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STATE CAPITOL COMMITTEE 
Governor Inslee’s Designee Kelly Wicker, Commissioner of Public Lands Hilary Franz’s Designee Katy Talor, 

Lieutenant Governor Denny Heck, and Secretary of State Steve Hobbs,  
 

REMOTE ACCESS MEETING 
PLEASE ACCESS THE MEETING VIA THE FOLLOWING LINK: 

https://des-wa.zoom.us/s/96163371880  
 
 
 

JUNE 16,  2022 
 
 

 

Time Agenda Items Presenter Desired Outcome 
 

10:00 1- Call Meeting to Order  (SCC Chair)  

10:10 2- Approval of Minutes  (SCC Chair) Decisional- Review and approval of 
minutes for March 17, 2022, meeting 

10:15 3- Public Comment Period (SCC Chair) Informational- DES will summarize 
any public comments received. 

10:30 4- East Capitol Campus 
Pollinator Garden 

DES Staff Informational- DES will provide an 
informational update. 

10:45 5- LCM Update DES Staff Informational- DES will provide a 
status update. 

11:15 6- Executive Residence 
Security Improvements 

DES Staff Informational- DES will provide a 
status update. 

11:30 7- Capitol Campus Childcare 
Center 

DES Staff Informational- DES will provide a 
status update. 

11:45 8- Future Announcements 
and Adjournment of Meeting 

(SCC Chair)  

 
 
Upcoming Committee Meetings Schedule: 
Next CCDAC Meeting (2022 Qtr3): Thursday, September 15. 2022; 10AM 
Next SCC Meeting (2022 Qtr3): Thursday, October 20, 2022; 10AM 
 
 
Please refer to State Capitol Committee (SCC) and Capitol Campus Design Committee (CCDAC) 
websites for additional information about the 2022 meeting dates, start times, and locations.  
  
 

https://des-wa.zoom.us/s/96163371880


 
 

STATE CAPITOL COMMITTEE 
Lieutenant Governor Denny Heck, Secretary of State Steve Hobbs,  

Governor Inslee’s Designee Kelly Wicker, and Commissioner of Public Lands Hilary Franz 
 
 
 
 
 

JUNE 16,  2022 
(REMOTE ACCESS MEETING) 

 
 

2- Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
 
 
 

Draft minutes for the SCC March 17, 2022 meeting was provided  
in the today’s meeting packets. 



STATE CAPITOL COMMITTEE 
Remote Access Meeting 

March 17, 2022 
10:00 a.m. 

Draft Minutes 

SCC MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Kelly Wicker, Chair & Governor Inslee’s Designee 
Randy Bolerjack for Secretary of State  
Lieutenant Governor Denny Heck 
Katy Taylor for Commissioner of Public Lands 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
Matt Aalfs, BuildingWork Lana Lisitsa, Mithun Architecture 
Ruth Baleiko, Miller Hull Jason Marquiss, Department of Enterprise Services 
Kevin Dragon, Department of Enterprise Services Carrie Martin, Department of Enterprise Services 
Clarissa Easton, Department of Enterprise Services Chris Moore, WA Trust for Historic Preservation 
Bill Frare, Department of Enterprise Services Ray Outlaw, Floyd|Snider 
Tessa Gardner-Brown, Floyd|Snider John Saunders, S. Capitol Neighborhood Assn. 
Valerie Gow, Puget Sound Meeting Services Walter Schacht, Mithun Architecture 
Greg Griffith, Olympia Historical Society 

Call Meeting to Order - Action 
Chair Wicker called the State Capitol Committee (SCC) remote meeting to order at 10:00 a.m. 

Chair Wicker welcomed members, staff, and guests to the meeting. 

Members and staff provided self-introduction. 

Chair Wicker reviewed the agenda.  The agenda includes approval of minutes, public comments, and updates 
on the LCM Project-Pritchard Building Rehabilitation/Expansion Study and Capitol Lake-Deschutes Estuary, 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

Approval of Minutes for Joint SCC-CCDAC January 25, 2022 Meeting – Action 
Chair Wicker requested approval of the minutes of the Joint SCC-CCDAC January 25, 2022 meeting pending 
any changes or corrections. 

Lieutenant Governor Heck moved, seconded by Randy Bolerjack, to approve the Joint SCC-CCDAC 
January 25, 2022 meeting minutes as published.  A voice vote unanimously approved the motion. 

Public Comment 
Chair Wicker outlined the format for providing public testimony and invited public comments. 

John Saunders, South Capitol Neighborhood Association, thanked the committee for its leadership on the 
design for the Pritchard Building and the alternatives for consideration that are reflective of a positive outcome. 
The effort represents a great example of an effective stakeholder process that included peer review.  The 
outcome provides evidence that good input from all stakeholders including citizens can make a big difference. 
Moving forward, the Association plans to remain focused on the landscape design along the south edge of the 

NOTE: These Draft Meeting
Minutes are subject to change upon
approval of SCC at their next
regularly scheduled meeting.
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Pritchard Building site and surface parking on the site, as well as on the Newhouse Building site, which is not 
consistent with the State Capitol Campus Master Plan and Olmsted’s vision.  The Association supports a peer 
review process for the Newhouse design and seeking guidance from a landscape architect with specific 
expertise in the Olmsted design.  The primary public ceremonial entrance of the Newhouse Building should 
face north to Sid Snyder to maintain symmetry of primary entrances of the O’Brien, Cherberg, and Insurance 
Buildings.  Although the design decision has not been rendered at this time, the Association offers those 
recommendations.  The agenda packet includes some preliminary building designs that appear to lack 
continuity with other buildings within the group on West Capitol Campus.  The designs could be contrasted 
with the Helen Sommers Building located across the campus that incorporates pillars and a plaza-style entrance 
reflective of the facades of the Insurance and Legislative Buildings.  The Association is concerned that the 
preliminary information appears to fit more appropriately as a mixed use building in a commercial environment 
rather than as part of the group of public buildings dedicated to the democratic process.  He asked members to 
consider those issues during its review of the project.  The Association will continue to offer input on 
landscaping and surface parking.  He urged the committee to keep Water Street open as the current designs 
call for the closure of the street.  It appears there is no good reason to close Water Street.  The current designs 
also create barriers to bicycle access to Water Street, which is unnecessary as it impedes both bicycle and 
vehicular traffic. 

