fellows rresponsible for program
mming. Alsoo,
approxim
mately 5 graaduate Dud
dley Tutors responsiblee for variouss aspects off the
undergraaduate community.
Populatiion served: Harvard GSAS
G
studen
nts and facu
ulty (approxximately 3,200 total)
Facilities and progrrams: Houses administtrative and business offfices, includ
ding Associaate
A
and Graduate Student
S
Cou
uncil officess, computer//printing
Dean forr Student Affairs,
facilities, meeting sp
paces for student organ
nizations an
nd activitiess, student loounge, and
H a main dining room
m (GSAS dorm
d
studen
nts take meals here thrrough a meaal
library. Has
plan), a smaller din
ning room foor private fu
unctions, 2 large functiion rooms, oone small
v
adm
ministrators and Dudleyy Fellows. H
Hosts studentmeeting room, and offices for various
faculty lunches, disccussion grou
ups, languaage tables att lunch and
d dinner, din
nner speakeers,
art exhib
bits, a conceert series, ski trips, and
d other out ings. Has in
ntramural aathletic team
ms,
musical groups, a literary magaazine, and public
p
serviice organizaations. Also sponsors 300
student organizations. Has a sttudent-run café (Café G
Gato Rojo), a movie seeries, game
room, lockers, and bulletin
b
boaards.
H
M-F 9 AM-11 PM,
P Saturdaay Noon-8 P
PM, Sunday Noon-11 PM
Hours: House:
Library and Compu
uting Facilitties: M-Thu
urs 9 AM-111 PM, Fridaay 9 AM-8 PM, Saturd
day
Noon-8 PM,
P Sunday
y Noon-11 PM
P
House Office
O
Hours: M-F 9 AM
M-5 PM
Websitee: http://ww
ww.fas.harvard.edu/~dudley/
Summarry:




Space
Large meeting room
r
Dudlley Cafe



Events
Du
udley Orch
hestra, Chorrus and Jazzz
Baand concertts
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Cafe Gato Rojo
Conference/meeting rooms
Library
Game room
Computer lab
Teaching Assistant Room

















Classic Film Fest
Literature Nights
Art exhibitions
Writing boot camp
Book Club
Knitting Club
Wine tasting
Dudley Fest
GSAS Cookout
Outings
Public service events
Language tables
Dudley sports teams
One Night In... Dinners to learn about
other cultures and geographic regions
Senior Dinners: Graduate students
dine and mingle with noted members
of the Boston community
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Review of a Proposed Graduate Student Center
Review of Existing Space and Facilities (Morningside)

