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Recognizing the need, opportunity, and potential for collaboration between the Hatfield Marine 
Science Visitor Center, Oregon Sea Grant’s Youth Marine Education and Ornamental Fish 
Health Programs, Oregon Coast Community College Aquarium Science Program, and the 
Oregon Coast Aquarium, Oregon Sea Grant convened a workgroup and funded this conceptual 
planning study for a new state-of-the-art youth and family marine education teaching facility.   

 
As the OSU programs at the Hatfield Marine Science Center grow, especially in the undergraduate 
and graduate areas, current teaching facilities could be stretched beyond their capacity.  Similarly, 
there are limitations on the growth capacity for the youth programs at the Oregon Coast  
Aquarium.  At the same time, there is a need to develop the art and science of informal education 
for youth and families.  The use of this facility would be part of a social laboratory for OSU.   The 
youth and family marine education building will enhance the overall experience of youth,  
students, families, and visitors, while reducing conflicts and incompatible uses of research and 
teaching needs.   
 
This new facility, designed with a green building concept, could potentially serve a variety of 
purposes and program needs for Oregon State University, the Oregon Coast Aquarium, and the 
Oregon Coast Community College. 
  
The purpose of this study and document is to serve as a useful tool for master planning and an 
aide to facilitating further discussions and development of collaborative programming. 
 
We want to thank everyone on the participant list for their time and contributions.  We also want 
to specifically thank Greg Strombeck from OSU Facility Services for his professionalism and 
leadership in this study.  Our appreciation goes to George Boehlert, Director of the HMSC, and 
Dale Schmidt, CEO of the Oregon Coast Aquarium, for their support and encouragement for 
staff and board participation.  Finally, we want to thank Jim Lewis from gLAs Architectural 
Group for his guidance and professional work in developing this conceptual planning study. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Bob Malouf Jay Rasmussen Jon Luke  
Director Associate Director Marine Education Program Associate  
Oregon Sea Grant Oregon Sea Grant Oregon Sea Grant 
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January, 2006 
 
Youth and Family Marine Education Building 
Hatfield Marine Science Center 
Newport, Oregon 
gLAs Project No. 05024 
 
 
SITE SELECTION AND MASTER PLANNING: 
The site selection process is the first and most critical step in the process of meeting the 
stated objective of creating opportunities for collaboration and the sharing of this facility 
between OSU and OCA.  Beyond the logistical needs for functional adjacencies, the 
location selected for this facility will present a physical statement of its role in the 
relationship between these institutions.  Locations which are too closely tied to either 
institution may imply a strong statement of “ownership” which would not be beneficial to 
the collaborative concept. 
 
This report identifies five potential locations for this proposed facility.  There may be 
others which merit consideration.  The site selection and planning process should also be 
carefully coordinated with the location of the Oregon Coast Community College Aquarium 
Science Building, which is currently designated for a location directly west of the Guin 
Library; and with the HMSC master planning process which was recently initiated. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to overall campus vehicular circulation, parking, bus drop-
off, bus parking, and pedestrian access routes.  It has been suggested that a solar-powered 
electric tram could be acquired, to provide convenient student transportation between sites.  
It is also extremely critical that the overall seawater supply, treatment, and disposal be 
carefully considered.  Consideration should be given to the conservation of marine water, 
and the eventual transformation of the campus to recirculating marine water systems.  It 
has been suggested that any new facilities be required to install recirculating systems, as 
well as effluent treatment facilities meeting regulatory agency requirements and HMSC 
standards.  It may also be appropriate to consider the central generation of emergency 
power for aquaria life-support and other essential uses. 
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gLAs Project No. 05024 
 
EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SITES 
 
SITE A: 
This site is located on property owned by the Port of Newport and leased to the Oregon 
Coast Aquarium (OCA), at the south side of the Aquarium service access road adjacent to 
HMSC housing.  It is a sandy, flat, brushy area located between the service drive and a 
significant pond area. 
 
A primary attribute of this site is its adjacency to OCA; facilitating field trip visitations, 
coordination of programs, and the sharing of facilities. 
 
Another positive feature is its adjacency to a large pond, which could be used for 
instructional and/or interpretive purposes.  The pond would be directly adjacent to the 
outdoor instructional areas at the south side of classrooms.  The pond could represent a 
safety risk to younger students, which should be given careful consideration. 
 