Chris Moore, Washington Trust for Historic Preservation, reported the organization is a statewide 
advocacy organization working to preserve historic buildings across the state.  He echoed Mr. Saunders 
sentiments with respect to the Pritchard Building and thanked the committee and the Executive Project Team 
for pausing and reengaging the public in the studies to review the Pritchard Building to consider ways to expand 
and rehabilitate rather than demolish the building.  In a perfect world, it is likely there would be a stand-alone 
Pritchard Building because the building is significant and important within the Capitol Campus cluster.  
However, since the world is not perfect, compromise is necessary at times.  The organization is pleased with 
the expansion and hopes the committee supports the option.  The organization plans to continue following the 
design because of the importance of articulating the new addition from the original mass and volume of the 
building to retain the existing relationship of the Pritchard Building to the Legislative Building and the 
proportional volumes represented in the group of buildings.  The organization supports the current plan as 
proposed. 

Greg Griffith, Olympia Historical Society and Bigelow House Museum, reiterated the comments of Mr. 
Saunders and Mr. Moore.  Although he has no specific comments regarding the design of the proposed 
Newhouse replacement building, his previous comments speak to his interest in the outcome of the two press 
houses slated for demolition.  He is aware some mitigation measures were proposed for the removal of the 
houses, which he supports in addition to ensuring opportunities exist for public events and programming to 
enable the public to visit and tour the press houses.  The priorities should include moving the houses offsite to 
the extent possible because both houses are historically and architecturally significant and it would be a loss 
because of the each building’s contribution to the campus and local history.  The duplex referred to as the 
Ayers Duplex is significant because of its association with the architect, Elizabeth Ayer.  It would be important 
to move the building, as well as the Carlyon House as Mr. Carlyon was a legislator, a mayor, and a prime 
mover in the design and shaping of the Capitol Campus.  Mr. Griffith supported previous comments on progress 
for preserving the Pritchard Building and is appreciative of the alternatives.  Detailed information has not been 
forthcoming at this time on the design of the renovation and addition to the Pritchard Building; however, based 
on illustrations included in the agenda packet, it is important to include more differentiation in terms of the 
massing of the buildings to ensure they are viewed as separately and distinctly as possible.  It is also important 
to consider ways to incorporate light into the current stacks while avoiding the addition of windows in the solid 
mass area to the extent possible.  Some of the initial renderings included a curtain wall façade on the south 
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side of the building, which would be a good option for incorporating light into the area of the stacks. He 
thanked the committee for enabling the process to include participation by all stakeholders. 

With there being no further public comments, Chair Wicker closed public comments.  DES did not receive any 
written public comments by the deadline of 4 p.m. on March 16, 2022. 

LCM Project-Prichard Building Rehabilitation/Expansion Study – Action 
Chair Wicker recognized DES and the design team to present findings and recommendations outlined in the 
Legislative Campus Modernization - Prichard Building Expansion and Validation Study. 

LCM Project Director Clarissa Easton acknowledged the ongoing support and participation by the previous 
speakers, their organizations, and other citizens participating throughout the process. 

Bill Frare, Assistant Director of Facilities Professional Services, reported the legislative proviso authorizing 
the project designates the SCC as the approving authority for the LCM Project-Prichard Building 
Rehabilitation/Expansion Study.  In January 2022, the committee acted on a key milestone by selecting the 
preferred alternative.  The proposal is to approve the draft LCM Project-Prichard Building 
Rehabilitation/Expansion Study report to meet the requirements of the proviso for submission to the 
Legislature and the Office of Financial Management (OFM) by the end of March 2022. 

Project Director Easton introduced Walter Schacht and Lana Lisitsa with Mithun Architecture, authors of the 
study, and Matt Aalfs, BuildingWork, serving as the DES third-party objective historic preservation consultant. 

Ms. Lisitsa reported since the committee’s selection of the preferred alternative to rehabilitate and add an 
addition to the Pritchard Building, the team has worked on details of the study and confirmed the original 
assumptions including the estimated costs that are slightly lower than the preliminary figure of approximately 
$120 million.  The team submitted the draft report documenting the work completed as part of the Pritchard 
Building Rehabilitation Validation and Expansion Study and detailed analysis of the preferred alternative to 
DES and legislative representatives.  The request is for feedback and approval of the final study as 
recommended in the report. 

Mr. Aalfs reviewed some primary goals developed for the rehabilitation of the Pritchard Building: 

 Develop an effective strategy to reuse the Pritchard Building to serve legislative functions 
 Address life safety, accessibility and building code deficiencies with minimal visual and spatial 

impact to the historic character defining features of the building 
 Restore the Wilkeson sandstone façade cladding 

Mr. Schacht spoke to the importance of considering Architect Paul Thiry’s vision for the Pritchard Building, 
as well as the building as it exists today.  The intent is restoring the glassy open quality of the reading room as 
part of the original design intent.  Although the building would be adaptively reused from the previous use as 
a library and archives to an office and public assembly building, some alterations are necessary to the reading 
room to restore the original vision of the architect and the building’s architecture.  The team considered various 
alternatives of adding a separate addition as opposed to a connected addition in the historic context and the 
original architectural vision of the reading room, which was deemed central to the connection to the historic 
capitol group.  The selection of Option A was the best solution and it respected the historic context of the 
Olmsted and Wilder and White Plans. 
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Mr. Schacht shared a diagram of Option A indicative of the general intent to differentiate between new and 
old to preserve the historic building elevation as observed from within the campus.  He shared an illustration 
of the Pritchard Building viewed from the Legislative Building with the reading room returned to its original 
glassy and open pavilion-like quality.  Another view depicted from the O’Brien Building reflected the historic 
Pritchard Building despite the addition even though the two structures reflect a unified entity. 

