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Agenda (In Person):

1. Grainger Hall First Floor Dining Renovation & Addition
Design Presentation — DRB #4 Request for Final Approval

2. Science Hall Renovation (0053-2425)
Preliminary Design Review — DRB #1 Informational Presentation

3. Lakeshore Nature Preserve Frautschi Center (9950-2218)
Design Development Review — DRB #3 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
January 18™ 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: Grainger Hall First Floor Dining Renovation & Addition
Design Presentation — DRB 4, Final Approval Requested

Attendees:
- Scott Ackatz, Workshop Architects
- Kathleen Ferro, Saiki Design
- Mark Bastian, CPD PM FP&M
- Molly Lenz, Administration FP&M
- Aaron Williams, CPLA FP&M
- Sadie Derouin, Office of Sustainability FP&M
- Nathan Jandal, Office of Sustainability FP&M
- Jonathan Bronk, CPLA FP&M
- Rhonda James, CPLA FP&M
- Van Van Wyk Il, CPD FP&M
- David Petrulis, CPD FP&M

Utter provided a Preamble:

The project proposes to construct a south facing two story 8,200 s.f. addition and interior first floor
31,500 s.f. renovation. The new south facing two story atrium will allow for study, dining, and event
spaces as well as a rooftop garden. The south facing ground level courtyard and north facing outdoor
areas will be renovated to allow for more landscaping and seating areas. The DRB last reviewed this
project on 1/21/25. The JCAC heard a presentation on 1/23/25 and referred this project back to DRB.

JCAC & DRB Review:
- DRB#1: Info 5/21/24
- JCAC: Info 9/26/24
- DRB#2:SD  10/15/24
- DRB#3:DD 1/21/25
- JCAC: Referral 1/23/25
- DRB#4:Final 2/18/25

Project Schedule:

- Schematic Design June 2024
- BOR/Design Devel September 2024
- Construction Start May 2025

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

DRB comments:
- Steelman Comments:
o Asked what the rooftop plaza planters were made of and if there were concerns about
rusting.
e Design team: the planters are insulated steel metal, painted to custom match
the building.
o Noted concerns about the south patio drainage system detail & requested more study
e Design team: agreed to investigate other drain plate material options, including
bronze or brass plate.
o Expressed concerns about north patio not being a friendly environment due to amount
of paving and encouraged research into alternative solutions.



e Design team noted trees are located along University and garage below limits

tree locations.
- Natura Comments:

o Asked if the north planters shown can be extended into the plaza and skirt the
subterranean structure. Recommend adding 4 more trees and consider four
extensions to expand planter areas.

- Schlecht comments:

o Asked where the public sidewalk routed through this area.

e Design team noted sidewalk runs adjacent to the landscape strip and agreed to
look at adding a small landscape box to align with the planters while allowing
room for the sidewalk.

- Utter comments:

o Asked how wide the sidewalk is here and requested the team coordinate with

maintenance and grounds team members.
- Steelman comments:

o Asked about the modified wood black locust color and how it will patina over time.

e Design team noted it will be come more grey and silver color, not brown.

- Czynszak-Lyne’s comments:

o Asked what the life is of the wood and how the sun impacts it

e Design team shared examples of other Midwest applications of this material

o Asked if the north plaza plantings could incorporate spring bulbs and Diervilla lonicera
shrubs for heartiness.

- Steelman Comments:
o Noted they liked how the project continues to evolve and the discussed north plaza
planting changes will help.

- Firchow Comments:
o Agreed with comments on well this project has evolved.
o Asked the team to coordinate right of way issues and make sure they are working with
the right parties to resolve

Public Comment
Jonathan Bronk:
- Suggested a cast iron natural finish trench drain for south plaza
- Requested the design team make sure they are not creating a pinch point for pedestrian traffic and
snow removal at the east and west ends of the north plaza
-Van Van Wyk:
o Noted the north plaza was formal and rather stark
o Suggested the south plaza grate could e color matched to adjacent paver color

Schlecht asked if there was a vote.