Bus and vehicular access would be accommodated via the service drive.  A bus drop-off 
zone would be located directly in front, with parking facilities located in the immediate 
vicinity.  Parking could be provided at the north and/or south side of the access road. 
 
Since this site is on OCA property, the seawater system would very likely be provided as 
an extension of the existing OCA seawater supply and treatment system, subject to further 
discussion with OCA. 
 
SITE B: 
This site is located directly across the service road from Site A, on property owned by the 
Port of Newport and leased to the Oregon State System of Higher Education, as is also the 
case with Sites C, D, and E.  It is a flat, grassy area located near HMSC modular housing 
units. 
 
This site offers similar advantages of adjacency to the Oregon Coast Aquarium (OCA), 
although it does not offer direct adjacency to the pond. 
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Because this site is on the north side of the access road, a south-facing orientation of 
classroom and outdoor instructional spaces is not as easily achieved.  These spaces would 
benefit from the solar exposure and protection from summer winds offered by a southerly 
orientation.  Possible solutions to this could include a separate driveway and drop-off area 
along the north face of the building; or a redesign of the floor plan to provide the entrance 
and classrooms on the same (south) side of the building.  The later solution would provide 
a less desirable flow within the building, and would not provide visual privacy to outdoor 
instructional spaces. 
 
As with Site A, parking for 27 vehicles would need to be provided in this vicinity. 
 
If seawater systems are not available from OCA, this site would involve considerable 
additional expense to extend the HMSC system to this location. 
 
SITE C: 
This site is located directly south of the HMSC Guin Library.  It is a flat, grassy area 
originally designated as an expansion area for the Library.  Although not as closely linked 
to OCA as sites A and B, pedestrian access from the Aquarium would not be inconvenient. 
 
Similar to Site B, the orientation of the classrooms and outdoor instructional areas would 
not be ideal. 
 
Parking would need to be provided in reasonable proximity, but could be provided as an 
extension of existing parking lots to the south of the west wing and/or at the west end of 
the visitor’s parking lot. 
 
Seawater supply is available as an extension from the existing Education Wing, and a 
seawater return trench is located in the immediate vicinity. 
 
SITE D: 
Site D is located within an area directly to the south of the ODF&W parking lot, a sandy 
dune area used as a dog exercise area, vegetated with brush and small trees.  The site is 
low, and would require compacted fill as preparation for a building pad. 
 
It offers more convenient access from the HMSC Visitor’s Center than Sites A, B, or C; 
and although not adjacent to OCA, it would be within reasonable walking distance.  This 
site is directly adjacent to the location currently proposed for the future OCCC Aquarium 
Science Facility. 
 
The building would be located at the south side of the existing service drive, allowing an 
optimum southerly orientation for classrooms. 
 
Seawater is available at the nearby HMSC Education Wing, and a return trench is located 
at the west side of Guin Library. 
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A bus drop-off could be constructed at the front (north) side of the building, and required 
vehicle parking would be available through expansion of the adjacent ODF&W parking lot 
or at the west end of the visitor’s parking area. 
 
SITE E: 
Site E is a flat, lawn area, with views of Yaquina Bay.  This site is unique in that it is 
directly adjacent to the HMSC Visitor’s Center, and offers the opportunity for a direct 
linkage to that facility. 
 
The major detriment to this location is that it is the most remote from OCA, and therefore 
less likely to fulfill the described role in facilitating a collaboration between these two 
institutions.  It would be more likely to be closely associated with Visitor’s Center 
functions.  Other detriments to this location are that it would block views of the bay from 
the HMSC offices, would preclude the future development of this prominent site area for 
other larger scale purposes, and would diminish the availability of open space for 
community events such as SeaFest. 
 
Since the Visitor’s Center offers an adequate auditorium, there would be no need to 
duplicate this space with a new facility at this site.  This space would serve a more useful 
role as a changing exhibit room, a feature not provided currently. 
 
Also, since there is less likelihood of sharing space with OCA, the program for office 
space would be significantly reduced. 
 
Although these program revisions would reduce construction cost, the funding 
opportunities and operational benefits of a close collaboration with OCA would be reduced 
significantly. 
 
With the development of this site, a bus drop-off could be constructed along the south side 
of the existing visitor’s parking lot.  However, those parking spaces must be replaced; and 
additional parking provided for a net gain of 27 spaces.  The most likely location for this 
parking expansion would be at the west end of the current visitor’s parking lot. 
 
