Sept ember 17, 2002

VEMORANDUM
TO The Buil di ngs and Grounds Conmmittee:
Thomas F. Farrell, 11, Chair

WIlliam G Crutchfield, Jr.
WIlliamH Goodw n, Jr.

Mark J. Kington

H. Tinmothy Lovel ace, Jr.
Terence P. Ross

John P. Ackerly, 111, Ex Oficio

and

The Remai ni ng Menbers of the Board:

Thomas J. Bliley, Jr. Gordon F. Rainey, Jr.

Charles L. d azer Thomas A. Saunders, 111

T. Keister Geer Warren M Thonpson

El si e Goodwyn Hol | and El i zabeth A, Twohy

Don R Pippin E. Darracott Vaughan, Jr., MD.
FROM Al exander G Glliam Jr.

SUBJECT: M nutes of the Meeting of the Buildings and G ounds
Committee on Septenber 17, 2002

The Buil di ngs and G ounds Conmittee of the Board of
Visitors of the University of Virginia net, in Open Session, in
the Lower East Oval Room of the Rotunda at 2:00 p.m, Tuesday,
Sepet enber 17, 2002; Thomas F. Farrell, 11, Chair, presided.
WIlliam G Crutchfield, Jr., WlliamH Goodwin, Jr., Murk J.

Ki ngton, H Tinothy Lovel ace, Jr., Terence P. Ross, and John P.
Ackerly, 111, Rector, were present.

Charles L. dazer and Gordon F. Rainey, Jr. also were
present.

Present as well were Leonard W Sandri dge, Al exander G
Glliam Jr., Paul J. Forch, Ms. Colette Sheehy, M. Yoke San
Reynol ds, Samuel A. Anderson, |11, Robert P. Dillman, M. Karen
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van Langen, Richard Guy WIlson, Robert Mje, and Ms. Jeanne
Fl i ppo Bail es.

As the Chair, M. Farrell, was delayed in traffic and asked
that the neeting be started in his absence, M. Goodwin acted as
Chair pro temuntil M. Farrell arrived.

The Chair pro tem asked Ms. Sheehy, Vice President for
Managenent and Budget, to present the Agenda.

The first six items were all on the Consent Agenda. The
first was the approval of Schwartz/Silver Architects of Boston as
the architectural firmfor the renovation of Cocke Hall. The
renovation of the structure, built in 1896 for the Departnent of
Engineering, is a $6mllion project to be paid for with bonds
i ssued by the Virginia College Building Authority. The second
itemwas a resolution approving the selection of Hartnan- Cox
Architects of Washington for the renovati on of Rouss Hall.

The third itemon the Consent Agenda was the approval of
the architectural design guidelines, prepared by the Architect
for the University, for the renovation of Crockett Hall at The
University of Virginia's College at Wse. The fourth itemcalled
for the approval of the architectural design guidelines, also
prepared by the Architect for the University for an addition to
the South Parking Garage at the Health Sciences Center.

The fifth itemwas a resolution granting a pernmanent
easenment to Clarke County for a water line and a sewer |line at
Blandy Farm The lines are on University property on Country
Club Lane, across Route 50 fromBlandy Farm The final item
approved the requesting of air rights fromthe Gty of
Charlottesville for the Enmet Street Bridge.

The six resolutions, listed bel ow, were approved by the
Commi ttee and recommended to the full Board for approval at the
Board of Visitors neeting to be held on Cctober 5'" (see the
M nutes of that neeting).

APPROVAL OF ARCHI TECT SELECTI ON FOR COCKE HALL RENOVATI ON

RESOLVED t hat Schwartz/Silver Architects of Boston,
Massachusetts, is approved for the performance of architectural
and engi neering services for the Cocke Hall renovation project.
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APPROVAL OF ARCHI TECT SELECTI ON FOR ROUSS HALL RENOVATI ON
AND COVWMERCE SCHOOL

RESOLVED t hat Hartman- Cox Architects of Washington, D.C. ,
is approved for the performance of architectural and engi neering
services for the Rouss Hall renovation and Commerce School
proj ect .

APPROVAL OF ARCHI TECTURAL DESI GN GUI DELI NES FOR CROCKETT HALL
RENOVATI ON AT THE UNIVERSITY OF VIRG NIA'S COLLEGE AT W SE

RESOLVED t hat the architectural design guidelines, dated
Sept enber 17, 2002, and prepared by the Architect for the
Uni versity, for the renovation of Crockett Hall at The University
of Virginia’s College at Wse, are approved; and

RESCOLVED FURTHER t hat the project will be presented for
further review at the schematic design | evel of devel opnent.

APPROVAL OF ARCHI TECTURAL DESI GN GUI DELI NES FOR HEALTH SCI ENCES
CENTER PARKI NG STRUCTURE

RESOLVED t hat the architectural design guidelines, dated
Sept enber 17, 2002, and prepared by the Architect for the
University, for the Health Sciences Center Parking Structure,
are approved; and

RESOLVED FURTHER t hat the project will be presented for
further review at the schematic design | evel of devel opnent.