Two kinds of space are currently available to graduate students. First, some departments
have their own internal departmental lounges and reading rooms. Second, there is the
Graduate Faculties Lounge (GFL) in 301 Philosophy.
Departmental Lounges and Reading Rooms
The Committee conducted an extensive walk-through survey of the Morningside Campus,
visiting each department in turn. We have identified numerous distinct spaces available for
the use of graduate students within departments:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Graduate Student Lounge of the Department of Music (Dodge 606)
Graduate Student Office of the Department of Classics (Hamilton 618)
Porter Library of the Department of Classics (Hamilton 617)
Reading Room of the Department of Slavic Languages (Hamilton 713)
Graduate Student Lounge of the Department of Germanic Languages (Hamilton 310)
Lounge of the Department of East Asian Languages and Cultures (Kent 403)
Graduate Student Lounge of the Department of Philosophy (Philosophy 714)
Graduate Student Lounge of the Department of French (Philosophy 519)
Lounge of the Department of Middle Eastern, South Asian, and African Studies (Knox
401B)
10. Reading Room of the Department of MESAAS (Knox 401C)
11. Mailroom/Lounge of the Department of Sociology (Knox 501D)
12. Lounge of the Department of Religion (80 Claremont, 1st Floor)
13. Lounge/Cafeteria of GSAPP (Avery Basement)
14. Work Room of the Department of Earth and Environmental Sciences (Schermerhorn
553)
15. Lounge of DEES (Schermerhorn 552)
16. Graduate Student Office of DEES (Schermerhorn 551)
17. Graduate Student Office of the Department of Anthropology (Schermerhorn Extension
470)
18. Murphy-Fried Lounge of the Department of Anthropology (Schermerhorn Extension
465)
19. Sheldon Schep Library of the Department of Anthropology (Schermerhorn Extension
457)
20. Graduate Student Office of the Department of Ecology, Evolution and Environmental
Biology (Schermerhorn Extension 1020)
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21. Graduate Student Office of the Department of History (Fayerweather 611-613)
22. Graduate Student Lounge of the Department of History (Fayerweather 611-613)
23. Ph.D. Office of the Department of Statistics (Social Work 1023)
24. Tutoring Room of the Department of Statistics (Social Work 901)
25. M.A. Lounge of the Department of Statistics (Social Work 902)
26. Ph.D. Office of the Department of Economics (IAB 1036)
27. TA Office of the Department of Economics (IAB 1006A)
28. Rogers Common Room of the Department of Political Science (IAB 707)
29. Graduate Student Workspaces of the Department of Political Science (IAB 7)
30. Percy Uris Graduate Student Lounge of the Department of Biological Sciences
(Fairchild 900)
31. Graduate Student Office of the Department of Astronomy and Astrophysics (Pupin
1333)
32. Numerous graduate student offices of the Department of Physics (Pupin 7 and 9)
33. Numerous lounges and common areas attached to individual labs of the Department of
Chemistry (Havemeyer, Havemeyer Extension, and Chandler Labs)
34. Lounge of the Department of Chemistry (Havemeyer 7)
35. Group Meeting Rooms of the Department of Chemistry (Havemeyer 7)
36. Numerous lounges and common areas attached to individual labs of the Department of
Psychology (Schermerhorn)
37. 1st/2nd-Year Ph.D. Offices of the Department of Mathematics (Math 206A/B)
38. Upper-Level Ph.D. Offices of the Department of Mathematics (Math 408)
The Committee visited each. Pictures of each may be found in Exhibit 1. In summary, the
Committee found:







Departmental lounges and reading rooms vary sharply in availability and quality. The
Department of Anthropology, for example, contains a departmental library, a
Graduate Student Office, and a Graduate Student Lounge. The Department of Italian
(among others), on the other hand, has no space at all.
Some departmental lounge sizes are often completely out of proportion with the
population they are intended to serve. Thirty graduate students enjoy the use of two
spaces with the Department of Classics. One hundred graduate students and
postdoctoral fellows in the Department of Music have the use of one lounge, smaller
than either of the two spaces in Classics.
Three departments – Astronomy and Astrophysics, Physics, and Mathematics – are
able to provide a dedicated work space for every Ph.D. student.
Some departmental lounges are simply unavailable for the use of students and are
opened only for events. A notable example is the lounge of the Department of East
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Asian Languages and Cultures, which contains rare and valuable George Nakashima
furniture.
These are physical complaints, which derive from Columbia’s location in a dense metropolis
and perennial lack of space, about which little, if anything, can be done.
The Committee did take note of one particularly well-executed graduate student space, the
Judith Lee Stronach Center of the Department of Art History and Archaeology, located in
820 Schermerhorn Hall. The Stronach Center, opened in the past academic year, is a large,
well-lit, open space that contains many of the elements sought in a Graduate Student Center,
including small rooms for group study and office hours, large open spaces for events and
informal interaction, and a computer facility.
The Stronach Center was designed by Columbia faculty and funded by a bequest from the
estate of a donor. It is a model for how a Graduate Student Center would work for GSAS
as a whole. Please see Exhibit 3: Pictures of the Judith Lee Stronach Center and Exhibit
4: Rendering and Description of the Judith Lee Stronach Center.
The Committee, throughout this survey, notes two additional concerns which we believe to be
especially significant beyond the physical aspects of departmental spaces:




Departmental lounges – by sheer virtue of being departmental lounges – did not fulfill
a stated desire among the students of the Graduate School of Arts and Sciences to
build community and promote cross-discipline and cross-departmental interaction
among students. While it is important that graduate students within a field of study
contribute to the life of their departments, it is equally important as part of a
comprehensive educational experience to discourage “departmental myopia” and
promote interaction across the disciplines.
Departmental lounges are lounges as opposed to student centers, that is, physical
space set aside with little, if any, programming priorities outside of departmental
concerns.