An existing seawater supply line extends east-west along the north side of the NOAA 
Office Wing, and within the Visitor’s Center; providing a possible source of seawater for 
the classrooms.  The seawater return system at the adjacent Visitor’s Center could possibly 
be utilized, subject to further analysis. 
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Youth and Family Marine Education Building 
gLAs Project No. 05024 
 
 
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY: 
 
The space program and aesthetic expression for the building will vary, depending upon 
which site is ultimately selected. 
 
The program for Site E would probably not include a lecture hall because of the adjacent 
auditorium at the HMSC Visitor’s Center.  It is also likely that the program for office space 
would be reduced by approximately 50 percent because of reduced opportunities for shared 
usage with the Oregon Coast Aquarium.  It has been suggested that the lecture hall space 
would be more useful at this location if used as a changing exhibit space as an adjunct to 
the Visitor’s Center.  The opportunity exists for a gallery connection between the two 
buildings, which would incorporate this proposed educational facility into the flow of 
public circulation through the Visitor’s Center.  The space program for any of the other 
potential sites would apply as described in this report, without substantial modification.   
 
Regardless of which site is selected, there is a need for a bus drop-off near the building 
entrance and additional parking which results in a net increase of 27 spaces, as required by 
the City of Newport.  Ideally, this parking should be located in the immediate vicinity of 
the proposed building.  Parking facilities should be well illuminated and allow for a range 
of vehicle sizes, including transport vans and motor homes. 
 
Pedestrian sidewalks and pathways would be incorporated into the project to provide safe 
and convenient access for student groups walking from the OCA to this facility and the 
HMSC Visitor’s Center.  A connection to the HMSC interpretive trail system should also 
be included. 
 
If the selected site is within the HMSC complex, the aesthetic image and exterior materials 
should blend with the established campus expression.  This would include hipped roof 
forms with matching concrete wall panels, and anodized aluminum window frames.  Sites 
A and B are more remote from the Campus, and could vary from the established HMSC 
aesthetic, perhaps with a vocabulary of forms and materials more reflective of the OCA 
facility.    
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In any event, the exterior design needs to respond to the specific needs of the coastal 
climate; with sloped roofs, non-corrosive exterior materials, and generous overhangs.  The 
design also needs to respond to coastal wind patterns, particularly the chilling northerly 
summer winds and southwesterly winter storm patterns.  Entrance vestibules are a 
necessary feature for any primary entrance, as well as a sheltering entrance overhang. 
 
A large covered plaza is envisioned directly adjacent to the entry and bus drop-off area, to 
be used as an area for student groups to be staged prior to entering the building.  This area 
should include a hand-sink and boot wash, as well as seating for lunchtime use by students. 
 
The entrance lobby should be of ample size to serve as a queuing area for the adjoining 
lecture hall, and include a vending area as well as space for hanging jackets, storing boots 
and umbrellas, etc.  This space is envisioned as a two-story space with abundant natural 
lighting. 
 
The five classroom/lab. spaces are envisioned as flexible teaching environments, to 
accommodate a variety of activities and seating arrangements.  The proposed design 
envisions perimeter cabinets with lab sinks and overhead storage, a floor trench system 
incorporating marine and fresh water supplies and return, and aquaria at the rear of each 
classroom.  Power and data systems would be provided by a flexible overhead cable tray 
and drop system.  Noise generating aquaria equipment should either be remotely located or 
dampened to maintain suitable classroom noise levels. 
 
 A teacher’s demonstration table will be provided in some classrooms.  All classrooms will 
include markerboards and provisions for audio/video presentations and wireless computer 
systems.  All classrooms and the lecture hall will include rough-in conduit for the 
installation of distance learning equipment.  One fume hood will be provided within the 
facility. 
 
Directly outside of each classroom would be an outdoor instructional area which would 
ideally be located at the south side of the building where it would be protected from the 
northerly summer winds and warmed by the sun.  These areas would be rain-protected with 
transparent or translucent canopies; either glass, acrylic, or weather resistant fabric.  It may 
also be possible to incorporate seawater or freshwater features into these areas, to serve as 
an instructional and aesthetic feature.  These could consist of simulated tide pools or 
wetland environments, for example. 
 