Motion: Steelman motioned to approve as designed subject to addressing comments on building
and planter materiality, planting in the north plaza, and materiality of the grate in the south
plaza.

Natura seconded the motion.
All in favor — Motion carries.



DRB Item #2: Science Hall Renovation (0053-2425)
Preliminary Design Review - DRB #1 Informational Presentation

Applicant/Contacts:

- Bo Muwahid, FP&M PM

- Stacey Keller, InSite Consulting Architects

- Rebecca Holmquist, InSite Consulting Architects
- Dan Sheen, CannonDesign

- John Reed, CannonDesign

Project Description: The UW Letters & Science team is working with InSite Consulting Architects and
Cannon Design on a plan to preserve Science Hall to showcase its historic characteristics and features as
well as upgrade, renovate, and modernize this facility. The scope of work will encompass a
comprehensive renovation of the facility will include architectural, mechanical, electrical, fire protection,
plumbing, site, and landscaping upgrades. The building will be brought up to all applicable state building,
health, safety and environmental codes, and federal requirements such as the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA). This is the first time the DRB is seeing this Science Hall Renovation project.

DRB Review & History - Anticipated:

- DRB#1 2/18/25

- JCAC Introduction 3/25/25

- DRB#2 4/15/25

- JCAC Referral to DRB 6/26/25

- DRB#3 11/18/25
Project Schedule:

- Schematic Design April 2025

- Design Development June 2025

- Construction Documents August 2026

- Construction Start February 2027

- Completion February 2029

DRB comments:

- Steelman Comments:
o Noted this project was similar to Cornell’s Sage Hall, similar historic building
o Noted appreciation for how the addition touched the historic building on the sides and

asked if it could touch more lightly throughout

o Expressed concerns proposed addition design felt heavy
o Noted addition is made of two parts — center and the sides like gaskets

- Asad Comments:
o Noted challenge of proposed program and constraints on addition
o Expressed preference for option #3
o Noted elements of addition that touch historic building to be treated delicately
o Recommended potential option to glaze addition to help it be lighter

- Natura Comments:
o Noted appreciation for options #1 & 3
o Recommended consideration of a green roof for either option
o Asked if the back entry could feel more accessible and inclusive, flow from all directions
o Noted drop off on Observatory looked challenging with the slope



- Steelman Comments:
o Asked if the raised table in back could be more of a garden and less traffic corridor,
eliminating paved areas
- Asad Comments:
o Agreed with Steelman’s comment and asked if there was a way to make it more of a
garden and pedestrian area
- Schlecht comments:
o Noted the DRB members have mentioned some of the issues identified by project team
- Natura Comments:
o Suggested taking the front foyer and shifting to back to invite people in
- Firchow Comments:
o Noted this is a National and Local Landmark to work with City Preservation Planner
o Noted the options are more successful when not obscuring windows — option #3 best
o Agreed with previous comments about entry and site considerations
- Czynszak-Lyne’s comments:
o Noted appreciation for option #3 with option to look through and see the windows
o Asked about accessible parking and dumpster locations
e Design team noted 2 accessible spots remain and dumpsters stored inside
o Asked if there were discussions about effigy mounds
e Utter replied there were none on this site
- Pittman’s Comments:
o Asked what the trash removal process was
e Design team noted other places on campus have rollout for removal

Public Comment:

- Jonthan Bronk:
o Noted concerns about loading/service area on the north side and slope challenges
o Suggested further study into rear and north vehicle/pedestrian circulation
o Suggested green roof options consider a building structure that can support 8" to 12" of
growing media with mix of sedum and native perennials. These have had the most
success on campus.
- Van VanWyk:
o Noted support for option #3 with a green roof
- Gabe Mendez:
o Noted concern for building service and deliveries and parking impacts on Radio Hall

DRB Item #3: Lakeshore Nature Preserve Frautschi Center (9950-2218)
Preliminary Design Review DRB #1 - Informational Presentation

Applicant/Contacts:
- Kelly Petty, FP&M PM
- Sadie Derouin, FP&M Office of Sustainability
- Therese Hanson, TKWA
- Joe Pepitone, Graef

Project Description: The Lakeshore Nature Preserve team worked with Kubala Washatko Architects
(TKWA) to design the proposed new 10,000 sf visitor and education center at the Lakeshore Nature
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Preserve which will serve as an important home base for Preserve staff, field management, and
equipment. 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 JCAC on 2/27/24.

