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UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION

AGENDA

Monday, March 28, 2016

Allen Center for Computer Science and Engineering
Bill and Melinda Gates Commons

Room CSE 691

7:45 AM - 8:00 AM BREAKFAST BUFFET

8:00 AM - 8:20 AM CALL TO ORDER
Approval of Agenda
Approval of Minutes of Dec 7, 2015 JOINT UWAC/ULAC Mtg
Capital Plan Update

8:20 AM -12:15 PM NORTH CAMPUS HOUSING PHASE IV(b)
HAGGET & OAK HALLS
Architect Selection
8:20 AM - 8:30 AM Introduction & Overview
8:30 AM — 9:20 AM Interview 1: Kieran Timberlake
9:30 AM —10:20 AM Interview 2: Mithun
10:30 AM - 11:20 AM Interview 3: Mahlum
11:30 AM - 12:15 AM Deliberation & Selection
12:15PM - 1:15 PM LUNCH & LEARN

Sound Transit U District Station
Design Finishes

1:15PM - 2:15PM COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING Il

Design Development Update

2:30 PM - 4:05 PM PROJECTS IN PROGRESS
Updates on Projects in Predesign
2:35 PM UW Bothell Student Housing
2:50 PM UW Bothell STEM
3:15PM Center for Advanced Materials & Clean Energy Testing
3:40 PM Health Sciences T-Wing Reno/Interprofessional Education

4:05 PM ADJOURN

John Schaufelberger, Dean, CoBE & Chair

Mike McCormick, Associate Vice President, CPD

Jon Lebo, Director, Major Capital Projects, CPD

Shane Ruegamer, Project Manager, CPD
Pam Schreiber, Director, Housing & Food Services
Rob Lubin, Assoc Director, Housing & Food Services

John Palewicz, Director, Major Capital Projects, CPD
Debra Ashland, Kate Lichtenstein, Sound Transit
Mark Reddington, John Petterson, LMN Architects

Steve Tatge, Exec Director, Major Capital Projects CPD
Kurtis Jensen, Sr Project Manager, CPD

Hank Levy, Chair, Computer Science & Engineering
Greg Miller, Prof, Civil and Environment Engineering
Mark Reddington, Stephen Van Dyke, Julie Adams, LMN

Mike McCormick, Associate Vice President, CPD
Jeannie Natta, Project Manager, CPD

Eric McArthur, Project Manager, CPD
Lyndsey Cameron, Project Manager, OUA






ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
March 28, 2016

PROJECT: Center for Advanced Materials and Clean Energy Technologies (CAMCET)
PROJECT NUMBER: 205295

PROJECT MANAGER: Eric McArthur

ACTION: Predesign Update

OBJECTIVE: CAMCET will advance the University’s leadership role in clean technologies, by being
an ecosystem for catalyzing multi-disciplinary solutions to the greatest environmental challenges facing
our planet. This ecosystem is a multi-disciplinary environment of academic research, teaching,
commercial and other government agencies exploring clean energy technology. CAMCET will achieve
this by being a hub for learning, researching, prototyping and driving clean technology ideas to market.
The predesign will develop the unique DNA of the facility through highly intense workshops with the
diverse clean tech community. In addition to facility definition, the predesign team is working with
University leaders to address facility governance, operations and site location.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The building will focus on a new pedagogy which incorporates research
and commercial involvement in academic instruction through public-private partnerships. The project
will include instructional space, both classrooms and labs, research space; specifically a regional test bed
facility that will assist in the scale-up, prototyping, testing, and validating of clean energy innovations.

The predesign is studying four sites on the west campus and the west side of the main campus. The
drivers influencing site selection are adjacency to the campus for classroom functionality, ease of access
to the community partners and a ground floor plate in the neighborhood of 30,000 square feet to
accommaodate agencies of equipment and people. It will also include lounges, community space, utility
and street improvements, and regional amenity spaces.

