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DRAFT 2 
 
Minutes 
Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
10:00pm to 12:00pm 
Ed Tech, Room 220 
 
Attendees:  (taken from sign-in sheet – for those who signed in) 

Steven Alan Yourstone Anderson School of Management 
Chris Vallejos   Institutional Support Services  
Amy Coburn   UNM Architect  

  Efthinios Maniathis  School of Architecture 
  Petra Morris   City of Albuquerque, Planning 
  Jorge Wernly   School of Medicine 
  Melissa Vargas  Provost’s Office 
  Lisa Marbury   Institutional Support Services 
  Joan Green   Student Affairs, ARC 
  Walt Miller   Student Affairs 
  Barbara Morele 
  Jeff Zumwalt   PPD 
  Mark Oregeron  Provost’s Office 
  Delia Brennan   University College 
  Rob DelCampo  ASM Associate Dean 
  Emily Fox   ASM Anderson Development Officer 
  Billy Hromas   Mgr., Facilities Maintenance 
  Vince Chavez   Mgr., Maint. & Construction 
  Wayne Thorpe   Anderson School of Management 
  Lillian Makeda  Research Assistant, University Libraries 
  Audra Bellmore  Curator: Center for Southwest Research 
  Sue Mortier   UNM Landscape Architect 
  Bill Perkins   SAAP Landscape Architecture Program 
  Kristina Yu   School of Architecture & Planning 
  Maria Dion   Mgr., Capital Projects 
  Marisol Greene  Mgr., Planning & Construction 
  Rick Henrard   Dir., Capital Projects Office 
  Dennis Dunn   Office of University Secretary 
 
Guests: Bill Sabatini   Dekker, Perich, Sabatini 
  Scott Stoll   Dekker, Perich, Sabatini 
   
 
Meeting called to order – 10:00am by Steven Alan Yourstone 
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Higher Education Department (HED) (presented by Melissa Vargas, Chief of Staff, Strategic 
Planner:  Provost Office) 
Melissa presented on the New Mexico Higher Education Department Capital Hearing, August 
11, 2014, with the focus of Major Capital Priorities Overview for UNM.  The three Main 
Campus projects Melissa reported on were Farris Engineering Building Renovation, 
Interdisciplinary Sciences Building, and, Anderson School of Management Replacement.   
(a link to the Power Point presentation and handout is provided below.) 
Presenting to the Higher Education Department is an annual event and Melissa presents on 
projects for Academic Affairs, while Lisa Marbury’s organization presents on the Branch 
Campuses, Athletics and the Health Science Center.   
 
The UNM Maine Campus Priorities that will be presented to the 2015 legislative session are: 

- Farris Engineering Building Renovation 
o Requesting $4,700,000 to complete the project. 
o Total project cost is $26,001,500. 

- Interdisciplinary Sciences Building 
o Only asking for planning funds in the amount of $753,290. 
o Previous appropriation for planning was $746,710. 
o Projected project cost is $77,560,000. 

- Anderson School of Management Replacement 
o Requesting $500,000 to complete planning. 
o Total project cost is $48,000,000. 

 
Melissa then expanded upon the three projects and the issues attached to the projects: 

- Farris Engineering Building Renovation 
o Critical fire safety and building code compliance issues. 
o Ongoing unsolved roof leaks. 
o Outdated design, incompatible with modern research and educational needs. 
o Safety and sustainability concerns. 
o Unacceptable level of operational, maintenance, and utility costs. 
o 2012 accreditation committee for Computer Science found the condition of Farris 

a source of concern regarding future accreditation. 
o Not funding this project could result in affecting UNM’s ability to attract and 

retain outstanding faculty, and could also affect graduate and undergraduate 
enrollments. 

o During the renovation space will be utilized in the Centennial Building. 
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Farris Engineering Building 

 
- Interdisciplinary Science & Education Building 

o Formerly known as the Physics & Astronomy Building. 
o A site for this building has not yet been chosen. 
o Due to the condition of the current Physics & Astronomy Building recruitment of 

new faculty has been affected. 
o The Physics & Astronomy Building is located at the corner of Lomas and Yale, 

which requires crossing Lomas to reach from the main campus. 
o Problems with the current building include single pane windows, poor air 

conditioning and cracked stucco.  Labs are dirty from roof issues and sewage can 
leak into the labs. 

o Regener Hall, which is located below ground in the building, is plagued with 
water leaks, destroying equipment and causing safety concerns. 

o Issues exist with power lines next to the building and vibrations from traffic on 
Lomas Blvd. that affect experiments and research. 

