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des ign  –  bu i l d  a t  UCDAVIS  
• how UCD views design-build as a delivery method  
• successes and challenges of using design-build on the campus 
• how UCD determines what projects will be considered for 

design-build  
• future volume of design-build work at UCD in the next 5 years 



Segundo  Nor th  
TEAM: Walsh & Forster Inc /Master Architect: Mogavero Notestine Associates  
METHODOLOGY: Bridging documents 
COST: $22 million 
FEATURES: dormitory: 370 new beds, lounges, laundry facilities, study rooms 



Gied t  Ha l l  
TEAM: Flintco / MFDB Architects Inc. 
METHODOLOGY: Bridging documents, Best Value Selection 
COST: $7.5 million 
FEATURES: state of the art educational facility including two classrooms, 
three lecture theaters 



Cen t ra l  P lan t  Ch i l l e r  &  Coo l i ng  Renewa l  
TEAM: Perryman Mechanical / Turley & Associates 
METHODOLOGY: Performance documents 
COST: $8 million 
FEATURES: replaced old steam chiller with a new high efficiency electric 
chiller, $1 million energy savings per year 



Oxford  C i r c l e  D in ing  Commons  
TEAM: Valley Commercial / Mogavero Notestine Associates   
METHODOLOGY: Bridging documents, Best Value Selection 
COST: $6.6 million 
FEATURES: LEED Gold CI, 5 specialty food platforms, outdoor balcony 
seating, convenience store and solar thermal panels 



Cen t ra l  P lan t  Renewa l  &  Ene rgy  
Improvemen t   
TEAM: Airco Mechanical / Airco  
METHODOLOGY: Performance documents 
COST: $7.8 million 
FEATURES: saves $2 million a year in energy costs 



Was tewa te r  Trea tmen t  P lan t  Expans ion  
TEAM: Syblon & Reid / Psomas Engineering 
METHODOLOGY: Performance documents 
COST: $7.65 million 
FEATURES: added plant capacity to support campus growth 



Gradua te  Schoo l  o f  Managemen t  
TEAM: Sundt Construction, Inc. / Sasaki 
METHODOLOGY: Performance documents, Best Value Selection 
COST: $34.2 million 
FEATURES: LEED Platinum, ground source heating/cooling, 100% ventilation 
air, daylighting, photovoltaics, rain screen construction 



Brewer y,  Wine r y  &  Food  P i l o t  Fac i l i t i e s  
TEAM: BNBuilders / Flad Architects 
METHODOLOGY: Performance documents, Best Value Selections 
COST: $16 million 
FEATURES: LEED Platinum, rainwater capture and reuse, 100KW 
photovoltaic array,  heat recovery mechanical system 



Segundo  Se r v i ce s  Cen te r  
TEAM: McCarthy / WRNS Studio 
METHODOLOGY: Bridging documents, Best Value Selection  
COST: $23 million 
FEATURES: LEED Gold, green roof, photovoltaics, ASUCD offices, student 
housing offices, computer labs, lounges, convenience store  



S tuden t  Commun i t y  Cen t e r  
TEAM: Flintco / MFDB Architects Inc. 
METHODOLOGY: Bridging documents, Best Value Selection 
COST: $13 million 
FEATURES: LEED Gold/Platinum, daylit spaces with high efficiency lighting, 
student group offices, classrooms, computer lab, café, dual duct HVAC system 



Te r ce ro  I I I  ( i n  p r o g r e s s )  
TEAM: Sundt Construction / EHDD Architects 
METHODOLOGY: Performance documents, Best Value Selections 
COST: $88.4 million 
FEATURES: dormitory:1,200 new beds, lounges, laundry facilities, study 
rooms; lecture hall, delivery of heat and hot water from waste heat, targeting 
LEED platinum 



J e s s  S .  Jack son  Wine r y  ( i n  p r o g r e s s )  
TEAM: Pankow Builders / Siegel & Strain Architects 
METHODOLOGY: Performance based, competition 
COST: $2.6 million 
FEATURES: High performance, passive building, zero net energy, flexibility 
for utilities and building expansion 



Mus i c  I n s t r uc t i on  &  Rec i ta l  Bu i l d ing  (future) 
MASTER ARCHITECT: HGA 
METHODOLOGY: Bridging documents, Best Value Selection  
COST: $9 million 
FEATURES: 400 seat recital/instructional hall, music teaching studio, 
practice rooms, LEED Gold 



Un i ve r s i t y  Ex t ens ion  ( f u t u r e )  
 

Cas t i l l i an  Ha l l  ( f u t u r e  3 r d  p a r t y  c o n t r a c t )  
 

Orchard  Pa rk  ( f u t u r e  3 r d  p a r t y  c o n t r a c t )  
 

M i s ce l l aneous  Renova t ions  ( f u t u r e )  
 

M i s ce l l aneous  I n f ra s t r uc tu re  ( f u t u r e )  



Di s cus s ion  
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