PROJECT FORECASTED COST: $175M

SCHEDULE:
Predesign February 2016 — July 2016
Design June 2017 - July 2019
Construction March 2019 — February 2021
Occupancy March 2021

PREVIOUS ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION ITEMS:
e None

ATTACHMENTS:

Site Evaluations Plan
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PLANNING & MANAGEMENT
UNIVERSITY of WASHINGTON

Prioritized 6-Year Capital Plan - Draft

Husky Experience
UW Bothell - Phase 4 - Academic STEM
Health Sciences Education - IPE/Nursing - T Wing Renovation/Addition

Foster School of Business - MacKenzie Hall Replacement
Evans School - Parrington Hall Remodel

CAS - Lewis Hall Renovation

CoEnv - Anderson Hall Renovation

CoE - Classroom & Research Building Renovation

School of Dentistry - Dental School Building

Student Housing - North Campus - Phase 4b

UW Bothell - Student Housing & Dining Phase 2

UW Tacoma - Student Housing Development

subtotals:

Innovation Imperative

Center for Advanced Materials and Clean Energy Technologies
CAS - Kincaid Hall Renovation

SoM - South Lake Union Rosen Phase 3.3

SoM - Core Research Facilities

SoM - South Lake Union Rosen Remodel

subtotals:

Community Engagement

Burke Museum

UW Medicine - Northwest Hospital Expansion

UW Tacoma - Soil Remediation

University District Station - Transit Oriented Development

subtotals:

Transforming Administration

Capital Repair - Preservation

Minor Capital Repair - Preservation and Program Renewal
Enterprise Information Systems

UW Medicine - IT Core Applications and Infrastructure

subtotals:

Totals:

Targets:

105,000 60 1 59 - . .
282,400 203 1 182 . 20 .
90,000 65 - . 65 .
59,000 20 | 10 . 10 .
23,220 16 | 16 . . .
35,900 23 | 23 . . .
26,800 13 13 . . .
163,500 156 3 31 9% -
293,000 140 . 105 - 35
140,000 50 . 0 - 10
125,000 20 | . 16 . 4
s 766 2 s 33 $ 192 S 189 49
220,000 179 9 60 50 60 -
85,000 49 | 49 : i i
262,000 197 | - 182 - 15
11,000 12 . . . 12
60,375 6 . . . 6
s 443 9 s 109 $ 232 S 60 33
110,000 83 30 24 - 20 9
150,000 85 . C .
- 6 6 - . -
200,000 100 . 100 - .
s 274 30 s 30 $ 185 S 20 9

. 90 %0 - .
. 207 - . . 207
. 100 - 50 - 50
- 74 . . . 74
S 471 -5 90 50 5 - 331
$ 1,953 $ 563 $ 659 $ 260 $ 422
$ 1,850 $ 300 $ 650 $ 450 $ 450

BOR OFFICE FOOTER
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ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
March 28, 2016

PROJECT: Health Sciences Educational Facility Predesign — Phase 1
PROJECT NUMBER: 205296

PROJECT MANAGER: Lyndsey Cameron, Office of the University Architect
ACTION: Predesign Update

OBJECTIVE:

The vision of this project is a centrally located Health Sciences education facility that utilizes the Health
Sciences' unique adjacencies between research, academic and clinical programs in south campus to
educate and train future health professionals to support the public goal of affordable, accessible, and
high-quality 21%*-century health care.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The University of Washington's Seattle campus reflects over 150 years of thoughtful campus planning,
growth and development. UW develops predesign plans to maximize the limited resources of land, space
and funding. The UW continues to expand enrollment, launch new programs, and grow new research.
Continual change is essential for the university’s vitality, and sustaining the university over the long term
requires strategic planning and effective fiscal management. Given the financial realities, it is critical that,
in addition to assessing the potential need for greater density in the future, the university makes the best
use of existing space and capital investments. This is particularly critical for the South Campus, the most
densely-built sub-area of campus, most lacking in public realm investments, in spite of its long waterfront,
encompassing programs critical to the university's stature, yet hugely challenged in terms of facilities’
functionality, identity and expandability.

These realities necessitate the creation of a new educational facility, with an “inter-professional
education” (IPE) focus, that will house 120K GSF of new education space that includes space for
collaborative/informal learning, seminar and break out spaces, skills lab classrooms, peer to peer project
based learning, as well as a small amount of space set aside for IPE/classroom support administration. It
will be flexible to allow for the exploration of new directions in teaching and learning, research and
service, and establish an academic heart in the UW Health Sciences complex that will serve the six schools
of Health Sciences (Dentistry, Medicine, Nursing, Pharmacy, Public Health and Social Work) as well as
other UW academic partners/collaborators in the Colleges of Engineering, Environment, and Arts &
Sciences.

This predesign study is an opportunity to gain State funding for Health Science education while launching
the long process of incremental improvements, strategically defined and phased to achieve a particular
vision over many years, to best serve the academic and research functions. The vision, as defined in the
South Campus Study, includes a new and attractive waterfront setting, and individual identities for each
of the health sciences schools within a well-integrated and navigable building complex.