 

 
The current Physics & Astronomy Building on Lomas Blvd. 
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- Anderson School of Management Building 

Steven Yourstone presented on the plans for renovating the ASM building.  Points Steven 
covered are: 

o ASM building was built in 1967 and contains 45,851 gross square feet. 
o The building is still usable in its current shape, but walls and ceilings cannot be 

expanded.   
o ASM utilizes a portion of the Parish Library building, built in 1987, and contains 

21,693 gross square feet. 
o ASM also utilizes a small house for the IT group, built in 1950, and contains 

2,070 gross square feet. 
o More space is needed to attract additional faculty and to increase enrollment. 
o There are currently 67 offices and the new building would expand to 79, 

according to the old plan. 
o 45 adjunct faculty are currently time sharing two offices.   
o There is no space for visiting faculty, emeritus faculty or new hires in the current 

building. 
o 40 Graduate Assistants share two offices. 
o Classrooms are very dated. 
o Due to these facts perspective faculty are turning down job offers because of the 

condition of the building. 
o Peer institutions have state of the art buildings and they are attracting perspective 

faculty and students. 
 

Amy Coburn, UNM Architect, continued the presentation addressing the Anderson 
School of Management building plans.  Her points were: 

o She agreed with Steven that the condition of ASM need to be addressed in that 
they reflect the overall campus and institution. 

o Amy was asked by UNM to look at the ASM building project from different 
perspectives in how to utilize the existing building.   To do this she has brought in 
the architectural firm of Dekker, Perich, Sabatini who presented after Amy.  Amy, 
and the firm, are looking at ideas of how to phase in improvement utilizing the 
existing ASM building. 

o Dekker, Perich, Sabatini have come up with two options to approach this problem 
and have presented them to senior members of the UNM administration and they 
have approved to move forward with one of the two options. 

  
 
 

Bill Sabatini then continued with the presentation on the ideas for renovating the 
Anderson School of Management building.  His points were: 

o They looked at the entire building and came up with Option A, which is to 
renovate the existing building, and to do additions, and a final option in which the 
entire existing building would be removed and create an entirely new building on 
the original site.  
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o A complete renovation of the mechanical and electrical system will be required no 
matter which option is chosen.   

o The ASM building was originally constructed prior to 1974, when the energy 
crisis hit, and does not contain any insulation.   

o The issue of where to relocate current ASM employees during the renovation still 
needs to be resolved. 

o The original Phase I involved renovating 110,000 square feet, and then a Phase II 
would involve another 25,000 SF.  This would add up to a total of 135,000 SF.   

o A new plan would involve utilizing the space in front of ASM on Las Lomas for 
the construction of a four story structure, or higher, which faculty and staff could 
move into.  The new structure would be approximately 65,000 SF.  Then, once the 
new structure is complete, and the faculty and staff moved in, construction on the 
renovation of the existing building could begin.   

o There is also an outdoor space at ASM, on the east side, which could be utilized 
by enclosing it and creating a two story space.  This could function as a student 
lounge/student activities space.   

o In addition another two story addition could be constructed on the south side of 
ASM which would create a more inviting entrance to the building off of the Mall.   

o Option B, on the other hand, would involve completely removing the existing 
ASM building, but still incorporating the plans for the four story building on 
Redondo Drive, the two story addition on the east side open area, and the new 
structure facing south toward the Mall.  This would replace the existing building 
with a new four story structure with the above additions.  This would generate an 
additional 110,000 SF.  In addition, these new structures could be designed and 
built in such a way that additional floors could be added at a later date. 

o Costs:  (these are gross numbers reflecting today’s costs) 
 To move ASM to another location an additional $12 million. 
 To renovate the existing building $10 million. 
 Option A - $39 - $40 million to renovate, with the additions. 
 Option B - $50 - $55 million for the new building. 

 
Amy Coburn then presented her summation regarding and Anderson School of Management: 

- She and Rick Henrard are moving forward with this project and putting out a Request for 
Proposal (RFP).  The north side addition would be the first phase.   

- The Administration is in favor of Option B, the new building, with additions. 
- Consensus leans toward spending $26 million for the construction of the four story 

building on Las Lomas in order to get to faculty and staff moved into the new location.   
 
