Facilities Planning

&M t
UNIVER?I?YaOgFeWrITS]C%rI:IISIN—MADISON M E ETI N G N OTES

Meeting Location: In Person Project: Design Review Board — December 2024
Date/Time: 12/17/24 —9:00am Re: DRB Meeting Notes
Notes By: Janine Glaeser, UW-Madison File: P:\SHARE\Design Review Board\2024

FP&M, CPLA MEETINGS\12-17-24 MTG\

|
Agenda (Virtual):

1. 23K1W UW Howard Temin Lakeshore Path Paving & Lighting Study:
Willow Creek to Limnology Building, Informational Presentation

Committee Attendees:
Heidi Natura
Mary Czynszak-Lyne
Kevin Firchow
Rafeeq Asad
Terry Steelman
Tonia Pittman
Ex Officio: Scott Utter
Ex Officio: Peter Schlecht
Staff: Janine Glaeser

CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF MEETING NOTES
November 19" DRB Meeting Notes were approved.
- Czynszak-Lyne motioned to approve; Steelman seconded motion

DISCLOSURES AND RECUSALS
- None

LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
- Utter read the Land Acknowledgement
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DRB Item #1: 23K1W UW Howard Temin Lakeshore Path Paving & Lighting Study:
Willow Creek to Limnology Building, Informational Presentation

Attendees:

- Gabe Mendez, FP&M Transportation

- Jodi Refsland, Damon Farber

- Samantha Farrell, Damon Farber

- Holly Blomquist, Ring & Du

- Colleen Kroll, Ring & Du

- Lexie Baslington, Administration FP&M

- Molly Lenz, Administration FP&M

- Lori Wilson, Communications & Marketing FP&M
- Aaron Williams, CPLA FP&M

- Paula Veltum, Assistant Vice Chancelor Real Estate FP&M
- Sadie Derouin, Sustainability FP&M

- Jonathan Bronk, CPLA FP&M

- Lindsey Honeyager, Chief of Staff FP&M

- VanVan Wyk Il, CPD FP&M

- David Petrulis, CPD FP&M

Utter provided a Preamble:

The UW Transportation and Lakeshore Nature Preserve team has been working with consultant Damon
Farber to develop a study on potential safety and accessibility improvements to the Howard Temin UW
Lakeshore Path section running from Willow Creek and east to the Limnology Building. This is the first
time the DRB is reviewing this, and it will return when it becomes a project.

Gabe Mendez introduced the study history and team members. The study has been focused on safety
for path users and the ecosystem around the area.

JCAC & DRB Review:

- JCAC Introduction 10/24/24

- Public Info Meeting 11/6/24

- DRB Introduction 12/17/24
Project Schedule:

- Research Aug 2024

- Design Development Oct 2024

- Study Completion Dec 2024

Design team presented the project overview. Meeting recording is available via DRB website.

DRB comments:

- Steelman Comments:
o Asked what the foot candles are in this zone.
e AE replied: It varies depending on light zone.

e Zone 0 has no minimums and is allowed to have Os on light path.

e Zone 1is looking of average of .4, depending on traffic type. We look
at uniformity and ratio. Light zone 1 looking to retaina 10to 1
minimum ration. Neither are codes.

o Asked if the project is proposing this in Muir woods as almost darkness.


https://cpla.fpm.wisc.edu/planning/design-review-board/

e AE Replied: When there is low light, even .2 people can see it if there is no
glare.

o Asked a question about safety and the expectation for sense of safety.

o AE Replied: The study proposes to improve existing lighting attached to
buildings that currently causes glare and are aimed in directions pointing up.
Study proposes to improve this by using a warm light, maintaining bug ratings,
and keeping glare at a minimum.

e AE Replied: The study addresses safety by adding lighting where the
intersections are and giving people a sense of wayfinding without completely
illuminating the path. Many path users wanted to retain darkness for the
environment and wildlife.