Mr. Schacht reviewed the major reasons for selection of Option A by the Project Executive Team and why it 
was recommended to the SCC.  The option serves as the basis for the predesign report.  It maintains the integrity 
of the Olmsted Plan, preserves the symmetrical/axial/figure-ground relationship of the historic legislative 
buildings sited along a shared open space, demonstrates the state’s commitment to stewardship of historic 
resources, retains the National Register of Historic Places status, and maximizes access, wayfinding, and 
operational efficiency by consolidating the program in a single building.  Mr. Schacht invited feedback and 
comments. 

Lieutenant Governor Heck thanked the team for their work, as the plan is outstanding. The decision would not 
have happened 14 months ago without the continued engagement and advocacy of many stakeholders and the 
leadership by the committee.  The proposal is very good for the long-term future of the campus.  It is important 
to remind everyone of the sacred stewardship responsibilities for the campus.  To consider the journey 
undertaken during the last 14 months to reach this point fills his heart with joy, humility, and gratitude. 

Lieutenant Governor Heck moved, seconded by Katy Taylor, to approve the findings and recommendations 
as outlined in the Legislative Campus Modernization Pritchard Building Rehabilitation/Expansion 
Validation Study as prepared by Mithun and dated January 25, 2022.  A voice vote unanimously approved 
the motion. 

Project Director Easton introduced Ruth Baleiko, Miller Hull, to provide an update on the status of the 
Newhouse Building Replacement project. 
 
Ruth Baleiko reported the briefing through a series of illustrations and diagrams will update the committee on 
the status of the Newhouse Building Replacement project.  She introduced Mr. Aalfs to review the goals of the 
project. 

Mr. Aalfs reported the team established some goals for the project from an historic preservation perspective.  
The first goal was development of a mitigation plan for the removal of the three buildings.  The team is working 
closely with the Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation and other stakeholders.  In accordance 
with the Capitol Campus Master Plan, another goal was clarified to ensure the Newhouse Building replacement 
building design is compatible with both the original Wilder and White Plan and the Olmsted Brothers Plan.  
The third goal is achieving the design goal of a contemporary building meeting high quality standards and 
criteria established for the project. 

The mitigation plan focuses on three areas.  The first is an analysis of existing buildings and identifying all 
materials that could be salvaged, reused, or recycled.  The team is quantifying and documenting to avoid 
disposal of or limiting the amount of material to the landfill.  The team is exploring mitigation strategies for 
the site history and context in terms of compatibility with the Olmsted Plan and the Wilder and White Plan and 
incorporating interpretative materials, art, and the history of indigenous uses.  The effort is also analyzing ways 
the mitigation plan could address the social and cultural history.  One way is the development of a 
comprehensive survey of Architect Elizabeth Ayers work.   Ms. Ayers was the architect of the Ayers Building 
and the first woman licensed as an architect in the state.  The team is also working to develop the history of 
the press corps on the campus to include oral and written histories. 
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Ms. Baleiko reported that similar to the Pritchard Building, the team is also focused on the importance of view 
corridors and axis that define the Pritchard Building but also relate to a number of buildings on the campus 
and how those building entries are oriented to the street.  The team is considering the entire pedestrian fabric 
existing on and around the campus in terms of existing conditions and those that will be maintained or restored.  
Vehicular access around the site is another consideration, as well as closure of some streets and potential 
impacts to surrounding neighborhoods and the campus. 

Ms. Baleiko displayed an illustration of the proposed building footprint with two entries under consideration 
(north and west).  She shared a preliminary landscape plan.  Some documentation includes new trees and 
existing trees to be retained.  Several large significant trees have been identified for preservation. 

The American neoclassical design has been adapted and is somewhat of a derivative from ancient classic 
architecture.  Some consistent features include scale and proportion, symmetry, and vertical modules of both 
glazing and solid systems.  Ms. Baleiko displayed several examples of existing American neoclassical design 
buildings on the campus to include the Insurance and Cherberg Buildings.  As stipulated in the predesign, the 
new Newhouse Building will be no higher than the Cherberg Building.  The illustrations serve only as a 
preliminary exploration to assist in considering the building’s entrance from the north, northwest, or the 
northwest corner.  She shared one view illustration of a preliminary example of massing of the building with 
the compatible height and the footprint within Opportunity Site 6 with existing trees.  The north entry affords 
daylight throughout the building.  The symmetry is indicative of the other buildings on campus.  The team also 
examined a west entry; however, for a number of reasons, the west entry is not the preferred option.  She 
displayed some examples depicting how American neoclassical design has evolved over time.  The team has 
been studying some of the examples that exemplify the base, column shaft, and the capital elements of the 
building. Typically, large expanses of glass or solid walls are not typical as some of the buildings featured on 
the campus and would not necessarily align with the capitol group of buildings.  Preliminary material concepts 
include mass timber floor decking serving as the structural component, light colored masonry or precast 
concrete, and finishes for exposed steel and other metal finishes. 

Ms. Baleiko shared a series of illustrations of different views from the building looking to the southeast, 
northwest, and views along Sid Snyder to the west.  The team is exploring options for sun shading to ensure 
some funds are allocated for development of shading strategy moving forward to ensure the comfort level of 
office spaces and to reduce glare and overheating within the building. 

Ms. Baleiko shared a preliminary roof plan depicting the location of equipment to ensure a net-zero ready 
building and to meet the conditions of the proviso.  Preliminary interior views depicted through computer 
drawings provide the team with design information on the placement of windows and the amount of daylight 
anticipated in the building. Another illustration was shared of the rooftop solar and potential solar installed 
over the parking lot that would be necessary to achieve net-zero energy.  However, approval from Puget Sound 
Energy would be required because of the size. 

Chair Wicker thanked the team for the update. DRAFT
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Capitol Lake-Deschutes Estuary, Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) – Project Update - 
Information 
Chair Wicker invited DES Project Manager Carrie Martin and the Floyd|Snider team to provide the update. 

