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Agenda (Virtual):

1. Lakeshore Nature Preserve Frautschi Center (9950-2218)
Preliminary Design Review — Informational Presentation

2. Law School 5% Floor Pre-Design Report
Pre-Design Review — Informational Presentation

Committee Attendees:
Heidi Natura
Mary Czynszak-Lyne
Kevin Firchow

Rafeeg-Asad

Terry Steelman — arrived 9:20 am
Ex Officio: Scott Utter

Ex Officio: Peter Schlecht

Staff: Janine Glaeser

CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF MEETING NOTES
August 20" DRB Meeting Notes were approved.
- Czynszak-Lyne motioned to approve, Firchow seconded motion

DISCLOSURES AND RECUSALS
- None

LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
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DRB Item #1: Lakeshore Nature Preserve Frautschi Center (9950-2218)
Preliminary Design Review — Informational Presentation

Attendees:
- Scott Utter, FP&M PM & CPLA Director
- Sadie Derouin, FP&M Office of Sustainability
- Missy Nergard, FP&M Office of Sustainability
- Therese Hanson, TKWA
- Erik Hancock, TKWA
- Ben Schenck, TKWA
- Lexie Baslington, FP&M Administration
- Molly Lenz, FP&M Administration
- Aaron Williams, FP&M CPLA
- Paula Veltum, FP&M Assistant Vice Chancelor Real Estate
- Gabe Mendez, FP&M Transportation
- Jonathan Bronk, FP&M CPLA
- Kelly petty FP&M PM
- Jessica Hamm, FP&M AVC
- Brenda Gonzalez, UW Government Affairs Liaison

Preamble:

The Lakeshore Nature Preserve team worked with Kubala Washatko Architects (TKWA) to develop an
informational presentation on the proposed new 10,000 sf visitor and education center at the Lakeshore
Nature Preserve which will serve as an important home base for Preserve staff, field management, and
equipment. The project proposes to enhance access to the preserve and provide spaces for expanding
research, teaching, and outreach. One of the project goals to become the first net-positive energy
university facility utilizing highly sustainable building practices.

This proposed development is shown on the 2015 Campus Master Plan. The entitlements process will
require a request for rezoning the site from conservation to another zoning type. The UW CPLA team
continues to work with the City of Madison on the rezoning request and will be presenting at the
Development Assistance Team (DAT) on 9/26/24. This is the second time the DRB is seeing this design,
and it will require a JCAC referral to DRB before final approvals. See proposed schedule below.

DRB Review & History:
- DRB Pre-Design Report Review 3/19/24

- JCAC Introduction 9/26/24
- DRB#2 11/5/24
- JCAC Referral to DRB 12/12/24
- DRB#3 2/18/25

Design team presented the project scope, limits, site, program, and schedule.
Sadie introduced the Living Building Challenge

DRB comments:
e Czynszak-Lyne Comments
o Consider flooding impacts and potential to raise building up on stilts
e The design team discussed and this item is not off the table
o Consider impacts of U-bay drive being located closer to the marsh and further study
parking runoff with snow, sand, silt.



e The design team noted it is anticipated the road will tilt away from the Marsh.
There will be treatment for any water that runs off the road with water is
encouraged to go to bioswale.
o Clarify where pedestrians and bikes will cross over Temlin path and provide lights so
pedestrians can cross.
e The design team noted there are two crossing points and they will have lights.
They have also asked transportation about doing a raised table at crossing.
o Clarify staff and accessible parking on site?
o The design team noted staff parking is still being vetted and that there are 4
accessible spots right next to front door.
o Clarify if there will be winter access
e The design team noted they are still vetting and there will there be some
access during winter.
e Firchow Comments
o Expressed support for project and presentation
o Site plan standpoint — question about parking configuration — screening parking lots.
Screening seems minimal between parking lot and road.
o Consider adding more trees and increasing area between path and parking lot to add
more screening.
o Review design guidelines and study breaking up facade since it is the main view of
building from pedestrians and cars.
- Steelman Comments:
o Expressed support for logic and strategy for the site.
o Study how the work area is exposed and how green roof does not come forward and
encapsulate all roof area. This is a lost opportunity.
o Study entry pavilion — it looks a little under scaled and understated — more
architectural investigation in tower element.
o Study location of public toilets off of main entry. Feels like an awkward place to have
them.
o Concerns about details and bracketing. Appreciate use of mass timber. Becomes
decorative with brackets, but could be cleaner.