Czynszak-Lyne Comments

O

O

Noted it was a great presentation and asked if the McBurney Disability Resource
Center specialists consulted and whether amber light and color blindness were studied
(there are some color waves those with color blindness cannot see). McBurney
specialists can address this.

e AE Replied: McBurney Disability Resource Center was not consulted, but the
team had several accessibility consultants involved.

e AE Replied: Some accessibility things we responded to, including surface
stability and transitions.

e Mendez — Noted the team included several campus staff and student groups in
the engagement discussions on accessibility. The team did try to include as
many people as possible.

e Schlecht — Asked if the accessibility discussions and findings were in the report.

e Mendez — Noted the accessibility information will be added when finalizing the
report.

Asked to include the color blindness in the report as well.

Steelman Comments

O

O

Asked a question about University policy and safety: how much light should be
provided on all paths students have access to. Make sure UW policy is clear.

Noted if there are modulating of lighting levels or motion sensors for people on the
trails, rarely seen paths that have less than .5 footcandle lighting.

e AE Replied: Noted their review of campus standards found .5 fc level. Some
standards vary from this, including the Illumination Engineering Association
and Dark Sky. Recommend if this is the last area where we want to retain Dark
Sky, create a special district and/or standards for this to align with.

Noted there are challenges with such a universal reference and safety needs for
campus.

Schlecht — Noted that some standards don’t align here and recommended we take a
look at our standards and discuss with safety.

Natura comments:

O

O

Appreciated the thoroughness of presentation and agree with the areas in need of
further study.
Asked questions around surface options such as permeable asphalt and the Middleton
application’s longevity and performance, especially with winter.
Noted this whole cross section should be further studied and seen as an opportunity to
reconsider everything from upslope to impact on lake. Recommend looking for a long-
term and long lasting solution with further consideration of material selection and
long-term maintenance.

e AE Replied: the study did conduct paving research on what is out there and



used locally, durability, and environmental/social/economic impacts.
o Added concerns that porous pavement and bonded aggregate satisfies a need, but
creates more problems. The asphalt path is tried and true; we understand how to use
it and it should be studied.

Public Comment:

- Jonathan Bronk:

o Asked if different types of aggregate considered as part of the study.

o Asked if Lighting "0" was considered for the path through Willow Creek Woods.

o Noted any lighting standards within the campus standards are not designed for the
Lakeshore Path, which is part of the Lakeshore Nature Preserve and has a very different
function as the rest of campus.

= Natura replied: | agree standards would not apply to picnic point, but where the
dorms are the standards should apply due to concerns regarding safety.
= AE Replied: the willow creek woods option along trail introduces a narrow band
amber light and building lighting it is there for egress. If lighting needs to
remain, it will be replaced with more appropriate lighting.
- Sadie Derouin:

o Noted that campus is looking at lighting and dark sky compliance as part of our
sustainability standards. This is very helpful to hear so we can try to address some of
these issues as well.

Schlecht provided a summary of comments:

- Czynszak-Lyne’s comments noted the importance of accessibility due diligence and asked the
team to make sure there is a thorough review, including color blindness

- Steelman’s comments added a perspective on safety for lighting and asked the study to
consider the student population with a thorough review and discussion on safety and lighting.

- Natura’s comments were on maintenance and opportunities for different paving paths
appropriate for climate. Asked the study consider asphalt as option and how other aggregates
and systems work. Asked the study to look at a full cross section of path out to lake and
consider a longer-term vision for this area.

- Bronk’s comments asked the study to consider other aggregates and lighting.

Schlecht provided an update on other business —

- Czynszak-Lyne brought to our attention that during the BOR, the Engineering project proposed
an expansion of space program. We would like to clarify that this is in the current design and
part of approved project (not changing the approved design).

- Noted our Universities of WI has come out with their own Sustainability Guidelines, retroactive
to Dec 2" . This applies to all major capital projects. We are also updating UW Madison
guidelines with hopes of being in full alignment with DFD and Universities in early spring.

January 21, 2025 is the next DRB meeting and it will be virtual.
- Anticipated December agenda items include the Frautschi Center and Grainger Hall Dining
Renovation and Addition.

These notes are what the writer understands of the proceedings. Please contact or email any changes to
the writer within 5 working days if not in concurrence. End of meeting notes.