Project Manager Martin introduced Tessa Gardner-Brown and Ray Outlaw who are leading the multi-
disciplinary consultant team responsible for developing the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Study.  
DES identified the estuary alternative as the likely Preferred Alternative during a joint meeting with the 
Executive and Funding and Governance Workgroups.  Additional details will be shared with the committee on 
the final EIS and how the likely preferred alternative was identified and next steps for the Funding and 
Governance Workgroup (FGWG) and the overall project schedule. 

Ms. Gardner-Brown reported the work completed between November 2021 and January 2022 was focused on 
reviewing the comments received on the Draft EIS.  More than 850 comments letters were submitted.  
Categorization of the comments resulted in more than 2,000 unique comments with the team reviewing all 
comments.  The EIS team plans to work over the next several months to update the technical analyses in 
response to the comments.  The areas of primary focus include Water Quality; 5th Avenue Bridge; Cost 
Estimates for in‐water disposal of dredged material for all alternatives; Fish & Wildlife in coordination with 
the Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) to review any additional, relevant studies related to bat impacts 
and consider potential mitigation measures and review fish‐related studies submitted by stakeholders and 
update analysis as appropriate; Navigation; Cultural Resources; Response to over 2,000 unique comments from 
Draft EIS; and Agency Coordination to confirm range of assumptions included in the Draft EIS. 

Next steps will continue coordination with agencies as needed to confirm or revisit some of the key 
assumptions included in the Draft EIS.  The team will coordinate with the US Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) and Port of Olympia on dredging assumptions, remedial actions in Budd Inlet, and alternative design 
(USACE only), the City of Olympia on the 5th Avenue Bridge, the Department of Ecology on water quality 
and remedial actions in Budd Inlet, and with WDFW on potential impacts to bats and distribution of New 
Zealand mudsnails. 

A top theme from Draft EIS comments and state legislators is a necessity to identify a funding and governance 
approach for long-term maintenance.  DES acknowledges the importance of long-term funding and governance 
for decision durability.  The charter of the FGWG is to identify the long-term funding and governance 
approach.  The workgroup developed initial recommendations that were included in the Draft EIS: 

 Existing workgroup recommendations: 
o Construction funding: state responsibility 
o Long-term funding:  Estuary: shared; Managed Lake: state; Hybrid: unknown 
o Begin workgroup meeting series in late March – invited legislative participation 
o Develop Memorandum of Agreement (or similar) to memorialize funding and governance 

approach for Preferred Alternative 

 

Ray Outlaw reviewed the process for identifying the Preferred Alternative.  The State Environmental 
Protection Act (SEPA) authorizes the lead agency wide discretion with regard to when and how to identify the 
Preferred Alternative.  That process was included in the Draft EIS.  During the committee’s December meeting, 
the team shared a list of the components for informed decision-making comprised of the following: 
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 The Draft EIS as the body of technical work that adequately discloses impacts and benefits 
 Comments on the Draft EIS that inform whether additional technical work is needed, and an 

understanding of whether additional technical work may substantively change findings in the EIS.  
Although some findings may be revised in the Final EIS, DES has concluded that the changes would 
unlikely be significant across the range of technical analyses to change the Preferred Alternative. 

 Input from engaged stakeholders on which alternative could be supported as the preferred.  (Decision 
durability) 

Ms. Gardner-Brown reviewed the decision-making criteria for the Preferred Alternative and the process the 
team used to identify the alternative.  Of the criteria, five are technical criteria the EIS project team and DES 
applied to evaluate the alternatives: 

 Project Goals – An evaluation of water quality, sediment management, ecological functions, and 
community use 

 Environmental Impacts & Benefits – Disciplines in the EIS assessed were those with significant 
impacts or benefits that are not captured in the project goals 

 Construction Impacts – Evaluated the magnitude and duration of work to include the potential 
closure of 5th Avenue 

 Environmental Sustainability – Focused on the level of active management required to meet the 
project goals, while encompassing resiliency to climate change because of its importance 

 Economic Sustainability – A comprehensive consideration of initial costs, funding opportunities, 
diversification of funding sources, long-term funding, and potential impacts should funding cease 

 Decision Durability (see below) 

Mr. Outlaw described the process for ensuring decision durability.  In December, the team requested and 
received input from each of the Executive Workgroup (EWG) member entities and members of the Community 
Sounding Board (CSB).  Membership of the EWG includes the Squaxin Island Tribe, Cities of Tumwater and 
Olympia, Thurston County, Port of Olympia, and the LOTT Clean Water Alliance.  Members of the CSB 
include 23 interested stakeholder DES convened early in the project to represent a broad range of interests to 
include both individuals and organizational representatives.  Both entities were asked to respond to an identical 
set of questions of: (1) Indicate the level of support they represented for each of the alternatives on a scale of 
1 to 10, and (2) Provide a narrative response describing what increase or decrease they support for each 
alternative to inform the overall work of the EIS, funding and governance, and other factors.  The evaluation 
included averaging each entity’s score (6 EWG and 1 CSB).  The average score for the Estuary Alternative 
was 8.1; the average score was 3.9 for the Hybrid, the average score was 3.2 for Managed Lake, and No Action 
received an average score of 1.1.  Although the Estuary Alternative scored the highest, it is important to 
consider that decision durability is one of six criteria.  The numerical score is important because it considered 
a final score whereas the alternatives evaluation against the five technical criteria continues throughout the 
development of the Final EIS. 

