
SLUG Minutes 02/25/2019 
 
Attendees: Mark Kormondy, Susan Keefe, William Ward, Alex Frenette 
Guests: Beowulf Brower, Bryce, Sean Williams, Larry Geri, Therese Saliba 
 
Recorder: Bianca Janssen-Timmen 
 
Meeting started at 3:10pm 
 
Introductions  
 
Meeting Minutes 
The meeting minutes were approved as written.  
 
 
Space Designation for Paths of Study Groups – Sean Williams, Larry Geri  
Sean and Larry came back to the SLUG to present space suggestions for the four (4) trial Path Groups 
under the Mellon II grant. Eventually the Faculty and Dean expect that there will be around eleven (11) 
Paths Groups in the future. 
Both, Sean and Larry, reiterated again, that they are not asking for any dedicated spaces but rooms that 
are shared but they would personalize them with subject related items. 
Classes or other events would still be scheduled in those spaces and would have priority but the Paths 
would utilize those rooms as “homerooms” beyond scheduled class/event times and would have priority 
during agreed upon times. 
The groups for the trial period are 

a) Latinx/Latin American Studies/ELL Education Path 
b) Visual Arts Path 
c) Science Paths 
d) Writing-focused Paths, Literary Arts & CTL 

 
Sean and Larry proposed the following spaces for the groups: 

a) Sem II E3105 
b) (1) The art annex, second floor lounge or (2) Lab II, second floor lounge 
c) Lab I 3033 
d) 3rd floor of Sem II A 

 
The SLUG determined that the 3rd floor of Sem II A is no longer available because it was dedicated to 
the Sustainability Office under Scott Morgan. 
The Pathways were asked to find a possible alternative for that space. 
 
The Path for Latinx/Latin America is also asked to look for an alternative, because Space Scheduling 
has currently a couple of different requests for this space. 
 
Regarding the Art Annex spaces, the designated Faculty for this Path or Larry, would have to Michelle 
Pope has to be consulted, since she is the custodian of those spaces and a decision is depending on her.  
 



Space Scheduling is endorsing Lab I 3033 for the Sciences. 
 
Generally it was discussed that a contact person for each Path has to be determined. This person is 
important in terms of ensuring maintenance issues are resolved, expectations fulfilled, monitoring 
content on display is appropriate, works with Space Scheduling to determine scheduling issues, etc. 
Also, the group was talking about a written agreement about the space usage. 
 
The SLUG is recommending this proposal for approval to John Carmichael on a one year trial basis (at 
the end of Winter quarter 2020) with the contingency that appropriate locations are acknowledged, and a 
contact person and an agreement for each Path is identified. 
 
Learning and Teaching Commons (LTC) @ The Washington Center Space Request – Therese 
Saliba 
In the discussion about a dedicated Learning and Teaching Commons in Sem II E3105, it was 
determined that this space needs another review.  
The SLUG would like the LTC group to suggest alternatives to the desired Sem II room, as the space 
was determined as a high in demand 50 person classroom. Space Scheduling was asked to produce a 
space analysis for the use of last year, in order for the SLUG to make a data based determination on how 
popular and desired this space in reality is. That way the SLUG can justify their decision in an 
appropriate way. 
A long talk about dedicating classroom spaces for non-instructional purposes was evoked and it was 
concluded that the SLUG would really like some clearer guidance in that perspective from Leadership, 
since the request to take classroom spaces off-line for non-instructional purposes seems to increase and 
the SLUG would like to make fair and appropriate recommendations. 
Susan Keefe agreed to follow up with Therese Saliba and team, in order to identify alternative space 
options for this group. 
 
 
New Trail Navigation and Signage Proposal – Evergreen Trail Association 
The Trail Association, Alex and Beowulf, came back to the SLUG following up on their proposal from 
January 2019.  
The group was asked to address the following points: 

- A proposal that is solely for directional signage. The Evergreen Trail Association would like to 
use generic naming. The name suggestions would have to be brought to the SLUG and approved 
by John Carmichael.  This item has been met. 

- The SLUG would like to see a map and locations, where the Evergreen Trail Association, would 
like to install more posts, the number of posts the group would like to install, and who would 
maintain them. This item has been met, see attachment. 