BUDGET:

Predesign $623K (Funded by State)
Targeted Project Budget $94M over 2 Biennium
SCHEDULE:

Final Predesign Submitted to the Office of Financial Management (OFM) July 1%, 2016





ANTICIPATED PROJECT DELIVERY METHOD: Legislative funding for the predesign prescribed Design
Build as the project delivery method. Capital Planning & Development leans toward a Progressive
Design Build approach for this project.

ATTACHMENT: Potential Development Sites

SOUTH CAMPUS PLAN

POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT SITES - EXISTING SOUTH CAMPUS CONTEXT
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ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
March 28, 2016

PROJECT: North Campus Student Housing Phase 1V(b)
PROJECT NUMBER: 205471

PROJECT MANAGER: Shane Ruegamer

ACTION: Architect Interview and Selection

OBJECTIVE:

Provide safe, affordable, quality student housing for on-campus residency. Residential on-
campus housing should provide a community were young scholars are immersed in a carefully structured
living and learning environment with the opportunities to mature and be successful in there educational
pursuits. This project proposes to construct 1,100 beds to replace the existing beds in Haggett Hall.
Combined with Phase 1V (a), there will be a net increase of approximately 300 beds in the North Campus
area. The project is targeting LEED Gold Certification with LEED Silver minimum.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The North Campus Student Housing, Phase 1V (b) proposes to demolish existing Haggett Hall
and construct two new buildings, identified as Oak and Haggett Halls. The project proposes to
reconstruct Denny Field as an artificial surface all-season field with lights. Landscape improvements
surrounding the new buildings and the area behind Lewis Hall are included in the project. The buildings
will feature two floors of concrete construction with floors of wood frame construction on top. Oak Hall
is planned as a five-story building and Haggett as a 7 to 8-story building.

The buildings will include lounges, community space, utility and street improvements, and
regional amenity spaces. The new resident halls in the North Campus will be composed of double, triple
and quadruple rooms with private bathrooms

PROJECT FORECASTED COST: $140M

SCHEDULE:
Design May 2016 — July 2018
Construction July 2018 - June 2019 (Oak Hall)

April 2019 — August 2019 (Denny Field)

July 2018 - July 2020 (Haggett Hall)
Occupancy August 2019 (Oak Hall)

August 2019 (Denny Field)

July 2020 (Haggett Hall)

PREVIOUS ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION ITEMS:
e North Campus Housing (NCH) Site Study June 2014

e NCH Phase 1V(a) Schematic Design June 2015
e NCH Phase IV(a) Design Update September 2015
ATTACHMENTS:

Site Plan
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ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
March 28, 2016

PROJECT: UW Bothell Phase 4 Predesign
PROJECT NUMBER: 205294

PROJECT MANAGER: Jeannie Natta

ACTION: Predesign Update

OBJECTIVE: Continuing impacts of regional population growth and shifting workforce models have
resulted in increased demands on the state for a workforce that holds bachelor and graduate degrees in
science, technology, engineering and mathematics (STEM). This project is the next step in the State of
Washington’s commitment, dating back to 1989, to provide access to education by establishing and
funding additional campuses. The new facility will contribute to meeting the following growth demands
projected by 2020.
e Accommodate 1,000 new full-time equivalent (FTE) students in the School of STEM and
e Increase graduation in the School of STEM by 500 FTE annually, of which 300 FTE will be
engineering and computer science majors.
o Complete 60% of the UW Bothell’s goal of 6000 full time equivalent (FTE) capacity build-out
on the 10,000 FTE UW Bothell/Cascadia College collocated campus.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The new proposed Phase 4 facility will focus on expanding engineering
and computer science degree programs. The conceptual program will provide general and active learning
classrooms, undergraduate research space, computer labs, engineering labs, and faculty office space for
the School of STEM. The predesign will also review existing space used by STEM to ensure that the
new building efficiently meets the growth plan for the campus.

The proposed STEM building has a close programmatic relationship with Discovery Hall. The UW
Bothell master plan identified the adjacent site for a future building. This site is the preferred
preliminary project site because of the utility infrastructure installed during the construction of Discovery
Hall. The two buildings will share the exterior stair, a path leading to upper campus. The predesign will
test fit the project on the preliminary site. Campus master plan concepts, such as, landscaping, site
circulation, building entries, building massing, daylight, existing trees, site lighting, bike storage,
topography, adjacencies to other buildings, loading dock services will also be developed as part of the
predesign.

PROJECT FORECASTED COST: $500,000 funded for predesign. The targeted project budget is
$58 million.

SCHEDULE: The predesign study and funding request will be submitted to the Washington State
Office of Financial Management on July 1, 2016.