Project Manager Martin reported that as described, the initial evaluation of the alternatives on the technical 
criteria and decision durability input enabled DES to identify a likely Preferred Alternative.  The information 
is shared at this time to provide an update on the progress and to enable the teams to work on funding and 
governance for long-term maintenance.  The Final EIS will include a section detailing the process and the final 
outcome.  The likely Preferred Alternative is based on information available at this time, which generally 
represents probable impacts and benefits of the alternatives.  The team is tracking some information that was 
used to evaluate the alternatives that could change as the technical analysis work continues.  While some 
findings may be revised, the cumulative result of the possible changes is unlikely to be significant to alter the 
likely Preferred Alternative.  However, the likely Preferred Alternative is not a final decision and designation 
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of a Preferred Alternative prior to issuance of a Final EIS does not restrict the final decision.  The alternatives 
will be reevaluated based on new information and analysis prepared for the Final EIS.  It is expected that the 
likely Preferred Alternative as identified will be confirmed as the Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS.  All 
information evaluated as part of the robust decision-making process has lead to the identification of the Estuary 
Alternative as the Likely Preferred Alternative.  It is important to note that the work has not been completed 
and more work is necessary to deliver the Final EIS with the Preferred Alternative and the funding and 
governance approach. 

Project Manager Martin invited feedback on the information as presented.  There were no questions from 
members. 

Project Manager Martin reported DES distributed an e-newsletter to the project’s 5,000+ subscribers to share 
the current information and to provide links to materials posted on the website.  The next step is convening six 
meetings of the FGWG beginning in late March.  The goal of the workgroup’s efforts is to develop a 
memorandum of agreement to confirm and memorialize the funding and governance approach for the Preferred 
Alternative. 

Ms. Gardner-Brown reported the team’s goal is to deliver the Final EIS in fall 2022.  Current efforts include 
coordination with regulatory agencies, the FGWG, preparation of comment responses to the comments 
received on the Draft EIS, completing supplemental technical analysis, revising the discipline reports, and 
incorporating all content into the Final EIS to confirm the Preferred Alternative.  Following the issuance of the 
Final EIS, the team will present the Final EIS key findings to stakeholders. 

Lieutenant Governor Heck asked for a more specific timeline as to the release of the Final EIS in the fall.  
Project Manager Martin explained that the change in the legislative proviso requires delivery of the Final EIS 
by October 31, 2022. 

Chair Wicker thanked the team for providing the update. 

Future Announcements and Adjournment of Meeting – Action 
Information on future meetings for CCDAC and SCC is published on the DES website with meeting 
information, meeting dates, and meeting times.  DES posts all meeting agendas, minutes, and meeting packets 
as they become available.  The next CCDAC meeting is scheduled on Thursday, May 19, 2022 at 10 a.m.  The 
next SCC meeting is scheduled on Thursday, June 16, 2022 at 10 a.m.  Both meetings will be held remotely at 
this time. 

With there being no further business, Chair Wicker adjourned the meeting at 11:07 a.m. 

Prepared by Puget Sound Meeting Services, psmsoly@earthlink.net DRAFT
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Public Comments Received 
 
 
 

There were no public comments received by 4:00 PM on March 15, 2022. 
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3- Public Comment Period 
 
 
 

Instructions for Public Testimony at Meeting: 
 
1. A dedicated time of up to 20 minutes as Public Comment Period for items listed on today’s 

meeting agenda. 
 

2. Individuals may provide verbal testimony for up to 2 minutes at the sole discretion of the SCC 
Chair. 
 

3. Individuals requesting to provide testimony are requested to Type their first and last name 
using the Q&A feature within the Zoom Webinar. 

 
4. SCC Chair will recognize individuals by name using the list provided in the Zoom Webinar 

Q&A feature. 
 
5. DES Staff will request the recognized individual to act and “unmute” their own microphone 

using Zoom features.  
 

6. Failure by a recognized individual to “unmute” their microphone in a timely manner may forfeit 
opportunity to provide testimony. Forfeiture will be the discretion of the SCC Chair.  

 
7. Following completion of an individual’s testimony, DES staff will clear the individual’s name 

from the Zoom Webinar Q&A feature and will “Mute” (or turn off) the individual’s microphone 
for the duration of the SCC meeting. 

 
 
NOTE: The SCC Chair reserves the right to end the public comment period of any individual for repetitive remarks 
or testimony that is unrelated to the agenda or matters before SCC; or further, the SCC Chair may reduce the limit or 
close the public comment period based on the total number of requests, content of testimony received, or time remaining 
for the Public Comment Period. 
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4- East Capitol Campus Pollinator Garden  
 
Purpose:   Informational 
 
Sponsor(s):  George Carter III, Assistant Director DES Buildings & Grounds  
Presenter(s):  Brent Chapman, PhD, DES B&G Property Manager 
 
 
Description: 
DES Buildings and Grounds Division is installing a new pollinator garden on the Capitol 
Campus’ East Plaza. This new garden will be generally located in a landscaped area over the 
14th Avenue tunnel in the location of an existing flag bed, and focus on installing pollinating 
plants and flowers.  
 
The goal of this effort is to increase pollination locally, which occurs when pollen is moved within 
flowering plants, shrubs, trees, or carried from flower to flower by the wind or pollinators (such 
as birds, bees, bats, butterflies, moths, beetles, or other animals). 
 
DES hopes to have the opening of the garden coincide with National Pollinator Week, which is 
June 20-24. 
 
 
Next Steps: 
 
• None 

 
 
Requested Action: 
 
This is an informational item. No action by SCC is necessary. 
 
 
List of Attachments: 
 
Attachment: SCC East Capitol Campus Pollinator Garden Presentation, June 16, 2022. 
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STATE CAPITOL COMMITTEE
06 16 2022

Dr. Brent Chapman, Horticulturist and Grounds Property Manager
Buildings and Grounds

CAPITOL CAMPUS POLLINATOR GARDEN
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PROJECT PURPOSES

• Develop, install, maintain and promote a pollinator 
garden on the Washington State Capitol Campus.

• Attract invertebrate pollinators to the garden.
• Communicate with the public about how to support 

invertebrate pollinators’ diverse habitat needs.

PROJECT COLLABORATION
The pollinator garden is a collaborative and multi-disciplinary 
effort between:
• Washington State Department of Enterprise Services
• The Office of the Governor
• Washington State Department of Fish & Wildlife
• Washington State Department of Agriculture
• Woodland Park Zoo
• Xerces Society
• Local tribes (Squaxin Island, Nisqually & Chehalis)

3

4



6/7/2022

3

PROJECT LOCATION:  EAST CAMPUS PLAZA 

PROJECT LOCATION:  EAST CAMPUS PLAZA 

5
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PROJECT FUNDING

The state Legislature provided $53,000 in funding during 
the 2022 legislative session for the installation and initial 
maintenance of the pollinator garden by DES Buildings 
and Grounds staff.