Departmental lounges fulfill a valuable purpose within the lives of departments, and this
report in no way criticizes or advocates changes to the way they have been run. However,
the Committee believes that departmental lounges and reading rooms do not, and cannot,
successfully promote interdisciplinary interaction within the academic community of GSAS
as a whole.
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Graduate Faculties Lounge (301 Philosophy)
The Committee investigated the conditions and uses of the GFL located in 301 Philosophy.
In this matter, we consulted extensively with representatives of GSAC.
Currently, the GFL is the only space available for GSAS events hosted by GSAS
administration and the Center for Teaching and Learning. In addition, it is the only space
that GSAC and other groups recognized or sponsored by GSAC may reserve without charge.
Since the GFL is not dedicated to graduate students, the room is often reserved by many
other entities on campus. In theory, the GFL is open Monday–Friday, 10 AM–6 PM.
However, when the room is reserved for an event or its administrator, Craig Knobles, is
unavailable, the room is closed. As it is a faculty lounge, GSAS administrators, departments,
and faculty also have first preference to reserve the room before student organizations.
The space constraints and limitations of the GFL may be illustrated by examining the room's
schedule during the semester. To illustrate the typical availability of the GFL, we present its
reservation schedule for April 2010 in Exhibit 5.
Our analysis shows that in the month of 2010, out of the 21 weekdays, the lounge was not
available:




38% of the mornings
71% of the afternoons
57% of the evenings

Since most graduate students need to fulfill their research obligations during the day, the lack
of availability in the afternoon and evening greatly undermines any graduate student group’s
effort to organize events at the GFL.
Aside from the lounge’s lack of availability, its configuration and the lack of diversity in its
functions present additional obstacles for graduate students:







The acoustics and unavailability discourage pedagogical interactions such as TA office
hours.
The acoustics also discourage oral communication. GSAC has been holding monthly
meetings in the GFL with representatives from all departments, and has heard
frequent complaints about the acoustics.
The room also limits communication because it lacks multimedia facilities for
presentation of PowerPoint or video and audio materials. Groups must provide or pay
for any multimedia equipment they want to use.
The large floor area with no segmentation is poorly suited to smaller group events.
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The acoustics are inadequate for live music performance. This is significant because
40% of the GFL’s reservations are for music events.

Pictures of the GFL may be found in Exhibit 5.
The Committee would additionally like to note that GSAC not only holds many social events
throughout the academic semesters to bring students from different departments together,
but also sponsors student groups with particular interests, especially those of an academic
nature, by providing financial support and activity space. In this respect, it is fulfilling its
mandate to provide programming activities according to the desires of GSAS students.
A great many of GSAC’s sponsored groups, such as the Columbia Biotechnology Club, the
Jewish Studies Graduate Student Association, the Organization for the Advancement of
Studies of Inner Eurasian Societies, and Women in Science at Columbia University, are fully
interdisciplinary in nature, and have built bridges between students with different academic
backgrounds.
Such experiences are vitally important to graduate student morale, as to encourage them to
not only be proud of being part of a prestigious academic program, but also proud of being
part of Columbia University; this interdisciplinary, dynamic, and intellectually stimulating
environment completes one’s education. However, the only space that GSAC can offer these
groups is the GFL, a room that is often already booked, and often an unsuitable choice for
many of the envisioned events. In short, the Graduate Faculties Lounge cannot be a student
center precisely because it is a faculty lounge.
The GFL is and continues to be a space wholly appropriate for large group events, receptions,
and the like. A Graduate Student Center would not supplant the GFL, but rather
complement it, as well as clear a significant amount of the conflict between student and
administrative priorities in use of the GFL. The GFL would continue to be used primarily for
the purposes it is best suited – large-scale events, receptions, and performances – rather than
have its already busy schedule burdened with functions for which it is not.
Based on its assessment of the facts and factors related to the use of the Graduate Faculty
Lounge, the Committee believes that the GFL, by virtue of its configuration, conditions,
and demands, does not, and cannot, promote either interdisciplinary interaction or the
building of an academic community among the students of GSAS.
Review of Existing Space and Facilities (Medical)