- IF the SLUG would opt for the wooden signs, Environmental Health and Safety would need a 
written confirmation of the wood shop agreement, who would be involved in the production of 
the signs, and what materials (including chemicals) would be used, what equipment the work 
would involve, what the students would need to provide, what times the students can enter and 
work in the shop, what security measures are in place. Not met, yet. 

- The group would work with Matt and Mark (and who else needs to be involved) on standards for 
the signage. This item has been met, see attachment. 

- Waiver and Time logging has to in place for L&I purposes. This item has been met. 



 
Ultimately this plan proposes three (3) phases: 

1) The directional signs with posts, precedent by a trial phase of testing the wooden signs 
2) Next will be tags with a corresponding map for First Responders 
3) The actual naming that will go through the Naming Committee 

 
The SLUG would like to recommend the installation of two (2) wooden trial signs for a test period of 
one month, at the locations depicted in the map in the attachment, with the contingency, that the 
Association will produce and deliver the item from the January 2019 follow-up list (agreement with the 
wood shop if they plan on producing the signs there) before the start of any work. 
 
 
Office of Corrections Ombuds Rental Options Follow-Up – Bryce Winkelman 
Bryce wasn’t able to attend the meeting in person but he sent the following email: 
 
As an update to the OCO proposal:  
David McAvity has supported SEM2E 2126 to 2135 to locate the Office of Corrections Ombuds.  I 
shared the floorplan with OCO and they have concerns about confidentiality.  While they want to 
partner with the Sustainability in Prisons project once they are on-site, they have some concerns about 
sharing a space with them to achieve confidentiality, particularly since they also do work with the 
prisons.  My response was that we could potentially put in a doorway to the hall of that bank of offices 
(with caveat they would need to pay for the improvement and that it would not majorly impact the 
HVAC and fire suppression system, etc.).  I placed a work request estimate for this review today to 
determine feasibility and cost estimate.  OCO has not made a site visit to view the space (one of the 
activities that didn’t occur due to snow event). 
David also walked through the SEM2B EWS wing.  Both the EWS Faculty wing and SEM2 E require 
moving about 4 people from offices from his dept’s review of assigned offices to active faculty 
members.  The E building moving would also require movement of the Gateways program as OCO 
would need the entire suite of offices on that side of the space. 
 
From the last SLUG meeting, David was apprehensive about the EWS wing for the OCO program but 
that was before he found there may only be about 4 offices to move.  His emailed comments after 
walking both are below: 
 
I did a walkthrough of the EWS Sem II B wing 2nd floor and the Sem II E public service center wing. In 
both case we would need to move 3-4 people to make room for 6 offices for the Ombuds Office. There 
are more offices than they need in both wings, so they’d need to share with others in either of those 
configurations. Of the two options, the connection to Gateways & SPP is a natural one in Sem II E. If 
that looks viable to them, I will work out a plan for moving the others when I get back. 
 
David 
 
If there is college support, the OCO highly prefers going into SEM2 B EWS faculty wing and will lease 
the entire area (leaves them additional room to grow as their caseload and agency grows). 
 



The OCO has requested a decision on location be made by mid-March so they can continue with their 
program planning and logistics and lead times for any furniture/equipment procurement they may wish 
to make. 
The SLUG decided that either space, E2126-2135 or the entire EWS wing in B 2nd floor, would be valid 
for the future OCO and encouraged estimates for remodels, that had been requested by Bryce already, to 
be expedited. After the estimates are in, Bryce will approach the OCO again and negotiate any further 
steps. As per the OCO, a final decision if we can support their office or not, has to be made by mid-
March of this year.  
 
Email clarification from David McAvity on March 1, 2019: 
I wish to clarify one thing about the Ombuds Office Request. The EWS suite would only require 4 
faculty to move IF the OCO were content with just 6 offices and sharing the EWS suite with the 
remaining users. It would require at least 10 office moves if they wanted the entire EWS suite. I do not 
think it is feasible to offer the entire suite. 
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 4:45pm. 
 
The next regular meeting is scheduled for March 18, 2019.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Attachment 
 
Trail Association 
 

 
 

 