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 
PHOTOS:

BED PREPARATION 

7
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PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 
PHOTOS:

NEW SOIL IMPORTATION

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 
PHOTOS:

NEW PLANTINGS
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SIGNAGE & INTERPRETATION 
8 DIFFERENT SIGNS FOR 8 DIFFERENT THEMES

PROJECT OPEN HOUSE

The Department of Enterprise 
Services and the Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 
are hosting a public open house 
for the new garden on Wednesday, 
June 22, at 9:00 am, which is part 
of  National Pollinator Week.

11
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brent.chapman@des.wa.gov 360-972-0753 des.wa.gov

THANK YOU
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State Capitol Campus Committee 
June 16, 2022 
 
 
5 - Legislative Campus Modernization Project (LCM) – Update 
 
Purpose:   Informational 
 
Sponsor(s): Bill Frare, DES FPS Assistant Director, and 

Clarissa Easton AIA, LCM Project Director 
 

Department(s): Department of Enterprise Services 
Contact:  360-280-6083, bill.frare@des.wa.gov 
 
Presenters:  Bill Frare, DES FPS Assistant Director 
   Clarissa Easton AIA, DES FPS LCM Project Director 
 
Description: 
The 2021-23 Capital Budget (SHB 1080, Section 1111) appropriated funding for the Legislative 
Campus Modernization project, which includes: 
• $11.6 million for the global LCM subproject including temporary modular leased or 

purchased facilities, site development work to include Columbia Street, stakeholder 
outreach, and historic mitigation costs. 

• $69 million for the design and construction of the Newhouse Building replacement on 
Opportunity Site 6 to include: 

 Programmatic space requirements for Senate offices and support functions; 
 Building façade similar to American Neoclassical architectural style; 
 A high-performance, net-zero building having an EUI of 35 (or less); 
 Demolition of buildings located on Opportunity Site 6. 

• $8.5 million for design of the Pritchard Building to include: 
 Programmatic space requirements for House of Representatives offices and 

support functions; 
 A high-performance, net-zero building having an EUI of 35 (or less); 
 Additional office space necessary to offset elimination of existing house 

offices for renovation of the O’Brien Building third and fourth floors. 
• $180,000 for a preservation study of the Pritchard building as a continuation of the 

predesign. 
• DES had the opportunity to sell existing Press Houses if accomplished by December 31, 

2021. RFP process yielded no proposers. 
 
SCC approved the Pritchard Validation Study on March 17, 2022. Since that meeting the 
following has been accomplished: 
• OFM approved the Pritchard Validation Study on March 31, 2022. 
• Pritchard and O’Brien Project Request for AE Qualifications was issued on April 21, 2022. 
• On May 18, 2022, Project Executive Team (PET) approved Newhouse Building 

Replacement schematic design plans for project of approximately 59,010 square feet with 
estimated construction cost of $64.5M. 
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• Pritchard and O’Brien Project AE Statements of Qualifications were received May 25, 2022. 
Interviews will be held on June 15, 2022. 

• LCM Modular Building construction has started with excavation for site utilities beginning 
May 31, 2022. 

• Pritchard and O’Brien Project Request for GCCM Qualifications was issued on June 1, 
2022. 

• LCM Non-Project SEPA Checklist was released to DES/FPS/PPD on June 1, 2022 for start 
of formal review. 

 
Previous SCC/CCDAC Actions/Recommendations: 
Enterprise Services provided an informational briefing on Legislative Campus Modernization to 
CCDAC on November 8, 2018. No action was taken by CCDAC at the meeting. 
 
Enterprise Services provided an informational briefing on the Newhouse Predesign- Phase 1, 
Problem Statement & Alternatives Analysis to SCC on January 8, 2019. No action was taken by 
SCC at the meeting. 
 
Enterprise Services provided an informational status updates regarding the Legislative Campus 
Modernization (formerly “Newhouse Predesign”) project at regularly scheduled CCDAC and 
SCC meetings held in 2019 and 2020 as part of “Capital Budget Updates” agenda item. 
 
Enterprise Services presented a project status update to CCDAC on September 17, 2020. No 
action was taken by CCDAC at the meeting. 
 
Enterprise Services presented site and building programming to identify the preferred 
development alternative(s) for Newhouse Building Replacement, Pritchard Building Renovation 
and the renovation for the 3rd and 4th floors of the O’Brien Building to SCC on October 15, 2020. 
No action was taken by SCC at that time. 
 
Enterprise Services presented the final findings and recommendations of the predesign to 
CCDAC on November 05, 2020. CCDAC recommended SCC’s approval of the predesign. 
 
SCC approved the LCM Predesign subject to the adoption of legislative budget provisional 
conditions during SCC’s March 18, 2021 Meeting, 
 
Enterprise Services provided a project status update to SCC on June 17, 2021 and December 
16, 2021. 
 
Enterprise Services provided informational updates to CCDAC on May 20, 2021; September 17, 
2021; and November 18, 2021. 
 
Enterprise Services presented DES and PET recommendation for Pritchard Validation Study 
Preferred Alternative to Joint CCDAC/SCC meeting on January 25, 2022 with unanimous 
approval received. 
 
Enterprise Services presented LCM project update to CCDAC on February 17, 2022. 
 
Enterprise Services presented LCM project update to CCDAC on May 10, 2022. 
 
Next Steps: 
• Enterprise Services will return to CCDAC and SCC for review and approval of other 

predesign elements of the project as progress continues. 
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• Enterprise Services will provide status updates and seek input from CCDAC and SCC 
during the various selection, design and construction phases of this project, as appropriate. 

