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October 26, 2009 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Campus Planning Committee 
 
From: Christine Taylor Thompson, Planning Associate 
 Campus Planning and Real Estate 
 
Subject: Record of the October 12, 2009 Campus Planning Committee Meeting  
   
Attending:  Gregg Lobisser (Chair), Leslie Bennett, Scott Coltrane, Don Corner, Carole Daly,  
  Tom Driscoll, Frances Dyke, Kohlton Kauffman, Roger Kerrigan, Rich Linton,  
  Chris Ramey, George Rowe, Collin Schless, Eric Selker, Don Swain 
 
Staff: Christine Taylor Thompson (Campus Planning and Real Estate) 
 
Guests:  Vince Babkirk (Facilities Services), Martina Bill (CPRE), Jane Brubaker, (Facilities Services), 

Becca Cavell (HDR/THA), CJ Ciaramella, Emily Eng (CPRE), Oliver Kuehne (HDR/THA), 
Lou Moses (Psychology, User Group co-chair), Roger Snyder (HDR/THA), Denise Stewart 
(Facilities Services), Susan Stumpf (Oregon Hall), Fred Tepfer (CPRE), Ariana Willey (CPRE), 
Zach Vishanoff 

 
Agenda:    
 

1. Campus Plan Open-Space Amendments Related to the Lewis Integrative Science Building 
(LISB) – Public Hearing 

 
Background:  Fred Tepfer, project manager from Campus Planning and Real Estate, introduced 

the LISB project and associated proposed Campus Plan open-space amendments.  The overall 
purpose of the project is to create an integrative facility that brings together scientists from 
different disciplines.  From a design perspective, the goal is to improve the science facilities 
as well as the surrounding campus open spaces. 

 
Staff reviewed the proposed Campus Plan amendments as described in the meeting mailing.  
The proposed special-conditions text for the affected open spaces is taken largely from 
existing sections of the Campus Plan and prior comments and suggestions from committee 
members. 

 
Public Hearing:  The chair opened the public hearing.  One guest provided the following 

comments: 
- It is unfortunate that the process didn’t try harder to engage the public when undertaking 

such a large project ($80 million). 
- The result of the proposed LISB building will be a wall of buildings, something identified in 

the proposed open space amendments as to be avoided. 
- The UO should not be exempt for the toxic reporting laws. 
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- More carefully consider other siting options such as the ORI site and Huestis Hall.  If the 

general public were asked, they would likely support replacing Huestis Hall, which is an 
eyesore.   

- To resolve the above issues, establish a subcommittee of students as a way to allow good 
interaction and discussion. 

- Distribute to CPC members a series of articles related to the above issues [refer to attached]. 
 

The committee chair closed the public hearing. 
 
Discussion:   Members discussed the proposed amendments.   

 
In response to a member’s question, Fred explained that the primary difference between 
designated open spaces and other landscaped areas is that development is not allowed in 
designated open spaces.  A member questioned this concept because open spaces can and 
will be amended to accommodate new development, as demonstrated by the LISB project.  
Another member said that future amendments are possible, but they would be subject to a 
purposefully rigorous amendment process to ensure that the amendments are well thought 
through.  Since 1991, Campus Plan designated open spaces have been amended only one or 
two times to accommodate programmatic needs. 
 
A member said the proposed amendments should have been addressed earlier in the process.  
Also, trees, rather than the open space framework, always seem to dominate the site selection 
process.  Fred reminded the committee that the idea to possibly amend the Science Green and 
expand the open-space framework was identified as an initial project goal and discussed 
numerous times by the CPC.  Another member added that this was the fourth CPC meeting 
held to address these challenging issues.  There are a series of trade offs to consider, for 
example, views into campus versus expanded open space along the Franklin edge.  The net 
amount of designated open space remains about the same. 
 
A member noted the need to consider the various functions of open spaces including their 
relationship to buildings (exterior connectivity, sense of openness, etc.).  
 
A member questioned whether a future bridge crossing over Franklin Boulevard would 
require a Campus Plan amendment to the new Franklin edge open space.  Staff said the open 
space description specifically indicates the potential for an aboveground crossing (versus at 
grade), so likely not.  A member said it is important to note the potential for a crossing and 
suggested modifications to the proposed text to strengthen this concept. 
 
In response to a member’s question, staff said that designation as an open space would 
restrict its use as service access.  The special conditions associated with the proposed open 
spaces recognize the need to accommodate service and emergency access, but give priority to 
creating a landscaped area with pathways for pedestrians and bikes.  

 
Action: The committee agreed unanimously to recommend to the president that the Campus Plan 

open-space amendments related the LISB project be approved. 
 

2. Lewis Integrative Science Building (LISB) – Schematic Design 
 
Background:  Roger Snyder from the THA/HDR design team introduced the schematic design, 

which was developed after careful consideration of budgetary restrictions and all prior CPC 
comments. 

 
Oliver Kuehne, THA/HDR design team, reviewed the proposed site and landscape design as 
presented in the meeting mailing.  The overall goal is to create a building that is well integrated 
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into the site and improves the visual experience and connectivity for on-site users and 
passersby.  The Science Green was left intact south of the Science Walk, the size of the service 
area adjacent to the north entrance was reduced, the intersection of the Science Walk and the 
Deschutes/Oregon Hall walk was enhanced, and the walk through Agate Entry Green was 
reconfigured.  He suggested some improvements to help buffer the existing service area 
between Deschutes Hall and Oregon Hall.  Removal of trees accommodate the new building 
and fire lane, as well as open views into campus. 
 