 

- At the next CDAC meeting (TBD) Amy will report on the progress that has been made 
on this project for the Anderson School. 
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Anderson School (From Las Lomas)          Anderson School (South entrance) 
 
The Helix Garden (presented by Sue Mortier, UNM Landscape Architect) 
Originally called the Anatomic Garden, or the Memorial Garden of Healing, it is now renamed 
the Helix Garden, and is located on the north campus, from Stanford to Yale, near the Anatomy 
Department.  This project has been ongoing for the past year and a half.  The Helix Garden is a 
memorial garden to commemorate the approximately eighty bodies that are donated annually to 
the UNM Anatomy Department and are used for study by the medical students and medical staff. 
The garden will contain six sided columns and upon these columns will be attached plaques with 
the names of the donors, and memorial services will be held in the garden to honor both the 
donors and their families in April of every year. 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Dr. Paul Roth, Chancellor for Health Sciences, is very enthusiastic about this project and has 
already funded the first phase of the project.  The first phase consists of half of the path, two of 
the shade structures and part of the interior garden area.  The columns will be as high as eight 
feet tall and the entire project will eventually encompass four phases. 
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Budget: 
- First Phase - $100,000. 
- Total Cost -  $400,000. 
-  

    
Example of the column                        Memorial Garden 
and name plaques. 
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Biology Annex Report:  (presented by Audra Bellmore, Architecture Curator for the Center for 
Southwest Research and Chair UNM Historic Preservation Committee, and Jeffrey Zumwalt, 
UNM’s Physical Plant Department Director) 
 
The following is the committee memo drafted to President Frank 
  

Final Draft 
 
To: Dr. Robert G. Frank, President of the University of New Mexico 

Re: Biology Annex: Demolition vs. Preservation 

From: Steven A. Yourstone, Chair and Chris Vallejos, Co-Chair of the Campus Development 
Advisory Committee (CDAC) 
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November 10, 2014 

 
The future of the Biology Annex building was one of the agenda items during the CDAC 
meeting held on October 29th.   
  
The Biology Annex Building was the first major construction project at UNM after World War II 
and was the first home to UNM’s College of Pharmacy. It was designed by famed Santa Fe 
architect John Gaw Meem and completed in 1948.  John Gaw Meem designed several buildings 
for UNM from 1933 to 1959, including landmarks such as Scholes Hall and Zimmerman 
Library. His work on UNM’s campus represents the largest cluster of the architect’s public 
buildings in the State of New Mexico. 
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The Biology Annex is located in the lower middle portion of this image.  It is building number 
19. 
 
 
The University first placed the building under consideration for demolition in 2004.  The actual 
review of the proposed demolition did not occur until July of 2014, where the motion to 
demolish the annex was passed by a vote of four to two in the UNM Regent’s Historic 
Preservation Committee.  The building is slated for demolition in December of 2014. 
 
 
Arguments for demolition  

• The 2007 UNM Historic Preservation Plan, incorporated into the Campus Master Plan 
and Campus Heritage Plan, establishes three tiers to determine the importance of historic 
structures on campus.  The plan deemed the annex a Level Three, which is the lowest 
rating.  Please see page 6.  

• PPD employs a building quality evaluation process to quantify the condition of 10 
building systems.  The ratings are used to determine the overall building condition.  

• The Biology Annex received the lowest possible score for every building system.  Some 
of the outstanding issues are listed below: 

o The Electrical and plumbing systems are old and decrepit and must be replaced. 
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o There are numerous cracks in the walls reflecting the serious structural issues of 
the building. 

o All of the windows are deteriorated and in need of replacement.  This contributes 
to a higher energy use of the building.   

o The building predates modern IT infrastructure.  Data phone systems have been 
incorporated overtop of existing or original 1948 telephony infrastructure. 

o Fire Safety and Fixed Equipment reflect the age of the building. The overall 
clutter within the annex contributes to fire safety issues.   

• Because of these infrastructure issues, the Biology Annex has the lowest rating of all 
buildings on campus, sharing that unfortunate distinction with three other buildings in 
similar levels of degradation.   

• It was commented by a UNM architect present at the meeting: “In my opinion and 
despite its sentimental value to some, the Biology Annex is certainly not a highly 
significant structure strictly from an architectural standpoint – aesthetically or 
functionally.  That JGM was the ‘architect of record’ gives it some meaning/gravitas. Nor 
is the Biology Annex any longer historically “contributory” relative to its immediate 
context, as this site/precinct is surrounded by more recent (if uninspiring) edifices.” 
 

 
Arguments for preservation of the Biology Annex 

• UNM is the only Spanish-Pueblo Revival style university campus in the United States.  
The Annex has legitimate and recognized historical merit.  In 2002 the New Mexico 
Historic Preservation Division deemed the building eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places.  Scholars consider it one of the best examples of post-World War II 
Spanish-Pueblo Revival.  It is also on a list of UNM’s cultural and historic properties, 
though the University has never nominated it for the National Register of Historic Places. 

• Of the Level Three buildings it stands as the only John Gaw Meem building. That the 
University has designated the Biology Annex as a Level Three historic structure seems to 
contradict its value.  At the July 2014 Historic Preservation Committee meeting, 
Professor Chris Wilson, co-author of the UNM Historic Preservation Plan, clarified that 
the plan would have elevated the building to Level Two, but had rated it Level Three 
because at the time the plan was drafted the facility was already slated for demolition.  