To the extent possible, the Committee also investigated spaces available to graduate
students at the Columbia University Medical Center. Although the Medical Center is often
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thought of solely as the academic home of students studying for medical degrees, in reality,
all of the non-first-professional degrees, e.g. M.D., D.D.S., et. al., are granted through GSAS.
In addition, a significant number of students in departments formally based on the
Morningside campus, e.g. Biological Sciences, Chemistry, Pyschology, et. al., nevertheless
conduct research and spend the majority of their time at the Medical Center. Thus, CUMC is
home to over two thousand students of the Graduate School of Arts and Sciences, served by
the Faculty of Medicine, the Faculty of the Fu Foundation School of Engineering and
Applied Science, and the Faculty of Arts and Sciences.
The Committee found six spaces somewhat accessible to the students of GSAS. Pictures may
be found in Exhibit 2: Pictures of Departmental Lounges and Other Spaces (Medical).
The Committee summarizes its observations as follows:










Bard Hall’s Main Lounge is an area used by the GSAS students for social purposes. It
suffers from many of the same flaws as the GFL in terms of being non-divisible and
with faulty acoustics. It is also part of the dormitory in Bard Hall, and therefore is
primarily used by its residents.
Bard Hall’s Recovery Room is a cafeteria/study space that serves residents of Bard
Hall dormitory.
The Irving Cancer Research Center’s (ICRC) Commissary Room is a spartan facility
with a vending machine and some tables and chairs intended for faculty and staff.
Only graduate students with some collaboration with faculty associated with ICRC
may access this facility.
The ICRC also contains a number of small conference rooms. However, graduate
students may only use it without reservation between 12 PM-1 PM.
The Pathology Department Library on the 15th floor of the Presbyterian Hospital the
Pharmacology Library on the 7th floor of Black Building can be accessed by students
in the Department of Pathology and Department of Pharmacology, respectively.
However, these libraries also serve as departmental conference rooms and are often
reserved for events.
The Hammer Health Sciences Library’s recent renovations included new, open study
spaces as well as smaller rooms that are ideal for group study and individual teaching.
This well executed space has greatly improved the interaction between students form
different medical disciplines. However, students from the Morningside Campus find it
difficult to use on a regular basis due to its location.

The Associate Dean’s office at Health Sciences Office has surveyed graduate students at
CUMC about their need for space and reported the following findings:
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GSAS students need more social space with publicly accessible kitchen, dedicated
refrigerator and storage space.
The Graduate Student Organization at Columbia University Medical Center, an
organization that host most social events at the health sciences campus for GSAS
students, will benefit from an office/meeting space.
Recreational space with pool tables, ping pong tables, and yoga and wellness
classrooms that will bring together students from different medical disciplines through
recreational activities.
Students who live off-campus or at the Morningside Campus would benefit from afterhour lounge space with lockers when they stay at medical campus for experiments
until late night.

A new building is being planned to replace 106 Haven Avenue, which is currently a resident
building at the Medical Center. A Ph.D. student lounge and additional classroom space are
said to be incorporated in the new building. While these improvements are underway, GSAS
students at the Medical Center will greatly benefit from an interim Graduate Student Center
for several reasons:






The construction plan is not yet available, meaning it will take years before the
completion of the building. At the meantime, an interim Graduate Student Center
could serve the students at the Medical Center.
While the currently available and proposed space will greatly enhance the
interdisciplinary interaction between graduate students and health care professional
students at the Medical Center, it is even more critical to promote interactions
between students from the Medical Center and the Morningside campus. Since most
large scale social and academic events organized by GSAC take place in the
Morningside campus, an interim Graduate Student Center in the Morningside campus
will most likely help to achieve this goal.
While the Medical Center is the home to two thousand GSAS students, the majority
of GSAS students spend most of their time at the Morningside campus. These
facilities at the Medical Center cannot satisfy the students from the main campus due
to their locations.

Based on these observations, the Committee believes that the spaces at the Columbia
University Medical Center are also insufficient for fostering interdisciplinary interaction in
an academic environment, and the interaction between graduate students based at the
Columbia University Medical Center and graduate students from Morningside campus will
be greatly improved by a Graduate Student Center.
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Impact on the Academic Mission of the University