The lecture hall is envisioned as accommodating an audience of 150 in a tiered seating 
configuration.  This room would be equipped for a variety of audio/video presentations and 
distance learning. 
 
The necropsy area would be equipped with an overhead door for exterior truck access and 
an overhead winch for handling animal carcasses.  This area, and the animal holding room, 
should be located in a remote area of the building which is well ventilated and under 
negative pressure to isolate odors. 
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Interior materials will need to be carefully considered to resist spills of seawater, tracked in 
rain and sand, and anticipated wear and tear from intensive use.  Exposed concrete floors 
with integral color or color stain may be considered for many building areas.  Acoustic 
ceilings are envisioned in all primary instructional and office areas. 
 
The second floor would serve as an office area for staff, with enclosed offices, flexible 
office cubicle spaces, a waiting and reception space, and a meeting room. 
 
The proposed design incorporates a number of energy-efficient and sustainable design 
features, which are described in greater detail elsewhere in this report. 
 
An east-west orientation of the building optimizes energy efficiency and takes advantage 
of northerly summer winds for natural ventilation.  Those spaces which would benefit most 
from natural daylighting, the classrooms and office cubicles, are oriented to the south to 
maximize these opportunities.  South facing windows would include horizontal light 
shelves to reflect daylight far into the depths of these spaces, which are to be equipped 
with electronic dimming of artificial lighting to achieve energy savings. 
 
The south-facing roof would include solar collectors and/or photovoltaic cells.  Wind-
generation has also been suggested as a demonstration of energy efficient alternative 
technologies. 
 
The two-story lobby space would include operable upper level clerestory windows to assist 
in achieving a chimney-effect to enhance natural cooling and ventilation, in conjunction 
with operable windows in all primary occupancy spaces.  In the moderate climate of the 
Oregon Coast, it may be possible to rely solely on natural cooling for most building areas.  
The probable exception to this would be the lecture hall, which may need mechanical 
cooling to overcome the high occupant load. 
 
We are also proposing a vegetated bio-roof on the south-facing roof area over the 
classrooms.  Although more appropriate to an urban setting, there is a desire to include this 
feature as a demonstration and educational feature.  Bio-roofs typically are used to slow 
and filter the discharge of rainwater to reduce impacts on public storm systems.  Although 
there would not be a great benefit to the HMSC campus because roof drainage is not 
discharged to a public system, the project would serve as an example of sustainable design 
which can be demonstrated and interpreted. 
 
Similarly, the adjoining site areas would include bioswales to assist in the natural treatment 
and percolation of storm water.  Permeable paving materials may also be included. 
 
Other sustainable design features would include on-site construction waste recovery and 
recycling requirements, the incorporation of recycled and non-VOC emitting building 
materials, the use of local material resources, and other potential strategies described 
elsewhere in this report.  Through the incorporation of strategies such as these, it will be 
possible to achieve at least a Silver Level LEED Certification rating, and possibly higher. 
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                    Version 2.1 Registered Project Checklist