 

Requested Action(s): 
N/A 

 
List of Attachments: 
Attachment 5: Legislative Campus Modernization Project presentation dated June 16, 2022. 
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LEGISLATIVE CAMPUS MODERNIZATION 
PROJECT

SCC MEETING

June 16, 2022

AGENDA

• LCM Project Status Update
• LCM Modular Building - Informational
• Pritchard and O’Brien Project - Informational
• Newhouse Building Replacement - Informational

1
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LCM Modular Building

PRITCHARD 
AND O’BRIEN 

PROJECT
AE AND 
GC/CM 

SCHEDULE

Date Activity
April 20, 2022 AE RFQ Release Date.
May 4, 2022 AE Informational Meeting Date. 
May 25, 2022 AE Submittal Due Date.
June 1, 2022 GC/CM -First publication of Request for Qualifications & Proposal for Services in 

Seattle Daily Journal of Commerce.
June 14, 2022 GC/CM Project Informational Meeting.
June 15, 2022 GC/CM The second publication of Request for Qualifications and Proposal for 

Services in Seattle Daily Journal of Commerce.
June 15, 2022 AE Interviews.
June 24, 2022 AE Selection.
June 29 – August 19, 
2022

AE Negotiations.

June 30, 2022 GC/CM Phase 1 Statement of Qualifications submittal deadline.
July 12, 2022 GC/CM Notification of “most highly qualified” companies short-listed and 

selected for interviews.

August 2, 2022 GC/CM Phase 2 Proposal submittal deadline at 2:00 PM PDT.
August 3 and 4, 2022 GC/CM Interviews.
August 5, 2022 GC/CM Notification of final selection.
By September 1, 2022 AE Contract Executed.
September 6, 2022 GC/CM Preconstruction Work Plan submittal deadline.
October 6, 2022 GC/CM Contract for Preconstruction Services is executed.

3

4



6/7/2022

3

Newhouse Replacement Project Update – June 16, 2022

INDEPENDENT HISTORIC PRESERVATION CONSULTANT

I.Develop and implement a Mitigation Plan that addresses the removal of the three 
existing buildings (Ayer Duplex, Carlyon House, Newhouse Building)

II.In accordance with the State Capitol Campus Masterplan (2006), the design of the 
Newhouse Building Replacement should:

• Be compatible with the design principles, site axes, views, and spatial
relationships of both the original Capitol Campus Masterplan by Wilder and
White (1911) and the Washington State Capitol Grounds General Plan designed
by The Olmstead Brothers (1928).

• Be compatible with the architectural character of existing National Register
buildings of the West Capitol Campus, referred to as American Neoclassical.

III.Develop the design for the Newhouse Building Replacement that meets the above 
criteria while meeting the highest quality standards of contemporary architectural 
design, environmental responsiveness, and building accessibility, safety, and durability.

GOALS FOR THE NEWHOUSE REPLACEMENT PROJECT:

5
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INDEPENDENT HISTORIC PRESERVATION CONSULTANT

I. Related to the Physical Buildings
• Further study on possible relocation of Ayer Duplex and Carlyon House
• Newhouse Building Materials salvage, reuse, and recycling
• Analyze embodied carbon materials reused and diverted from landfill

II. Related to the Site History and Context
• Develop a landscape plan that respects the Olmsted heritage
• Incorporate interpretive materials and public art
• Consider how to incorporate Indigenous history and uses

III. Related to the Social and Cultural History and Context
• Commission historian to develop a survey or Architect Elizabeth Ayer’s work
• Conduct interviews and oral histories of key members of the Press Corp
• Ensure that oral histories and interpretive materials are available to public

OUTLINE OF RECOMMENDED MITIGATION PLAN 
FOR NEWHOUSE BUILDING REPLACEMENT PROJECT:

7
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bill.frare@des.wa.gov
clarissa.easton@des.wa.gov

360-280-6083
360-701-0088

www.des.wa.gov

THANK YOU!

1806022022

17

18



 
 

State Capitol Campus Committee 
Lieutenant Governor Denny Heck, Secretary of State Steve Hobbs,  

Governor Inslee’s Designee Kelly Wicker, and Commissioner of Public Lands Hilary Franz 
 
 

JUNE 16,  2022  
(REMOTE ACCESS MEETING) 

 
 

6- Executive Residence- Security  
Improvements Update 

 
 

INFORMATIONAL ITEM 



 
 
 

Washington State Department of Enterprise Services Page 1 of 1 
 

State Capitol Campus Committee 
June 16, 2022 
 
 
6- Executive Residence- Security Improvements Update 
 
Purpose:   Informational 
 
Sponsor(s):  Matt Jones, Assistant Director, DES Campus Security & Visitor Services 
Presenters:  Matt Jones, DES Campus Security & Visitor Services 
   Bob Willyerd, DES FPS Planning and Project Delivery  
 
 
Description: 
On January 6, 2021, a group of individuals gained unauthorized access to the Executive 
Residence grounds, and began to move back and forth through gates and over the existing six-
foot fence line. Post incident analysis in collaboration with the Washington State Patrol led to 
requesting and receiving funding to enhance the security along perimeter of the Executive 
Residence grounds. 
 
Through that collaboration, a plan was developed to install an embassy-style fence around the 
perimeter of the property. Other planned safety measures include additional surveillance 
cameras as well as lighting improvements. The additional lighting will be designed to not cause 
nuisance to the Executive Residence and surrounding properties.  
 
 
Next Steps: 
 
• None 

 
 
Requested Action: 
 
This is an informational item. No action by SCC is necessary. 
 
List of Attachments: 
 
Attachment: SCC Executive Residence Security Power Point Presentation, June 16th, 2022. 
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Executive Residence 
Security Improvements

(Video Surveillance, Lighting, Fencing, Gates, and Bollards)

State Capitol Committee

June 16, 2022

Basis for the Project:

• Executive Residence property has experienced multiple security breaches
in 2021-22

• On January 6, 2021, a group gained unlawful entry of the Executive
Residence Property and began to move back and forth through gates and
over the existing six-foot fence line.

• In the past, the property has experienced other situations where individuals
have climbed over the perimeter fence to gain access onto the property.