ANTICIPATED PROJECT DELIVERY METHOD: Legislative funding for the predesign prescribed
Design Build as the project delivery method. Capital Planning & Development leans toward a
Progressive Design Build approach for this project.

ATTACHMENTS: Preferred preliminary site plan
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ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
March 28, 2016

PROJECT: UW Bothell Student Housing
PROJECT NUMBER: 204763

PROJECT MANAGER: Jeannie Natta

ACTION: Predesign Update

OBJECTIVE: Since 2009 UW Bothell’s full time student population has increased 97% and is
forecasted to be 6,000 students by the fall of 2018 and up to 7,500 within 10 years. The campus
population has increasingly included more full-time and younger students, who are more likely to seek a
residential life experience. A demand study completed in early 2015 demonstrated a need for more than
600 beds in 2018, with the capability to fill approximately 800 beds once the total population is achieved.
The UW Bothell plans to construct a 500-bed residence hall with a dining facility to meet current demand
for housing and dining, and enhance social integration and student engagement with campus community.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The program for this project includes a 500 bed residence hall, offering
single and double units with in suite bathrooms. 100 of the units will be designed as triples, allowing
future capacity up to 600 residents. The residence hall includes a 10,000 SF, 275 seat dining facility to
primarily serve the residents, and also offer additional dining options to the campus community. The
expected size of the facility is 125,000 SF. The construction type is type V over 1 floor type I. The
project is targeting a minimum Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED) silver certification for New Construction and Major Renovation.

PROJECT STATUS: UW Bothell received important feedback from campus neighbors regarding
future residential life on campus and is taking time to review that feedback. UW Bothell is committed to
meeting the future residential life housing and dining needs of the campus community through a rational,
transparent land use regulation process. There is still work to be done with many stakeholders, including
campus neighbors, to find the best possible path forward for all concerned and interested.

The process of land use, zoning, site evaluation, design, permitting, and construction requires resolution
before further design may continue. After a thorough review of community feedback, the University will
work closely with campus neighbors and the city to take the appropriate steps to provide a sustainable
and thoughtful solution for residential life at UW Bothell.

PROJECT FORECASTED COST: $50 Million projected for 2019 project delivery

SCHEDULE: Determined by land use regulation process

PREVIOUS ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION ITEMS:
o UW Bothell Student Housing Architect Selection = December 2015






Architectural Commission

UW ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
UNIVERSITY LANDSCAPE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Minutes of Joint Meeting
December 07, 2015
UW Tacoma Campus

Philip Hall — Milgard Assembly Room

Present

M John Schaufelberger, Chair Dean, College of Built Environments Voting
M Richard Christie, Vice Chair Associate Professor, Electrical Engineering, College of Engineering Voting
M Linda Jewell Partner, Freeman & Jewell; Voting

Professor, Landscape Architecture, UC Berkeley

M Andrea Leers Principal, Leers Weinzapfel Associates Voting
[0 Cathy Simon Design Principal, Perkins+Will Voting
M John Syvertsen Senior Principal, Cannon Design Voting
M Ezekiel Jones Student Representative, College of Built Environments Voting
M Rebecca Barnes University Architect, Ofc of the University Architect Ex Officio
M Charles Kennedy Associate Vice President, Facilities Services Ex Officio
M Kristine Kenney University Landscape Architect, Ofc of the University Architect Ex Officio
¥ Mike McCormick Associate Vice President, Capital Planning & Development Ex Officio

Chair of the Architectural Commission and Dean of the College of Built Environments, John Schaufelberger, called the meeting
to order at 8:00 a.m. Harlan Patterson, Vice Chancellor for Finance and Administration, welcomed us to the Tacoma campus and
acknowledged the Committee’s contributions during the campus’ eighteen-year transformation. The Commissioners unanimously
approved the meeting agenda, and the minutes of the September 28, 2015 meeting, as submitted. University Landscape Advisory
Committee members were not required to attend until after the morning’s architect selection process.

UW Bothell Student Housing Project

Requested Action: Architect Selection

Steve Tatge, Director, Major Projects Group, CPD

Jeannie Natta, Project Manager, CPD

Ana Karaman, Vice Chancellor, Administration and Planning, Amy Van Dyke, Director of Physical Planning,

George Theo, Dean of Students, David Moehring, Sr. Capital Planner, Chelsea Knodel, Director of Auxiliary Services; UW Bothell
Hal Ferris, Kiki Gram, Spectrum Solutions

The UW Bothell plans to construct a 500-bed residence hall with a dining facility to meet current demand for housing and
enhance social integration and student engagement with campus community. Since 2009, UW Bothell’s full time student population
has increased 97% and is forecasted to be 6,000 students by autumn 2018 and 7,500 within 10 years. A demand study completed in
early 2015 demonstrated a need for more than 600 beds in 2018, with the capability to fill approximately 800 beds once the total
population is achieved.