The Committee examined the impact an interim Graduate Student Center would have on
the academic mission of the University by ascertaining what contexts are most appropriate
for and conducive to interdisciplinary interaction.
The clear subtext of recent developments towards an interdisciplinary model is community. It
is to promote an interdisciplinary academic community that the Northwest Corner Building
purposely places faculty from fields with little current collaboration but high collaborative
potential in labs next door to each other. It is to maintain the closeness of our local academic
community that we have chosen to pursue expansion in Manhattanville, rather than in
locations in midtown or even outside the city. It is to promote the presence of Columbia
University in the global academic community that we have launched our Columbia Global
Centers worldwide.
Communities can form and thrive in many contexts, as enumerated above. However, for the
students of GSAS, no such community in any form presently exists. Representatives of GSAC
informed the Committee that this was primarily due to lack of a physical space which is both
dedicated for the use of Master’s and Ph.D. students and appropriate for the wide range of
activities in the lives of GSAS students as both students and future academics. GSAS is the
only graduate school at Columbia without such spaces.
The Graduate Student Center would, in addition to providing a home for Ph.D.s and
Masters’ students, also offer a place for postdoctoral fellows. Postdocs are an often overlooked
and indeed orphaned group within the graduate community that is in dire need of a space in
which to meet and both benefit from and bring the benefit of their experience to other
members of their community. Bringing postdocs and students together is crucial for fostering
cutting-edge, progressive research. The Graduate Student Center would provide the platform
for young researchers to thrive and make meaningful encounters
Students we spoke to expressed a keen desire to meet students from other departments in
formal, less-than-formal, and informal contexts, often in ways that cannot be organized or
facilitated by their departments. Their reasons ranged from an earnest desire to find new
insights in other fields, to sheer curiosity about what kept their classmates up at night, to
balancing both their intellectual and social well-being during their time as students, to
networking for future collaborative efforts.
GSAC has envisioned for years a bi-annual event, similar to the Princeton Graduate School
Leadership Council, where graduate students from all fields contribute on an interdisciplinary
topic. The Graduate Student Center could provide the place to carry out this event, but also
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continue to serve as a platform for ongoing conversation and debates during and after these
interdisciplinary talks. This way, the Graduate Student Center would become not only a
place to build a graduate community in the narrower sense but a research community of the
next generation of researchers and scholars that would have a truly interdisciplinary and
cosmopolitan outlook.
One senior faculty member spoke movingly of his own experience as a graduate student
elsewhere, where he found the long trek to a Ph.D. lonely and intense. The graduate
community he was a part of provided support and a sense of camaraderie, but also formed
the basis of many friendships and professional collaborations that have thrived to the present
day. He counted that community of scholars, in addition to his own scholarship, as the
highlight of his graduate studies.
Although the Committee was disappointed to learn of Dean Henry Pinkham’s recent decision
to step down, we were delighted to that Professor Carlos Alonso was named Interim Dean.
Professor Alonso is not only supportive of a Graduate Student Center, but also contributed a
statement of support to this report. We believe this, more than anything else, indicates that a
Graduate Student Center is not merely Henry Pinkham’s priority, but a GSAS priority, and
a Columbia priority.
Columbia’s institutional priorities are clear. We have come a long way in the past decade
toward an interdisciplinary model of academic teaching, research, and scholarship.
Interdisciplinary interactions are most fruitful within an academic community that spans
departments and schools. A Graduate Student Center can provide both the physical space
and programming capacity to foster that community, which does not currently exist for
students of the GSAS.
To promote interdisciplinary interaction in an academic community, the Committee
believes an interim Graduate Student Center is not only fully aligned with, but would
measurably advance, the academic and institutional mission of Columbia University in the
City of New York.
Interim Nature of Proposal

The Committee wishes to stress the “interim” nature of the Graduate Student Center being
proposed. The Committee is well aware that Uris Hall will in all likelihood go to the arts and
sciences once Columbia Business School decamps for Manhattanville in 2017. Within Uris,
there will certainly be an emphasis on creating space for graduate students, and there are
many attractive options within.
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Uris Hall will not become available for seven years, but seven years is the lifespan of a Ph.D.
The Committee is further sensitive to the impact in academic community created in the last
two years by the move of departments to space near UTS. There is a sense of an urgent need
to rebuild some of the community that once existed, but has since been dispersed by
departmental moves, before these rifts become permanent. This is in addition to the already
enumerated need to build interdisciplinary community within the graduate student body.
Thus, the Committee believes a pressing need exists now for an interim space for a Graduate
Student Center.
The Committee is also aware of the competing proposals for repurposing available space by
the individual departments. It is not within the Committee’s mandate to mediate or decide
on the best use of available space, but we do offer the observation that a temporary use of
space for the next seven years would not deprive anyone of any long-term allocation of space.
Space Requirements and Possible Configuration of a GSC