Becca Cavell, THA/HDR design team, reviewed the proposed building design.  She described 
how it was altered to address prior CPC comments.  The up-and-over access through the 
interior lobby was made as low as possible, and the stair was reconfigured.  The fourth floor 
was stepped back on the south elevation, and the mechanical penthouse was stepped back on 
the north side to reduce the apparent bulk and better relate to the scale of adjacent buildings.  
South-facing sunshades are not fully designed, but they will be similar to those used on the 
south face of the HEDCO Education Building.  The north side is meant to convey a more formal 
institutional design. 

 
Discussion: The committee initiated its review of the project but did not have time to complete its 

discussion or take action.  Members asked the design team to address the initial comments 
listed below at a follow-up meeting, at which time the committee will complete its review of the 
project and take action. 
 
Committee’s initial comments: 
• Strive to design the building at or below 50% of the Architecture 2030 Challenge’s Energy 

Use Index for the regional average for this building type. 
• Take full advantage of the surrounding open space by integrating natural daylighting and 

ventilation into the building design as much as possible. 
• Ensure the negative effects on Streisinger Hall are minimized (e.g., blocked views and 

compromises to key design elements such as the stairwell). 
• Assess the entire pedestrian route between Deschutes Hall and Oregon Hall (13th Avenue 

to the Science Walk) and make the improvements necessary to ensure it serves as a 
primary pedestrian route. 

• Reduce the penthouse’s scale and industrial nature to the greatest degree possible. 
• Consider options to reduce the building’s overall sense of scale to make it more 

compatible with adjacent buildings. 
• Modify the main entrance design so that the entrance is more dominant and responds to 

the Main Entrance pattern. 
 
Action:  The CPC provided initial comments and asked the design team to address them at a 

follow-up meeting, at which time the committee will complete its review and take action. 
 

Please contact this office if you have questions.

cc. Vicki Arbeiter, Geological Sciences (Cascade Annex Bldg Mgr) 
 Vince Babkirk, Facilities Services 
 Leah Blackburn, First Year Programs (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
  Paul Bloch, CIS (Deschutes Bldg Mgr) 
 Ariel Bordenave, Biology (Streisinger Blg Mgr)  
 Mary Bradley, Information Services (Klamath Bldg Mgr)  
 Jan Brady, Human Physiology (Klamath Bldg Mgr)  
 Mark Brown, Academic Advising (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
 Jane Brubaker, Facilities Services  
 Becca Cavell, THA Architecture Inc. 
  Kathy Cashman, Geological Sciences (Cascade Annex Bldg Mgr) 
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 Herb Chereck, Enrollment Services  
 Kay Coots, EH&S (Onyx Bridge Bldg Mgr) 

Erik Dahl, AAA (Lawrence Hall Bldg Mgr) 
John Donovan, CAMCOR (Lokey Labs Bldg Mgr) 
Shelley Elliott, Biology (Klamath Bldg Mgr) 
Don Elting, EH&S (Onyx Bridge Bldg Mgr) 
Emily Eng, CPRE 
Lisa Gardner, Eugene Planning  
Hilary Gerdes, Disability Services (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Stephen Golledge, CAMCOR (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr)  
Keith Gonzalez, Biology (Klamath Bldg Mgr)  
Dan Graham, Molecular Biology (Onyx Bridge Bldg Mgr) 
Bonnie Grimm, Physics (Onyx Bridge Bldg Mgr) 
Sandi Gussenhoven, Admissions (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Julie Haack, Chemistry (Klamath Bldg Mgr)  
Terri Harding, Eugene Planning 
Thomas Hacker, THA Architecture Inc. 
Clarisse Heinhorst, Science Stores (Cascade Annex Bldg Mgr) 
Kayla Hinds, Human Resources (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Herb Horner, DPS 
Jim Hutchison, Chemistry (User Grop co-chair) 
Darren Johnson, Chemistry (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr)  
Emma Kallaway, ASUO  
Kurt Langworthy, CAMCOR (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr)  
Chris Larson, Materials Science (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr) 
Donna Logan, Admissions (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Mark Lonergan, Chemistry (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr)  
Rebecca Lynn, Disability Services (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Monte Matthews, Veterinary Services (Streisinger Blg Mgr)  
Ellen McCumsey, Neuroscience (Huestis Bldg Mgr)  
Lou Moses, Psychology (User Group co-chair) 
Lara Nesselroad, Science Library (Klamath Bldg Mgr)  
Susan Plummer, Affirmative Action (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Bruce Powers, THA Architecture Inc. 
Sara Nash, CEEB (Onyx Bridge Bldg Mgr) 
CJ Nelson, Business Affairs (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Greg Rikhoff, Public and Government Affairs 
Donna Schimmer, Financial Aid (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Michael Smith, AAA (Lawrence Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Roger Snyder, HDR Inc. 
Greg Soderstedt, CEEB (Onyx Bridge Bldg Mgr)   
Denise Stewart, Facilities Services 
Jessica Stark, Veterinary Services (Streisinger Blg Mgr)  
Mike Strain, CAMCOR (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr)  
Susan Stumpf, Admissions (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Fred Tepfer, CPRE 
Holly Thaxton, Business Affairs (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Doug Tripp, DPS 
Zach Vishnoff 
Linda Walton, Continuation Center (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr) 
Bruce Wilson, Molecular Biology (Huestis, Klamath, and Streisinger Bldg Mgr)  
Vivian Wright, Affirmative Action (Oregon Hall Bldg Mgr)  
Lev Zakharov, CAMCOR (Lokey Lab Bldg Mgr) 
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