APPROVAL OF A PERVANENT EASEMENT FOR CLARKE COUNTY ACRCSS
UNI VERSI TY OF VIRG NI A PROPERTY LOCATED AT BLANDY FARM

RESOLVED t hat the granting of a permanent easenent, dated
Septenber 17, 2002, to C arke County for a water line and sewer
line located on Country Cub Lane across Route 50 from Bl andy
Farmin darke County on property owned by The Rector and
Visitors of the University of Virginia, is approved; and

RESOLVED FURTHER t hat appropriate officers of the
Uni versity are authorized to execute said dedication and
easenent .
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APPROVAL OF CONVEYANCE OF AIR RIGHTS TO THE UNI VERSI TY
CF VIRGNNA FROM THE G TY OF CHARLOTTESVI LLE FOR THE
EMVET STREET BRI DGE

RESOLVED t hat the request for conveyance of air rights,
dat ed Septenber 17, 2002, fromthe City of Charlottesville for
the Enmet Street Bridge is approved; and

RESOLVED FURTHER t hat appropriate officers of the
University are authorized to execute such docunents as are
required to acconplish said conveyance.

The Chair, having arrived and assuned his duties fromthe
Chair pro tem asked Ms. Sheehy and M. Anderson, the Architect
for the University, to open the discussion on the itemon the
Acti on Agenda, the approval of the prelimnary design for the new
Arena. M. Robert Mje, the architect for the project,
partici pated.

A question of concern to the Cormittee had been toilets in
the suites at the Arena. Three options were presented by M.
Anderson and M. Mje: no toilets, toilets in six suites and
toilets in twenty suites. After considerable discussion, the
Committee decided on a variation of the second option: toilets
in sixXx suites, with toilets in the four “corner” suites. WM.
Goodwi n suggest ed, however, that sone suite holders at Scott
St adi um be consulted for their opinions on the question of
whether to have private toilets in suites at the Arena.

The next point of discussion was how to cope,
architecturally, with seats not being used when the Arena is
configured for use as sonething other than a basketball court.
Again there were three choices suggested: lighting to disguise
the unused seats, netting to cover them and seats which can be
retracted.

The Committee decided to ask the Arena Conmittee to
consider the matter and report back to the Board of Visitors at
the Board nmeeting in Cctober. Several Menbers made the point
that the coaching staff need to advise on the matter as well.

The Committee then adopted a resolution approving the
prelimnary design, but with its reservations on the questions of
toilets in the suites and treatnent of unused seating, and
reconmended it to the full Board for approval at the Board
meeting on Cctober 5'M.
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APPROVAL OF PRELI M NARY DESI GN FOR THE NEW ARENA

RESOLVED t hat the prelimnary design, dated Septenber 17,
2002, and prepared by VMDO Architects of Charlottesville, for the
new Arena, is approved for further devel opnent and construction

Ms. Sheehy reported briefly on the South Lawn Project: at
the nonment, the plans envision a construction project that cones
in over the budget approved by the Board of Visitors. A
reworking of the plans is in progress, however, and M. Anderson
sai d he thought sonething woul d be available for the Board to see
inthe late fall.

Ms. Sheehy also told the Committee that the clearing of the
site for the E'met Street Parking Garage is in progress.

Ms. Sheehy then introduced Ms. Yoke San Reynol ds, Vice
Presi dent for Finance, who gave a general report on the state of
Uni versity housi ng.

There are, she said, 14 residence areas conprising 136
bui l dings and 6, 600 bill able beds. Mst structures are in good
condition and assessnments of themare conducted on a regular
basis. The last audit covering all of the facilities was
conducted in 1997; deficiencies revealed in the audit wll be
corrected with funds available fromthe reserves and mai nt enance
program

There are deficiencies in the Alderman Road dormitories
that are not covered by these funds, however: these include
bui I ding infrastructures that are old and out-of-date, utilities
that are in need of upgrading, and so forth. There is also a
desire for different types of buildings and spaces for students
and for other purposes. Several alternatives for correcting
t hese deficiencies are being explored: renovation of existing
bui | di ngs, replacenent of the buildings with the addition of new
beds, enhanced renovation with the addition of progranm ng space,
and a probable mx of these alternatives.

M. Goodwi n suggested that consideration be given to
converting the Al dernman Road dormitories to the floor plans used
in the McCorm ck Road dornmitories.
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In reply to questions, Ms. Reynolds said the University spends $4
to $6m | 1ion per year in housing repairs, and takes in about
$20mi I lion a year in revenue fromroomrents.

Ms. Sheehy then introduced M. Richard Guy WI son,
Commonweal th Prof essor of Architectural History in the School of
Architecture, who gave a brief lecture to the Cormittee on Thonas
Jefferson’s ideas on architecture, as expressed in his designs
for the University. He enphasized that M. Jefferson was an
i nnovator in his tinme and no doubt would be an innovator were he
alive today. He would be inpatient today as he was two hundred
years ago with a blind adherence to the status quo in
architecture.

After adopting the followi ng notion, the Conmittee went
i nto Executive Session at 4:05 p. m

That the Buildings and Grounds Conmittee of the University
of Virginia go into Executive Session to discuss the performance
and assignnents of a specific University officer as provided for
in Section 2.2-3711 (A) (1) of the Code of Virginia.

The Committee resunmed in Open Session at 4:35 p.m, and
after certifying to the legality of their discussions in
Executi ve Session, on notion adjourned.

EXECUTI VE SESSI ON CERTI FI CATI ON

That we vote on and record our certification that, to the
best of each Board nenber’s know edge, only public business
matters lawfully exenpted from open neeting requirenments and
which were identified in the notion(s) authorizing the closed
sessi on, were heard, discussed or considered in closed session

AGG jb
These mi nutes have been posted to the University of Virginia's

Board of Visitors website.
htt p: / ww. vi r gi ni a. edu/ bov/ bui | di ngsgr oundsm nut es. ht i



