AGENDA # 8
City of Madison, Wisconsin

REPORT OF: URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION PRESENTED: January 13, 2016

TITLE: 6001 Gemini Drive — PD(GDP-SIP) for , REFERRED:
“Grandview Commons Town Center.” 3"

Ald. Dist. (39063) REREFE RI{ED
REPOliTED BACK
AUTHOR: Alan J. Martin, Secretary ; ADOPTED \ POF:
DATED: January 13, 2016 ;ID NUMBER:

Members present were: Richard Wagner, Chalr Sheri Caﬁer Dawn O’Kroley, Chff Goodhart Lois Braun-
Oddo and John Harrington. , ‘

*This item was taken out of order at the request of Alder Hall.*

SUMMARY:
< \

This project pre ated the new Zonmg (%de_ and was a groundbreakmg project. In 2014 they expanded the
project with the addltlon of 70 acres to the ‘ryierth and have been working to implement a broad spectrum of
different initiatives in this nelghborhood for ho'g sing, park space and transportation. Realizing the town center
has been the most dlfﬁcult aspect. Workmg with City staff to refine the plan for the town center created a much
more compact mixed-use Walkable dlstnct framed around the streets. They have tried marketing what was
approved for the “B Block™ for many years but have gotten no interest from potential renters/lessees. They
have arrived at a crossroads and need' o refine the previous approval in order to continue the built environment.
The resultmg pattern presented has b ldmgs out to the street four—51ded archltecture sidewalk connections,

spine is shown through the entire site, a plaza space has been created on the western side of the spme with shade
and a gathering area, and a public space along North Star Drive. The retaining wall along North Star creates
additional steps in that elevation that is softened with landscaping and creates a more open setting on this side.
Additional height has been incorporated as well to add second story mezzanine space on North Star Drive.

Comments and questions from the Commission were as follows:

¢ Something more exciting could be substituted for the small ornamental trees.
e The planters almost feel tacked along that wall.
e BS5 is still my biggest issue with this.

January 22, 2016-p-F:\Plroott WORDP\PLA\UDC\Reports 2016\0113 16reports&ratings.doc




o One of the big challenges on this site is the grade. We looked at relocating BS but it would have
to come way up in relationship to Gemini Drive and creates a lot of issues of trying to get this
area to come down to Gemini and have ADA routes. Turning that lifts everything up. The other
thing you see in the report is that Traffic Engineering is insisting that this line up, that is a
condition of approval, which doesn’t leave us a lot of room to move that building up into that
position without reducing that. It’s a compromise.

o We looked at a lot of iterations of this. We looked at the geology of the site, but because of that
and some other aspects of the site, it just didn’t work.

e The corner of B5 is higher?

o Yes. We reached out to the Compass Group and had them take a look to see if we could receive
certification, and the answer was no. But there are some potential things we could integrate from
that, and learn from that, so we have been looking at these to double check. We did end up back
where we started at the end of the last presentatlon, but it’s not without havmg gone through a lot
of additional analysis to see what could be done.-

e You could get rid of some of the parking spaces. and put in some shade {rees.

o Idon’t disagree. But in talking to possﬂ)le tenants, we hear that there is not enough parking and
not enough circulation through the site."\We’re trying to create a hybnd new urbanist town center
that is still within the context of the reahty of the retallers, and they re dnvmg a lot of those
decisions. We agree, less parkmg would be great. “

e You have some greenspaces where maybe you could re !
e I’d like to see more trees on that southern edge \
e When you sit down with Trafﬁc Engmeenng, )i thmk thelr ¢

Gemini Drive. <

o That actually emsts What’s dlfferent is we. vére trymg to encourage a crosswalk connection
there, and that may be somethmg that they don t support, But the parking itself is already built.
One of the thmgs we’ll be domg next is' gomg back to all the departments and making sure we
understand all the: comments We fully 1ntend to fight for and keep that parking.

e You have t6 have two. dnveways? .

o Yes, and it’s rea]ly a function of how we get ﬁre access on the backside.

o The staff report talks about the apphcant revising plans to meet LEED goals or premium standard or the
Architecture 2030 challenge or other .how can a city require that?

o (Wendt) At this point in time in conversation, basically the PD requirement, there’s language in
the standards that dlscuss sustalnablhty measures, it’s looking to some sustainability measures
“such as, » rather than requmng that. As Brian has stated, they had a consultant go through the
development\and gettmg gold or platmum literally is impossible for them. Even getting
certification is Vlrtually impossible, we’ve discussed this with the applicant and staff is going to
have to soften and modlfy that comment. We’ll be working with the applicant to figure out their
“laundry list” of sustainable measures they’re providing and how does that fit in to the ask of the
Planned Development.

o Of 110 points, 82 are not possible.

\,\,:‘\ent of not allowing any parking along

ACTION:

On a motion by Harrington, seconded by Goodhart, the Urban Design Commission GRANTED FINAL
APPROVAL. The motion was passed on a vote of (5-0). The motion provided for the following:

o More serviceberries.
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e Add more shade trees to the north/south pedestrian walkway crossing the center of the surface parking
lot, eliminate stalls and/or rearrange bays of stalls to add more canopy trees at the junctures of the
pedestrian walkway, which is dominated by parking stalls.

Add more canopy trees along the southern edge of the parking lot.

Rethink that middle corridor, whether pear is the right tree there; add more Serviceberry and shade trees.
Think of ways to give that corridor some definition.

The Plan Commission shall strongly consider the recommendation of the Urban Design Commission to
keep the parking in the right-of-way along Gemini Drive.

e Look at plantings that don’t provide much impact.

No rankings were provided for this project.
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URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION PROJECT RATING FOR: 6001 Gemini Drive
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Parks, Timothy

From: Tina Fatke

Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2015 9:52 PM

To: Hall, Amanda

Cc: Demarb, Denise; Cornwell, Katherine; Parks, Timothy
Subject: Grandview Town Center - in support

Greetings,

We very strongly support the DSI plans for the Grandview Town Center. Having moved to
Grandview Commons ten years ago expressly because of the plans for walkable stores and
restaurants, we feel the current design fulfills the promise of a vibrant local commercial
community. This neighborhood is not in need of any more apartments, and we do not see how
taller buildings would make the businesses more viable or more attractive. In fact, we find
the current plans (the most recent illustrations) to be very nice. We like the design of the
buildings and how the layout places the parking off the street, with buildings lining the
sidewalks and streets. It’s true the plans have evolved over the years, but this only makes
sense as the needs and economics of an area change. Ultimately, we would prefer a grouping
of lower, single-use businesses, then the open field which has remained unchanged for ten
years. Note that we were also in favor of the Metro Market grocery store and feel that our
lives - as well as the neighborhood - have greatly benefited since the store opened.

Sincerely,
Rick and Tina Fatke
602 Apollo Way