This project will design and construct a 125,000 square foot, 500 bed residence hall, offering single and double units with in
suite bathrooms. One hundred of the units will be designed as triples, allowing future capacity up to 600 residents. The residence hall
includes a 10,000 square foot dining facility to primarily serve the residents, as well as offering dining options to the campus
community. The construction type is 3 floors type V over 1 floor type I. The project is pursuing Green Building Council’s Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) silver certification for New Construction and Major Renovation.

Budget:
Project $48 million (to be confirmed)
. Design $2.6 million (to be confirmed)
o Construction (TCC): $32.7 million (to be confirmed)
o Schedule:
Construction Start: Spring 2017
o Occupancy: September 2018





To ensure the project meets the required schedule, the UW hired Spectrum Development Solutions with Mahlum, as the
architect sub-consultant, to provide the programming, conceptual design and site planning, a summary of which was attached to the
RFQ, issued October 2015, and provided to the Commissioners prior to the December meeting. A shortlist of three architectural firms,
Mahlum, Mithun, and Meng Strazzara, was selected to be interviewed by the Commission. The recommended firm will complete
schematic design, design development and construction documents based upon the programming, conceptual design and site
planning provided.

Action

After due deliberation, and with input from the UW Bothell stakeholders, a motion to recommend a first- and second —ranked
firm was tendered, seconded and unanimously passed. The Commission’s recommendation will be forwarded to the Board of Regents
for approval, at which time the information will become public.

Prairie Line Trail

During the lunch break, Milt Tremblay, Director, Physical Planning and Sustainability, for UW Tacoma, gave a brief overview of the
history of the Prairie Line Trail, a terminus of the Northern Pacific Railroad, which bisects the UW Tacoma campus, and its recent
renovation and revitalization as a pedestrian and bicycle thoroughfare and urban open space. Mr. Tremblay led Commissioners and
Committee members on a walking tour of the Trail’s rain garden, where treatment of storm water was observed in full spate.

Landscape Advisory Committee

Present
M Margaret Johnson, Chair (Position #6) Principal, Johnson Southerland College of Built Environments Voting
[0 Thaisa Way, Vice Chair (Position #3) Associate Professor, College of Built Environments Voting
[0 Jeff Hou (Position #1) Associate Professor, Voting
[0 Sarah Reichard (Position #2) Professor, Environmental & Forest Sciences; Director,

UW Botanic Gardens, Center for Urban Horticulture, Voting
1 Nancy Rottle (Position #4) Associate Professor, Landscape Architecture Voting
1 Daniel Winterbottom (Position #5) Associate Professor, Landscape Architecture Voting
M Jennifer Jones (Position #7) Principal, Carol R. Johnson Associates Voting
M  Jill Morelli (Position #8) Director of Facilities, UW Medicine Voting
[0 Grayson Morris (Position #9) Student Representative, College of Built Environments Voting
[0 Vacant (Position #10) Campus Art Administrator Voting
M Damon Fetters (Position #11) Director, Facilities Maintenance & Construction Voting
M Howard Nakase (Position # 12) Manager of Campus Grounds Operations, Maintenance & Alterations Voting
M Rebecca Barnes (Position #13) University Architect, Ofc of the University Architect Ex Officio
M Kristine Kenney (Position #14) University Landscape Architect, Ofc of the University Architect Ex Officio
] Vacant (Position #15) Ex Officio
] Vacant (Position #16) Ex Officio

Chair of the Architectural Commission John Schaufelberger, called the afternoon session to order at 1:30 p.m., and welcomed
members of the University Landscape Advisory Committee, whose Chair, Maggi Johnson, thanked Jill Morelli, retiring from the UW in
January, for her years of service to the Committee. Minutes of the September 24, 2015 ULAC meeting were approved pending the
removal of the attendance of Jennifer Jones.

Campus Wayfinding and Signage, Phase 2 & 3
Requested Action: Informational Update
Kristine Kenney, University Landscape Architect
Kristine Matthews, Studio Matthews

Overview:
The Campus Wayfinding and Signage project will develop a new program for contemporary wayfinding throughout the Seattle

UW campus. The purpose is to ensure that all campus user’s experience is supported with appropriate and well-located navigation
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information, whether they are first-time or long-time users, as pedestrians, cyclists, transit riders and drivers, who may be students,
faculty, staff, visitors, neighbors and/or making deliveries.