Project Name
Yes ? No City, State
2 5 4 Sustainable Sites 14 Points

Y Prereq 1 Erosion & Sedimentation Control Required

1 Credit 1 Site Selection 1

1 Credit 2 Urban Redevelopment 1

1 Credit 3 Brownfield Redevelopment 1

1 Credit 4.1 Alternative Transportation, Public Transportation Access 1

Credit 4.2 Alternative Transportation, Bicycle Storage & Changing Rooms 1

1 Credit 4.3 Alternative Transportation, Alternative Fuel Vehicles 1

1 Credit 4.4 Alternative Transportation, Parking Capacity and Carpooling 1

1 Credit 5.1 Reduced Site Disturbance, Protect or Restore Open Space 1

1 Credit 5.2 Reduced Site Disturbance, Development Footprint 1

Credit 6.1 Stormwater Management, Rate and Quantity 1

Credit 6.2 Stormwater Management, Treatment 1

1 Credit 7.1 Landscape & Exterior Design to Reduce Heat Islands, Non-Roof 1

1 Credit 7.2 Landscape & Exterior Design to Reduce Heat Islands, Roof 1

1 Credit 8 Light Pollution Reduction 1

Yes ? No

1 3 1 Water Efficiency 5 Points

1 Credit 1.1 Water Efficient Landscaping, Reduce by 50% 1

1 Credit 1.2 Water Efficient Landscaping, No Potable Use or No Irrigation 1

1 Credit 2 Innovative Wastewater Technologies 1

1 Credit 3.1 Water Use Reduction, 20% Reduction 1

1 Credit 3.2 Water Use Reduction, 30% Reduction 1

Yes ? No

8 Energy & Atmosphere 17 Points

Y Prereq 1 Fundamental Building Systems Commissioning Required

Y Prereq 2 Minimum Energy Performance Required

Y Prereq 3 CFC Reduction in HVAC&R Equipment Required

1 Credit 1 Optimize Energy Performance 1 to 10

1 Credit 2.1 Renewable Energy, 5% 1

1 Credit 2.2 Renewable Energy, 10% 1

1 Credit 2.3 Renewable Energy, 20% 1

1 Credit 3 Additional Commissioning 1

1 Credit 4 Ozone Depletion 1

1 Credit 5 Measurement & Verification 1

1 Credit 6 Green Power 1

U.S. Green Building Council LEED Checklist LEEDTM Green Building Rating System 2.1



Yes ? No

5 8 Materials & Resources 13 Points

Y Prereq 1 Storage & Collection of Recyclables Required

X Credit 1.1 Building Reuse, Maintain 75% of Existing Shell 1

X Credit 1.2 Building Reuse, Maintain 100% of Shell 1

X Credit 1.3 Building Reuse, Maintain 100% Shell & 50% Non-Shell 1

1 Credit 2.1 Construction Waste Management, Divert 50% 1

X Credit 2.2 Construction Waste Management, Divert 75% 1

X Credit 3.1 Resource Reuse, Specify 5% 1

X Credit 3.2 Resource Reuse, Specify 10% 1

1 Credit 4.1 Recycled Content, Specify 5% (post-consumer + ½ post-industrial) 1

1 Credit 4.2 Recycled Content, Specify 10% (post-consumer + ½ post-industrial) 1

1 Credit 5.1 Local/Regional Materials, 20% Manufactured Locally 1

1 Credit 5.2 Local/Regional Materials, of 20% Above, 50% Harvested Locally 1

X Credit 6 Rapidly Renewable Materials 1

X Credit 7 Certified Wood 1

Yes ? No

12 Indoor Environmental Quality 15 Points

Y Prereq 1 Minimum IAQ Performance Required
Y Prereq 2 Environmental Tobacco Smoke (ETS) Control Required

1 Credit 1 Carbon Dioxide (CO2 ) Monitoring 1
Credit 2 Ventilation Effectiveness 1

1 Credit 3.1 Construction IAQ Management Plan, During Construction 1
1 Credit 3.2 Construction IAQ Management Plan, Before Occupancy 1
1 Credit 4.1 Low-Emitting Materials, Adhesives & Sealants 1
1 Credit 4.2 Low-Emitting Materials, Paints 1
1 Credit 4.3 Low-Emitting Materials, Carpet 1
1 Credit 4.4 Low-Emitting Materials, Composite Wood & Agrifiber 1
1 Credit 5 Indoor Chemical & Pollutant Source Control 1
1 Credit 6.1 Controllability of Systems, Perimeter 1
1 Credit 6.2 Controllability of Systems, Non-Perimeter 1

Credit 7.1 Thermal Comfort, Comply with ASHRAE 55-1992 1
Credit 7.2 Thermal Comfort, Permanent Monitoring System 1

1 Credit 8.1 Daylight & Views, Daylight 75% of Spaces 1
1 Credit 8.2 Daylight & Views, Views for 90% of Spaces 1

Yes ? No

1 Innovation & Design Process 5 Points

X Credit 1.1 Innovation in Design: Provide Specific Title 1

X Credit 1.2 Innovation in Design: Provide Specific Title 1

X Credit 1.3 Innovation in Design: Provide Specific Title 1

X Credit 1.4 Innovation in Design: Provide Specific Title 1

1 Credit 2 LEED™ Accredited Professional 1

U.S. Green Building Council LEED Checklist LEEDTM Green Building Rating System 2.1



Yes ? No

4 33 13 Project Totals  (pre-certification estimates) 69 Points

Certified 26-32 points   Silver 33-38 points   Gold 39-51 points   Platinum 52-69 points

U.S. Green Building Council LEED Checklist LEEDTM Green Building Rating System 2.1
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ANTICIPATED PROJECT COST: 
 