- Natura Comments:
o Expressed support for the design — it is looking beautiful.
o Echoed other comments, especially green roof add.
o Consider more expression of back of house and site solutions.

e The design team noted: Preserve has never had a building like this — they too
are learning how to use this. We don’t have good answers — good questions to
take to preserve.

Public Comment: None
- Schlecht - Recommend we get together with design team to regroup and review meeting notes

with the design team. We should set up meeting soon. Great job.

DRB Item #2: Law School 5" Floor Pre-Design Report
Pre-Design Review — Informational Presentation

Attendees:
- Scott Utter, FP&M PM & CPLA Director



- Scott Ramlow, Ramlow Stein

- Tara Christian, Ramlow Stein

- Jaycie Chart, Ramlow Stein

- Keith Grabarczyk, Ramlow Stein

- Kathleen Ferrero, Saiki Design

- Dan Tokaji, Dean Law School

- Victoria Coulter, Library Director Law School
- Lexie Baslington, Administration FP&M

- Molly Lenz, Administration FP&M

- Aaron Williams, CPLA FP&M

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

- Gabe Mendez, , FP&M Transportation

- Jonathan Bronk, CPLA FP&M

- Kelly petty, FP&M PM

- Jessica Hamm, FP&M AVC

Preamble:

The Law School leadership team worked with Ramlow Stein to develop a Pre-Design Report for a
proposed 5 Floor renovation & terrace, including 7,900 GSF remodel, 3,200 GSF addition, and a new
2,400 outdoor terrace. The Pre-Design Plan provides a proposed scope, schedule and budget for the 5™
floor Leadership Suite to create more efficient workspaces for staff, better connectivity between
leadership and admin spaces, additional faculty workspace to meet future growth needs and to create a
place where faculty and students can collaborate and gather. The Law School has defined these critical
program requirements to serve students and staff better while accommodating the changing balance of
space needs. Dean Tokaji noted the importance of this proposed renovation & addition and how it will
support student engagement space needs, including spaces for counselors, disability support, wellness,
and academics. Additionally, this project will make use of underutilized outdoor areas and provide a
location for student, faculty, and staff to socialize.

This is the first time the DRB is seeing this design. When a schedule has been developed, it is anticipated
this project will follow the standard entitlement process and include at least 3 DRB Committee reviews.

DRB Review & History:
A specific project schedule has not been set. the team anticipates the total design & construction

timeline will take 26 Months +/-.
- Schematic Design: 2 Months
- Design Development: 3 Months
- Construction Documents: 2 Months
- Bidding: 1 Month
- Construction: 18 Months

Design team presented the project scope, limits, site, program, and schedule.

Schlechtprovided-asummary-of DRB comments:

- Natura comments:
o Expressed appreciation for the work and acknowledged the challenge of the proposed
patio.
o Recommend looking at sustainability list. This is missing the preservation of existing



vegetation — it takes so many decades to get to current state. Taking advantage of
plants. Understand the logic, but an accessible route to new entry could accomplish
just as much.
o Request preserving the American Beech tree.
Request investigation into the problems this patio creates for drainage.
o Question the green roof — not a trade off for loss of green space. Maybe that becomes
outdoor patio.
e Team —trees, valid question. It is hard to replace a 20” caliber tree. There are
two other large beech trees same size that we are planning to retain. We did
go back and forth on a scheme that did keep existing beech — if purpose was to
give law school place to entertain 40 people — patio got to restricted. Itis a
consideration to discuss.

o

- Czynszak-Lyne Comments
o Requested clarification for where the staging going to take place
e Design team noted they will look at that when they get into SD. Staging would
likely be to the south.
o Provide clarification for where catering access would be and where would trucks park
e Design team noted that loading would happen in the existing loading dock.
Break room would be set up as catering kitchen.
o Provide more detail regarding access to the patio from the building and the two stair
cases. Will there be an ADA lift?
e Design team noted there an existing elevator on the 5% floor
o Consider that Chadborn hall is adjacent to this area and there is greasy food prep
exhaust that comes out. It is not a wonderful smelling area, depending on time of year.

- Steelman Comments:
o Expressed concern for the thesis of this project and whether it is an amenity for the
students. Students may want to be in the center rather than the back area.
o Expressed concern that this building is a collage of 5 other buildings and question
adding another collage element. This is a building with different materials and pallets
and deserves further study.

- Firchow comments:
o Requested investigation into the master plan as it shows a max of 5 stories on this site
and this proposal shows 6 stories.
o Provide clarification on the new walkway that connects to the south. Is that really an
entrance and how accessible is this route to get to building?

Public Comment: none

October 15, 2024 is the next DRB meeting and it will be in person.

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.