Studio Mathews, with collaboration by UW Professor of Design Karen Cheng, has been engaged to build on the framework
established in Phase 1 by Applied Information Group. Phase 2 and 3 of the Campus Wayfinding and Signage designed a detailed UW
map for standardized use across campus and the web and a family of physical sign structures. As a result of project outreach, the
proposal came before UW Marketing and Communications’ Visitor Experience Committee, who requested that the team explore how
signage might better capture the “energy, spirit and culture” of the UW. As a result, an initiative was developed to review the
experiential quality of campus as one approaches and moves through it and to codify a holistic approach to all campus graphic
communication, into which wayfinding will dovetail.

Comments:

e Mary Gresch, Chief Marketing and Communications Officer provided context, stating: The UW brand is owned by the
stakeholders — students, faculty, staff, alumni, and donors — who have very strong feelings of loyalty toward the heritage of
the University, including school colors.

e Itis not possible to make the campus more beautiful with signage; the question should be one of editing signage, rather than
adding. Less is more.

e Editing and removing the current clutter of signage will go a long way toward improving the campus experience.

e  Purple lettering on a gold background would be easier to read than gold on purple, but care should be taken that large gold
signs don’t take on too much presence in the landscape. It was suggested that a bronze-toned background would read as a
material choice, rather than a rival school color.

e Strong brand identity may be necessary to announce arrival, along edges and at entrances, but should be toned down within
campus.

e  Why is the question of how much purple should be added to the signs being asked? It feels as though it’s being mistakenly
identified as the brand of the University, when in fact the beauty of the campus experience is the brand, whereas purple is a
color.

e Historical information signage may not be necessary in the digital age.

e  Existing temporary signage policies should be reviewed and adding banners to buildings should not be allowed, as it defaces
the architecture.

e  Recognize the importance of signage and wayfinding to South Campus, taking into account different needs for signage in this
unique area of campus.

e Signage in and around the athletics area should be distinct and representative of this unique area of campus.

e The maps on the signs are absolutely necessary and indicating commonly used names for buildings is desired over the official
names.

e Create more consistency and control of where traffic control signs are located, establish rules for temporary signs.

e Strong preference for the dark bronze and touch of gold, as this is timeless and elegant. The concept of integrating color into
the sides of the signs seems a reasonable integration of purple.

Campus Master Plan

Requested Action: Informational Update
Rebecca Barnes, University Architect, OUA

Romil Sheth, Rhiannon Sinclair, Sasaki Associates

Overview:

The University has begun the process of updating its 2003 Campus Master Plan (CMP) and anticipates the new plan will be
complete and approved by the Board of Regents and the Seattle City Council in 2018. The project is being led by Rebecca Barnes and
Theresa Doherty; Sasaki Associates has been contracted to help craft the plan in consultation with the University community. On
October 14th and 15th the University held two Open Houses to kick-off the CMP and Environmental Impact Statement Scoping
process. Over fifty people attended these Open Houses and submitted comments in writing and on the CMP web-site.

Sasaki presented a preliminary draft of data that will inform the 2018 Campus Master Plan, for review and comment.

Comments:
e Key factors in drafting a successful Campus Master Plan will include: forecasting future development conditions, increasing
density in West and South campus, improving the waterfront, and maximizing the development potential of east campus.
e The traditional student to faculty ratio will change as non-traditional pedagogies develop, increasing the need for flexible
learning spaces.
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e Consider significant public open spaces within the higher density grid in West Campus, with a particular interest in mid-size
spaces.
e The 10-12,000 SF tower footprints in west campus seem like very small footprints.

North Campus Housing

Requested Action: Phase 1V(a) Design Development Approval

Jon Lebo, Director, CPD

Shane Ruegamer, Project Manager CPD

Pam Schreiber, Executive Director, Rob Lubin, Assoc Director; Housing & Food Services
Steve Kieran, Kieran Timberlake

Richard Roark and Laurie Olin, OLIN Studios

Overview:

The North Campus Student Housing, Phase 1V(a) replaces McCarty Hall with three new buildings, identified as building B, C
and D with occupancy planned for the start of Autumn Quarter 2018. The buildings will feature two floors of concrete construction
with 5 floors of wood frame construction on top. McCarty Hall currently has a capacity of 620 beds; the three new buildings will have
approximately 1,800 beds.

A new dining facility in Building D will replace the dining currently located in McMahon Hall, which will support the North
Campus area. Other amenity program spaces include a regional desk, fitness center and learning resource center. The new resident
halls in the North Campus will have a variety of room types for 2, 3, and 4 persons, as well as suites with private bathrooms and floors
where bathrooms are shared between multiple rooms.