• The Biology Annex still boasts original hand-crafted light fixtures, hand carved doors 
and historic woodwork of a level of craftsmanship no longer feasible in modern 
construction.  Even if demolition crews can salvage these historic artifacts, removing 
them from their original context compromises their value in speaking to the rich legacy of 
this campus. (Please see pg. 7 for images). 

• An early estimate predicted it would cost approximately $3,000,000 to renovate the 
Biology Annex – a figure amounting to roughly four times the US average renovation 
cost of $100-120 per square foot. A UNM architecture Professor and CDAC member 
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believes that a more accurate cost of renovation of the Biology Annex would be about 
$750,000, equivalent to about $115 per square foot.  The UNM Office of Capital Projects 
has estimated the cost to be $482 per square foot which is consistent with the cost to 
renovate the Chemistry building.  However, that cost is a renovation of old lab space into 
new lab space. A future use of a renovated Biology annex has not been determined. 

• While the Biology Annex may not meet the needs of a modern laboratory building, it 
could be repurposed to meet other functions.  The academic affairs office has received 
proposals from various groups on campus with ideas for using the building. Adaptive 
reuse – retrofitting a building for a new purpose – aligns with campus goals for 
sustainability and environmental leadership.   

• Exercises to explore efficient, effective, adaptive reuse should consider the town of 
Marfa, Texas.  The town preserved historic building exteriors while completely 
reconfiguring interior spaces to meet current needs and provide modern amenities.  A 
structural survey may be required to determine opportunities and constraints for 
retrofitting the Biology Annex to accommodate large, open, more flexible areas, but such 
an option would keep the outer shell intact and preserve the human scale and pedestrian 
flow of the original structure. 

• The setting of the Biology Annex, now surrounded by late 20th- century buildings, is one 
of the few places on campus that still exhibits the historic character of the traditional 
UNM style and maintains the human scale of its early 20th-century buildings.  It stands in 
contrast to the many larger, more modern buildings on that corner of campus and speaks 
to the university’s past. 

• The building has not been maintained over the past ten years because it has been targeted 
for demolition.  Therefore the building has deteriorated further in part due to the lack of 
needed maintenance and upgrades. 

• It has been stated that the building is energy inefficient. However, a 2014 assessment of 
the energy efficiency of buildings on campus from July 2013-June 2014 compiled by 
PPD states that the Biology Annex is at $2.03 per square foot (Please see number 136, 
page 9).  The building is neither the lowest nor the highest energy user.  
 
 

 
Options for the Biology Annex:  (the budget for the first three options are tied into the 
Clark Hall renovation project.) 

1. Demolition 
• Cost:  $100,000. 

2. Maintain in Unoccupied Status 
• Workers from annex would be moved into the Biology Expansion building. 
• Cost to maintain the empty structure: $50,000 per year. 

3. Renovation 
• Cost:  $750,000 to $3,000,000. 
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4. Preserve the structure’s shell and reconfigure the interior to a more open, flexible 
configuration.  

• Cost:  No estimate at this time. Foundation and structural assessment is needed. 
 

 
The committee requests a review of the plans for the site on which the Biology Annex now sits.  
Will it be future parking?  Will it be used for staging of other construction projects? Will there be 
a new structure built on that site? The committee recommends that a comprehensive presentation 
of the future plans of this area of campus be made to the committee for comments and 
recommendations. In the future a demolition of a historical building class 1, or 2 or 3  will need a 
more timely process and step by step decision making so at the end if the building is to be 
demolished then there has been sufficient time for insightful comments. 

 
 (Additional images follow this page). 
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Note: Highlighting not supplied by the CDAC committee 
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Note: Highlighting not supplied by the CDAC committee 
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ACTION:  Steven suggested that all committee members send their thoughts on the Biology 
Annex to him and he will then forward these comment onto Chris Vallejos, who will in turn 
forward them to President Frank. 
 
 
Next Meeting:  Will be called when Steven Yourstone receives information on projects that the 
committee needs to discuss.  Steven also suggested that a member of CDAC sit on the Historic 
Preservation Committee (he volunteered for this position) and that the next meeting of CDAC be 
a joint meeting with the Historic Preservation Committee. 
 
Meeting adjourned:  12:00pm 
 


	To: Dr. Robert G. Frank, President of the University of New Mexico
	Re: Biology Annex: Demolition vs. Preservation
	From: Steven A. Yourstone, Chair and Chris Vallejos, Co-Chair of the Campus Development Advisory Committee (CDAC)
	November 10, 2014