• Washington State Patrol and Governor’s Office received funding to enhance
security of the property’s perimeter.

• These enhancements generally include:
– Installation of new embassy-style fencing,
– Installing a high-speed crash resistant gate and bollards at the main 

entrance.
– Increase the number of and type of perimeter cameras.
– Install additional lighting along the perimeter and within interior grounds.

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE           
SECURITY PROJECTS

1
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Example of Perimeter Fencing

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE           
SECURITY PROJECTS

Questions?

For more information, please contact:

Matt Jones, Assistant Director 

Campus Security & Visitor Services

matt.jones@des.wa.gov

Bob Willyerd, Project Manager

FPS Planning and Project Delivery Program 

bob.willyerd@des.wa.gov

Thank you
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State Capitol Campus Committee 
June 16, 2022 
 
 
7- Capitol Campus Childcare Center- Progress Update 
 
Purpose:  Informational 
 
Sponsor(s): Bill Frare, DES FPS Assistant Director 
 
Contact(s):  Oliver Wu, Sr. Project Manager, (360) 407-8534, oliver.wu@des.wa.gov 

Kevin Dragon, Program Manager, (360) 407-7956, kevin.dragon@des.wa.gov 
 

Presenter(s): Oliver Wu, Sr. Project Manager 
 

 
  
Description: 
The Capitol Childcare Center project is a facility planned to serve 75 to 100 children for State 
Employees on the State Capitol Campus. The facility is located at the Old IBM Site on the State 
Capitol Campus as outlined in the approved predesign.  
 
A progressive design-build process for delivery of this facility is nearing completion. The project 
team included representatives of Enterprise Services, Office of the Governor, and the 
Department of Children, Youth, and Families (DCYF), and representatives of the Walsh/Mahlum 
Design Build team. This team reviewed the programmatic and space use requirements outlined 
in the approved predesign, and completed a Program Alignment phase.  
 
With an emphasis to optimize value and efficiencies in the design and construction process, this 
project team participated in a series of full-day collaborative workshops with cross-disciplinary 
representation. The team reviewed the guiding principles outlined in the state’s master plans; 
design standards established by Enterprise Services and DCYF; recommended best practices 
for the design of child care centers; and specific objectives for the project, such as quality 
childcare programming, low carbon impact, material health, durability and life-cycle value. 
 
This team also examined the following key site design considerations: 

• Campus Context/Gateway 
• Site Sustainability and Solar Access 
• Child-Centered Early Learning  

 
A second series of workshops began on October 29, 2019. These micro-programming 
workshops are intended to advance and refine the Basis of Design, and further leverage the 
collaborative multi-disciplinary approach for design and construction. 
 
The project team met with the City of Olympia. This meeting was to introduce the project to the 
city’s regulatory and planning staff. Pre-submission and stormwater scoping meetings were held 
to review City expectations and priorities for regulatory submittals processes and applicable 
permitting. 
 

mailto:oliver.wu@des.wa.gov
mailto:kevin.dragon@des.wa.gov
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The team completed a “project-specific” SEPA checklist, and reviewed preliminary findings with 
the City, the Department of Historic Preservation and other regulatory and special interest 
groups in advance of checklist’s submittal for the SEPA review process. The SEPA process was 
completed in 2020. 
 
The majority of construction was completed in September 2021. This included an addition of a 
solar photovoltaic system funded by a grant from the Department of Commerce. With the 
addition of this solar system, the project achieves fully a Zero Net Energy Ready status. It is 
also pursuing LEED Gold, and the determination for that will occur in 2022. 
 
The project currently is 90% furnished, waiting on select furniture items that has been held up in 
the global supply chain crisis. Complete 100% furnishing is expected in July 2022. 
 
SCC and CCDAC Previous Actions/Recommendations: 
CCDAC recommended SCC approval of the Childcare Center Predesign on September 20, 
2019. The predesign included the Old IBM “Right Sized Old IBM Site Development Option” as 
part of the findings and recommendations.  
 
SCC approved the Capitol Childcare Center Predesign during its regularly scheduled meeting 
held on October 18, 2019. 
 
Enterprise Services provided a “project status” briefing to CCDAC and SCC during the Joint 
Committee Meeting held on September 19, 2019, and provided a design status update to 
CCDAC on November 7, 2019. No actions were taken by either committee at these meetings. 
 
Enterprise Services provided a design status update to SCC on December 12, 2019. No actions 
were taken by the committee at this meeting. 
 
Next Steps: 
Playground revisions will continue through August 5, 2022. DES will continue to pursue a 
contract with a childcare provider with a target date of end of July 2022. 
 
Enterprise Services will provide status updates to both CCDAC and SCC upon request. 
 
 
Requested Action: 
This is an informational item. No action by SCC is requested at this time. 
 
List of Attachments: 
Attachment Capitol Campus Childcare Center– Presentation, prepared by DES and dated June 
16, 2022. 
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Capitol Campus Childcare 
Center

June 16, 2022
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ENERGY
PERFORMANCE

Zero Net Energy

All Electric

INTERIOR
PROGRESS

• Fully furnished with the core 
elements of an early learning 
classroom space
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EXTERIOR
PROGRESS
Nature Based Playgrounds 
• Some revisions will be 

made to comply with 
licensing requirements

• Nature-based theme will 
remain

THANK YOU

oliver.wu@des.wa.gov 360-407-8534 www.des.wa.gov
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8 - Future Announcements and  
Adjournment of Meeting 

 
 
 

Next Regularly Scheduled Meetings: 

• CCDAC Meeting will be Thursday, September 15, 2022 at 10 AM. 

• SCC Meeting will be Thursday, October 20, 2022 at 10 AM. 
 
These meetings are planned to be held via remote access.  
 
Please be sure to visit the State Capitol Committee or Capital Campus Design 
Committee websites for up-to-date meeting information. 
 
Future agendas, past minutes and meeting materials will be posted to these 
websites as they become available. 
 
 
 
 

THANK YOU FOR PARTICPATING IN TODAYS MEETING! 
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