Landscape improvements include new internal courtyards, a central urban plaza, new pedestrian access enhancing circulation
between residential buildings, interconnections to the campus community, open spaces for passive and active recreational uses, and
the relocation of a portion of Whitman Court road. The changes developed in Phase 1V(a) along with Phase IV(b) will create a new
character for this part of the campus that retains the woodland nature of the existing area, while better serving connections within
and to the broader campus.

Project Forecasted Cost

North Campus Student Housing Phase 1V(a) $260M

Schedule
Design March 2015 — November 2016
Construction February 2016 — August 2018
Occupancy September 2018

Comments:

e The Commission appreciated the changes in design made possible by a reduction in programming, particularly improvements
in the way the buildings meet the ground and ride the slopes.

e Keep variations in texture and window pattern low-key, as there is plenty of variation in the fagade treatment, which nicely
echoes the landscape.

e Explore finish detail options where the top floors meet the roof, to avoid an abrupt juncture.

e The “lanterns” begin to feel heavier and less crystalline than in previous iterations.

e It will be important to carefully plan landscape maintenance access.

e Carefully review path conditions and lighting for safety concerns; install emergency phone boxes.

Action:
A motion was tendered and seconded to approve design development. A vote, by both Commission and Committee, was
unanimous in favor.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:10 pm.
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ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
UNIVERSITY LANDSCAPE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
March 28, 2016

PROJECT SUMMARY: Computer Science and Engineering Phase 2
PROJECT NUMBER: 204952
PROJECT MANAGER: Kurtis Jensen

ACTION REQUIRED:  Computer Science and Engineering Phase 2, Design Development
Interim Design Review

OBJECTIVE: The project has several primary objectives, all in support of ensuring that the CSE
department is able to meet the growing demand for education in this field while maintaining its leading
position in this field. Objectives include providing a welcoming environment; creating a unified complex
for the CSE program; providing qualitative parity between the new and existing facilities; fostering
collaboration among faculty, students, and staff; and achieving a cost-effective project that enhances
campus connections and landscape.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Computer Science Engineering Phase Il building will construct a new
135,000 GSF building to provide the added capacity required to support the anticipated growth in the
College of Engineering’s Computer Science program for the next 10 years. The program includes a 240
seat lecture hall, an event space, classrooms, research space, offices for faculty and graduate students, an
advising suite, coffee shop and other associated support spaces. The facility is four stories on the
Stevens Way side with two additional below grade levels that daylight as the site slopes to the East.

The site development plan will realign and enhance Snohomish Lane to improve the connection from
upper campus to the athletic complex and make pedestrian routes more accessible. The landscape design
will compliment the surrounding campus environment and provide a natural setting for informal
interactions. The building will support bicycle friendly commuting with safe and secure bicycle storage
both inside and outside the building.

The Building massing curves along the north and south facades reducing the width at the constrained east
and west ends of the building. The building exterior is currently being reconsidered from an all-metal
panel system to a more varied material palette, likely including brick. Daylight, transparency, and a
forward-looking quality are important elements for the enclosure to demonstrate.

PROJECT FORECASTED COST: $104.6M

SCHEDULE:
Design July 2015 — November 2016
Construction January 2017 — December 2018
Occupancy January 2019

PREVIOUS ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION ACTIONS:
e Architect Selection December, 2014
e Schematic Design Approval December 2015

ATTACHMENT: Site Plan
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PLANNING & MANAGEMENT
UNIVERSITY of WASHINGTON

One Capital Plan Process

Planning Cycle

The Prioritized One Capital Plan captures three bienniums of planned projects with overall targets established for each fund source.
The Plan will be re-evaluated on a two-year cycle corresponding with the State Capital Budget Request and modified depending on

the State's actions and newly emerging priorities.

Call for Project Proposals

Capital Plan serves as
implementation plan into next
cycle

/4

6 Year Prioritized Plan / BY Budget
June

(odd years)

Legislative consideration and
approval modifies approach to
capital plan

(even years)

State Capital Budget Request

September

January

Requests are prepared working
with CPD, utilizing planning
metrics

A \

Analyze & Prioritize
May/June BOR review

(even years)

7

Budget request vetted with
Senior Administration and
Board of Regents

(even years)

Funding Targets by Source

Planning targets are set by examining historical funding trends for both total value and the intended use to ensure the feasibility of
each planning target. The Capital Plan can be adjusted based on these targets. Note funding shown below is based on the

approval date by the Regents.
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PLANNING & MANAGEMENT
UNIVERSITY of WASHINGTON

One Capital Plan Process

Campus Planning Assumptions

+ Student enrollment in Seattle (46,000 FTE) will remain flat for four years, then grow annually 1.5% - projection by 2023 is 49,000 FTE.