DRB Review & History:

- DRB#1 3/19/24

- DRB#2 9/17/24

- JCAC Introduction 9/26/24

- DRB#3 2/18/25

- JCAC Referral to DRB 2/27/25

- DRB#4 4/15/25

Project Schedule:

- Schematic Design Oct 2024
- Design Development Jan 2025
- Construction Documents May 2025
- Construction Start Sept 2025
- Completion Dec 2026

- Steelman Comments:
o Asked how important it was to have a roof over the walkway behind the garage
e Design team noted they needed space to mount solar panels
o Asked about how the modified wood was treated
e Design team noted it is only baked, no polymer is added
- Firchow Comments:
o Noted they appreciated the rationale behind the stone and appreciated the site plan
changes, including wider distance from the street
- Steelman Comments:
o Appreciated how the plan has become more condensed
o Noted solar roof over garage is too dominating — dropping and making low profile is
positive, less competition with the tower
o Noted appreciation for use of mass timber on tower and concern for the scale.
Consider making upper trellis less bulky — help intimacy of the tower
- Natura Comments:
o Asked how the interior wood material would transition and flow to exterior wood
o Asked how the solar roof was drainage was being handled
e Design team noted it was be captured and stored in a cistern for restroom use
o Noted interest in the bifacial solar panels and ability to let light through
o Noted tower feature doesn’t feel like the right weight
o Noted site plan should consider adding more seating options
- Czynszak-Lyne’s comments:
o Noted concerns about flooding and asked how it has been addressed
e Design team noted the reconfigured site shifts stormwater to the south and that
the building is positioned above lake level and out of flood zones
o Asked what would happen if there was no rain to capture water
e Design team noted the building is still connected to municipal water
- Asad Comments:
o Agreed with the comments about the tower



- Pittman Comments: No comments

- Utter Comments:

o Noted the design team should not only look at interior/exterior wood matching, but
also the mass timber versus the thermally modified wood and how it will look over
time

- Natura Comments:
o Noted the stone material scale is important, smallest is too small- prefer something
between 9-12 size
- Czynszak-Lyne’s comments:
o Requested to see wood samples of proposed wood materials
e Design team noted they were acquiring aged wood samples and compare to
the stone options
Steelman Comments:
o Noted they appreciated the quality of the renderings

Public Comments:

- Van VanWyk: Noted that with garage roof solar panels, there will be a lot of glare into walker's
faces even with the canopy over the walkway. Stone changes and preferences are very nice.

- Aaron Williams: noted that for parking lot landscaping , project needs to adhere to MGO
28.142. For interior parking lots, a minimum of eight percent (8%) of the asphalt or concrete
area of the surface parking lot shall be devoted to interior planting islands, peninsulas, or
landscaped strips. A tree island shall be located at least every twelve (12) contiguous stalls
with no break or alternatively, landscaped strips at least seven (7) feet wide
between parking bays. Referenced the potential to reuse stormwater/condensate per the
project goals similar to how the Scottsdale Community College — Indigenous Cultural Center
Cloud Song & Business School references the Pima Maricopa Indian Community through its
design

- Jonathan Bronk: noted the study for stone on building is interesting and the stone you pick will
be important. White stone is very Door County. Split face is eastern WI — like seeing the detail
with historic and cultural reference.

March 18, 2025 is the next DRB meeting.
- Anticipated January 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.