It is not strictly within the mandate of the Committee to examine operational questions such
as specific space needs within a Graduate Student Center or programming priorities.
Nonetheless, on the basis of an exhaustively researched and comprehensive proposal already
done by GSAC, the Committee provides – for illustrative purposes only – two possible
configurations.
Configuration A








5

Large main space (1,000 square feet)
o Purposes: Individual and group study, holding of office hours, grading, meeting
with groups and students
o Facilities: Six computer and two printing stations, tables, chairs
Three conference rooms (250 square feet each)
o Purposes: Workshops, meetings, dissertation boot camps, professional
development events
o Facilities: Conference table, chairs, whiteboards, projector
Six group meeting rooms (100 square feet each)
o Purposes: TA meetings, group study, and smaller events
o Facilities: Conference table, chairs, whiteboards, LCD with laptop hookup
o Modeled after the group study rooms in Watson Library of Uris Hall5
Kitchen (100 square feet)

See Exhibit 13: Watson Library Group Meeting Rooms.
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o Purposes: Storing supplies for coffee/tea time, and serving any event that
would need these facilities as well.
o Facilities: sink, cabinets, microwaves, no refrigerator
Copy room (50 square feet)
o Facilities: Photocopier, Fax
Office area (150 square feet)
o Office for the GSC’s Director
Hallway area
o Facilities: Day lockers

Configuration B












Large main space (1,000 square feet)
o Purposes: Individual and group study, holding of office hours, grading, meeting
with groups and students
o Facilities: Six computer and two printing stations, tables, chairs
Two conference rooms/classrooms (250 square feet each)
o Purposes: Workshops, meetings, dissertation boot camps, professional
development events
o Facilities: Conference table, chairs, whiteboards, projector
Thirty carrel rooms (30 square feet each)
o Purposes: TA meetings, individual study
o Facilities: Desk, chairs, outlet
o Glass faced, and surrounding main space to encourage visibility and interaction
Kitchen (100 square feet)
o Purposes: Storing supplies for coffee/tea time, and serving any event that
would need these facilities as well.
o Facilities: sink, cabinets, microwaves, no refrigerator
Copy room (50 square feet)
o Facilities: Photocopier, Fax
Office area (150 square feet)
o Office for the GSC’s Director
Hallway area
o Facilities: Day lockers

Other configurations are, of course, possible. In consultations with GSAC, the Committee
found a consensus view that a combination of large and small spaces, while retaining the use
of the GFL for major events and receptions, comprised the ideal use of a Graduate Student
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Center. In general, an amount of space considered adequate for the purposes of a Graduate
Student Center is 2,500-3,000 square feet.
We also wish to reemphasize the excellent execution of the Judith Lee Stronach Center of the
Department of Art History and Archaeology as a reference and an inspiration for a future
Graduate Student Center.
The Committee purposely demurred from finalizing further details of space allocation,
reserving them to the office of the Dean of GSAS and GSAC.
Survey of Available Space and Appropriateness of Usage as GSC
Nota bene: The Committee is especially indebted to Christine M. Sala, of the Avery
Architectural & Fine Arts Library, for her assistance in providing necessary information.

The Committee examined space currently available within Columbia. We have identified six
possible locations for an interim Graduate Student Center.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

538 West 114th Street (NYC BBL 1-1885-52) – Brownstone shell
Space within Earl Hall6
The former Psychology Library (Schermerhorn 4)7
The former Chemistry Library (Chandler 4)8
The former Biological Sciences Library (Fairchild 6)9
The former Physics Library (Pupin 8)10

The brownstone shell, at 538 West 114th Street, is the former Phi Gamma Delta fraternity
house and has been owned by the University since 2002. It is sandwiched between other
fraternity houses on 114th Street.
Based on information provided by Facilities, we believe the brownstone shell to contain 5,298
square feet.
Earl Hall is a space dedicated to students, and may be underutilized, especially given its
substantial second-floor open area, which may be repurposed as a Graduate Student Center.
However, the Committee is sensitive to the religious, community, and student life entities
that currently do occupy offices in Earl Hall. The Committee estimates that 1,475 square feet
6

See Exhibit 11: Floor Plan and Elevation of Earl Hall.