+ Faculty and staff in Seattle (20,200 FTE) will grow at same rate as students - projection by 2023 is 21,500 FTE.

+ Research expenditures to remain flat for the next two years, then grow at 2.5% annually

+ Percentage of students housed on campus will remain constant (currently ~18%)

+ Student enrollment at Bothell (4,900 FTE) is expected to grow to 6,100 FTE by 2020.

+ Student enrollment at Tacoma (4,600 FTE) is expected to grow to 6,000 FTE by 2023.

¢+ Current Replacement Value of the campus buildings ($6.4 billion) will grow by roughly 3% per year, plus new buildings.

Campus Planning Targets

¢+ Total square footage in Seattle should grow by roughly 1 million GSF by 2023 (not including housing, athletics, or academic partners)
+ Total square footage at Bothell (currently 700,000 gsf) should grow by approx. 200,000 gsf by 2023 at 150 sf/student

+ Total square footage at Tacoma (currently 735,000 gsf) should grow by approx. 225,000 gsf by 2023 at 160 sf/student.

+ Additional 500 beds will be needed in Seattle to maintain current on-campus percentage.

+ Capital reinvestment in existing facilities should be between 1.5-2.5% of the CRV - approx. $100M per year on the Seattle campus.

+ Deferred Maintenance backlog should be reduced in part by removing space - target approx. 150,000 sf.

Overall Capital Plan Goals

In addition to helping achieve the planning targets listed above, individual projects can be linked to larger Strategic Initiatives and
corresponding Goals and Implementation Strategies, which create a framework for the individual projects. This ensures alignment
with the Campus Master Plan, Academic Facilities Planning, and the Capital Campaign.

:>€ — &)

Strategic Initiatives Capital Plan Goals Implementation Strategy
] - Finish student housing program - Pro forma driven projects with increased equity contribution
1. Student Experience . . . . .
- Improve learning environments - Focus local/minor capital on classroom improvements
i - Accommodate growth - Create new flexible spaces, thinking of it as shell/fitout
2. Expanding our Impact . . . .
- Focus on areas of strength - Strategic renovations to capture space and improve quality
_ - Create new Innovation Districtin - Combine University investments with P3 development to
3. Innovation West Campus with partners attract private R&D activities

- Improve public realm west of 15th - Attach development of open spaces to major projects

4. Public Good and along waterfront

- Consolidate non-core functions in - Develop tower above Sound Transit for office and other
5. Transforming Administration U District to decant other sectors uses - flexible space designed for churn.

- Address infrastructure & renewal - Leverage new and existing funding sources

BOR OFFICE FOOTER





PLANNING & MANAGEMENT
UNIVERSITY of WASHINGTON

One Capital Plan Process

Strategic Alignment

The One Capital Plan can be checked against initial planning targets by aligning projects with Strategic Initiatives and funding
targets. Diagrams below show the current draft plan with heavy investments in the student experience. The bar chart shows the
current draft One Capital Plan compared to established funding targets.

Athletics/Student Life B Research Instruction W Academic Support B UW Medicine Target
| .
$1,000
$900
TRANSEORMING STUDENT EXPERIENCE gy
ADMINISTRATION STUDENT P
28% EXPERIENCE INNOVATION 7
37% $600 5161
PUBLIC GOOD .
PUBLICGOOD 5500
: e =
INNOVATION THANSFORNMING o %l
ADMINISTRATION
27% $300 $39
5200
$209
5100
56
5
State Debt Dono Local

Deferred Maintenance Needs

Based on a total replacement value of $6.4 billion for the campus buildings and grounds, the University should reinvest $100-160
million per year (1.5-2.5%CRYV) in its existing facilities - including capital projects, minor modifications and preventative
maintenance. The chart below illustrates the amount of spending projected each year relative to these targets. Any shortfall results
in increased levels of deferred maintenance in the future.

Total Investment Target

$250

Millions

$200

$169 $163

$150

$118 $123
S11
103

$100

STO o560 $65
$54 $51 $52 $52
$50

Fy1l Fyi2 FY13 Fy14 FY15 FY16 Fy17 FY18 FY19 FY20 Fy21 Fyz2 Fy23

Reinvestment — e 1.5% CRV =32 5% CRV
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