Direct construction costs are anticipated to be in the range of $250 per sq. ft., equating to a 
total construction cost of approximately $5 million for a 20,000 sq. ft. facility and related 
site improvements.  An additional 30% “soft cost” allocation for fees, furnishings, 
equipment and administrative costs brings the total project cost to approximately $6.5 
million in current dollars.  This budgetary allocation should be adjusted to reflect future 
inflation in the construction market up to the projected bid date, which is currently 
unknown. 
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5/26/2005 42 

Jim Lewis 
From: Jim Lewis  
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2005 2:19 PM 
To: 'randy.walker@oregonstate.edu' 
Cc: George W. Boehlert Ph. D. (E-mail); Greg Strombeck (E-mail 2); Pat Oconnor (E-mail) 
Subject: RE: HMSC Parking 
  
Randy, 
I spoke with James again, and he agreed to reduce the parking ratio for the Youth & Family 
Education Building to the high school category, which is 4.5 spaces per classroom. We would 
therefore need 27 spaces for the 6 classrooms. This seems very reasonable. The OCCC 
Aquarium Science Building would require 30 additional spaces, for a net increase of 57. We will 
also need to replace any spaces lost for bus parking. 
Jim 
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Randy Walker [mailto:randy.walker@oregonstate.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2005 2:00 PM 
To: Jim Lewis 
Cc: Greg Strombeck (E-mail 2); George W. Boehlert Ph. D. (E-mail) 
Subject: RE: HMSC Parking 
  
Jim,  
I agree, 
 From practical experience, I have observed that parking is tight in the area the proposed 
building may sited, still okay ,but if another building with a density of occupancy like 
proposed, we will need more parking.  I agree that a meeting is not necessary.  Thank 
you for including me. 
Randy 
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Jim Lewis [mailto:JLewis@glas-arch.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2005 1:52 PM 
To: randy.walker@oregonstate.edu 
Cc: Greg Strombeck (E-mail 2); George W. Boehlert Ph. D. (E-mail) 
Subject: RE: HMSC Parking 
  
Randy, 
  
I spoke with the Newport Planning Director, James Bassingthwait, after 
calculating the existing parking ratio of the campus. I calculate that you have 
room for 398 parking spaces, and have about 243,000 s.f. of facility, for a ratio of 
one space per 611 s.f. (This calculation excludes the housing and ship support 
areas of the site, and is very approximate since it is based on an aerial photo). 
James said the Newport Ordinance requires one space per 600 s.f. for 
government buildings, so the existing facility is in approximate compliance. 
James said they would require a net increase in parking to support any new 
buildings on campus in accordance with code. The code requirement for 
educational buildings is 10 spaces per classroom, including the lecture room. 
  
With this response, I see no reason to meet with James at this time, unless you 
are in disagreement with his interpretation.  
  
Jim Lewis 
 

 



ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE COMMENTS: 
 
Other ideas considered during the design process which may be the subject of future 
discussion include: 
 

• The overall size of this facility may need to be reduced as appropriate to the level 
of funding. 

 
• Classroom sizes may need to vary in order to accommodate a variety of group 

sizes.  It has been suggested that some may be sized for relatively small groups of 
approximately 20, others for 38, and one for 60. 

 
• It has been suggested that the Lecture Hall should be of a flexible design which 

would allow for use as a dining facility with lunch tables.  This degree of flexibility 
would necessitate a flat floor configuration, and should be carefully weighed 
against the advantages of tiered seating. 

 
• It has been suggested that with Site E, it may be more appropriate to reduce the 

building size rather than provide an exhibit space.  The proposed function of this 
type of space needs to be carefully considered to avoid duplication of features 
already provided at the existing HMSC Visitor’s Center. 

 
• The programmed requirement for a necropsy facility is based upon current overall 

campus needs, anticipating limited access and conflicts in the usage of current 
facilities.  It is anticipated that this space would provide flexibility for public 
programming and articulation projects.  It has been suggested, however, that this 
feature would not be essential to the K-12 teaching curriculum, and should 
therefore be considered to be of a lower level of priority. 

 
• There has been some discussion of the possible incorporation of a workshop space 

which would serve the needs of the entire HMSC campus.  This type of facility 
would be less useful at Sites A and B, which are more remote.  The possible 
incorporation of a workshop into the facility program has not yet been resolved, 
and is omitted from the proposed building plans submitted within this report. 
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