7

See Exhibit 7: Floor Plan of the former Psychology Library.

8

See Exhibit 8: Floor Plan of the former Chemistry Library.

9

See Exhibit 9: Floor Plan of the former Biological Sciences Library.

10

See Exhibit 10: Floor Plan of the former Physics and Astronomy Library.
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is available in Earl Hall (the second-floor auditorium and the first-floor lounge), given that
the offices are occupied by other entities.
The four science libraries present a more appropriate possibility. They comprise 2,643-5,414
square feet, with Chemistry being the largest11. After discussing the pros and cons of each
individually as well as vis-à-vis the brownstone, the Committee summarizes its observations
as follows:







All of the science departments probably have or are proposing plans relating to their
former libraries, many of which involve repurposing them as lab space.
All four science libraries are located on the north end of campus, in close proximity to
many departments in the arts and sciences, as well as other graduate and professional
schools. The brownstones, on the other hand, are located on 113th-114th streets, among
undergraduate housing and fraternities.
Three of the four science libraries are relatively inaccessible. Physics/Astronomy,
Chemistry, and Biological Sciences are located deep within their buildings.
Some of the former science libraries, notably Chemistry and Biological Sciences, have
security protocols associated with their respective buildings, hindering accessibility.
Renovating a shelled brownstone will cost approximately $5-$10 million, while
renovating and repurposing a former science library will likely cost far less.

For these reasons, it is reasonable to suppose that one of the former science libraries, in
particular the former Psychology and Biological Sciences Libraries, might prove an ideal
location for an interim Graduate Student Center, for the following reasons:




The former Psychology and Biological Sciences Libraries are located on the north end
of campus, near many academic departments. Graduate students will be more inclined
to visit a location near their departments, than one several blocks away amidst
undergraduate housing.
Recent moves by several departments to spaces near UTS have diminished the
possibility and potential for interdisciplinary interaction. By their centralized location,
and their relative proximity to UTS, the former Psychology and Biological Sciences
Libraries can help rebuild some of the academic communities that have once existed
but have since been dispersed or disrupted by departmental moves based on space
considerations.

11

For a full accounting and summary of former science library space, see Exhibit 12: Master Summary of
Available Space Options.
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The former Psychology Library is in a very accessible location in the ground floor of
Schermerhorn Hall. Graduate students will prefer a location immediately accessible
near a building entrance, rather than one buried deep within.
The former Psychology and Biological Sciences Libraries contains approximately 2,643
and 4,244 square feet of space12, respectively, and fits within the projected space
requirements of a Graduate Student Center of 2,500-3,000 square feet.
The former Psychology Library is the smallest of the four science libraries, and thus
represents the lightest use of space resources.
The former Biological Sciences Library is in least need of renovation, and thus
represents the lightest use of financial resources.
Repurposing the former Psychology or Biological Sciences Library as an interim
Graduate Student Center would not deprive the Department of Psychology or
Department of Biological Sciences of any long-term lab space. Aside from the
Graduate Student Center being “interim” in nature, Psychology and Biological
Sciences are slated for a long-term expansion in lab space as the prime beneficiaries in
both the Northwest Corner Building and the upcoming Jerome L. Greene Mind,
Brain, and Behavior Center.
Repurposing the former Psychology or Biological Sciences Library as an interim
Graduate Student Center would not displace any existing use of space by any entity.
Renovating the former Psychology or Biological Sciences Library would be far more
cost-effective than renovating a brownstone.

The Committee is well aware of the formal processes for obtaining such space as well as the
role of Facilities. First, the appropriate administrator, in this case, the Dean of GSAS, must
submit a formal Project Request to Facilities regarding a need for additional space,
renovations or both. Such requests originating from GSAS must, for obvious reasons, be
coordinated with the Office of the Executive Vice President for Arts and Sciences.
After receiving such a request, Facilities Planning will generally help the client define a more
structured “space program,” setting forth how the space will be used, and thus, its particular
characteristics, such as location, size, room types, special facilities, etc. At the same time, the
extent of financial resources to create and maintain such spaces must be defined. Once these
have been determined, potentially suitable spaces can be identified and studied to determine
their feasibility.

12

The Committee is aware that portions of the former Biological Sciences Library have already been
repurposed as office and lab space for bioinformaticians. The Committee was unable to discern the precise
square footage remaining, and thus retains the 4,244 square foot figure for the sake of completeness.
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It is not good planning to start out by identifying a space and then trying to fit the program
within it. The proper process is to see what functional requirements need to be met and then
find the most suitable space to meet them.
Thus, in the interests of best practices in space planning, the Committee will not formally
endorse the Psychology or Biological Science Library as a site for the interim Graduate
Student Center. Rather, the Committee will only endorse the goals and creation of an
interim Graduate Student Center, and point out that locations do exist that fit within the
broad parameters of such a Graduate Student Center.
Availability of Funding

During his tenure, Dean Emeritus, Henry Pinkham was committed to the creation of a
Graduate Student Center as a key priority for GSAS. His successor, Interim Dean Carlos
Alonso, also believes in the importance of a Graduate Student Center. A portion of GSAS’s
reserves are ready to be used immediately for the purpose of an interim Graduate Student
Center. It is not immediately clear as to the size of the reserves at this time, as monies have
been spent since, but it was indicated at approximately $2.5 million as of April 2010.
In addition, it is highly plausible that a high-profile Graduate Student Center with attendant
naming rights would be attractive to a wide array of donors interested in graduate education.
The Toni Stabile Center at the Graduate School of Journalism and the Judith Lee Stronach
Center at the Department of Art History and Archaeology are examples of a successfully
executed student center concept, which resulted in both high student usage and donor (and
estate) satisfaction.
In all things, the Committee seeks the best and most efficient use of the available resources
for the realization of an interim Graduate Student Center. Since facilities exist with mild to
moderate levels of required renovation, and since the proposed interim Graduate Student
Center’s layout is both conventional and easily envisioned, the Committee believes that a
successful interim Graduate Student Center can be achieved relatively quickly and
inexpensively.

Recommendations to the University Senate
The University Senate has protocols for “resolutions” and “recommendations.” Resolutions
are policy decisions that become final upon concurrence of the Board of Trustees.
Recommendations, on the other hand, are official endorsements by the University Senate of a
particular policy. As the University Senate focuses on governance, not on day-to-day
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administration, it would be improper for the University Senate to pass a resolution approving
of a Graduate Student Center. It would also be a departure from existing processes by which
space allocations are approved and assigned.
The University Senate, may, however, pass a recommendation endorsing a particular policy
or project. Accordingly, the Committee respectfully submits the following recommendation to
the University Senate for its consideration.
Recommendation on a Graduate Student Center
Whereas, interdisciplinary interaction in an academic community is a key institutional
priority for Columbia University, an idea broadly endorsed by faculty as crucial for
comprehensive graduate education; and
Whereas, graduate students and postdoctoral fellows have expressed a strong desire to
strengthen the academic community via increased interdisciplinary interaction in formal and
informal contexts; and
Whereas, existing facilities on both the Morningside and Medical campuses are unsuited to
increasing interdisciplinary interaction or building an academic community among graduate
and postdoctoral fellows; and
Whereas, graduate students and postdoctoral fellows are the only academic constituency at
Columbia University which does not have a dedicated space; and
Whereas, proposals for a Graduate Student Center have in the past been discouraged by
both lack of space and funds, both of which are available at present; and
Whereas, a Graduate Student Center would enhance the quality and competitiveness of
Columbia University’s Master’s, Ph.D., and postdoctoral programs relative to our peers,
almost all of which already have such centers; and
Whereas, the Committee on Campus Planning and Physical Development has successfully
executed its mandate to “advise the administration and the Trustees on faculty, student and
staff concerns, priorities and particular projects” by producing the attached report on the
rationale, needs, and feasibility of a Graduate Student Center.
Now, therefore, be it resolved
That the University Senate endorses the conclusions of the report and respectfully
recommends the President and Trustees of Columbia University to consider the creation of an
interim Graduate Student Center; and
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Be it recommended
That a feasibility study be conducted into an interim Graduate Student Center.
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“This su
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n the Judith Lee Stronaach Center aat the
east end of the 8th floor of Sch
hermerhorn Hall. The p
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quest
from thee Estate of Judith
J
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duate
studentss, and undergraduates to interact in an inforrmal social setting. Th
he additionss of a
coffee service area, comfortablee seating, an
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13

Excerptted from Fall 2009 departm
mental newsleetter “826 Sch
hermerhorn.”
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