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Introduction

B June 2010, Isthmus Architeeture, Inc. was selected 1o develop a Barrier Free Access Study for
the Historical Society Headquarters in Madison, Wisconsin. The Headquarters Building is located
at 810 State Street, Madison; on the lower campus of the University of Wisconsin in Madison.
The building houses the Society’s fibrary and archives as well as the offices of most of the Society’s
programs,

The intent of this study is o analvze all of the existing entrances and possible entrances on the
North, South, East and West lacades; and 10 develop a recommendation for a barrier free entry
; , 7 ! )
that would meet the goals of the Historical Society and commply with the current American with
& 7 ety P
Disabilities Act (ADA) guidelines. The Society’s primary goal is to improve the accessible entry
into the building which will become the main entrance into the building, The Society’s secondary
goal is 10 restore the Fast Intrance 1o its original historic lavout and appearance as a monnmenial
entrance,

The production of this study acknowdedges the commitment of the Historical Society and the
State of Wisconsin 10 preserve its building’s historical significance while developing a sensitive,
ereative, and lunctional solution for present day programming and code issues and a continued
connection to the surrounding carmpus.

Figure 1.0 (cover} Fast Entrance 20H0



Methodology

The process of developing the Barrier Free Access Study included setting goals, undertaking an
analysis ol the historic plans and understanding the evolution of the existing entries.  Tn the
process the team conducted a site survey of the fum principle entrances at each facade, North,
South, Fast and West; then sketched multiple options for each location and identified key issues
associated with each option, which led to the development of two probable options that were
further developed.

The process began with a meeting with select Historical Society staff 10 discuss the first steps in
identilving goals, defining usage patterns and exploring ideas.  One week later, in June, the
architectural team conducted an on site survey of the existing building entries and adjacent
interior and exterior areas. The site measurements were m[egmied with historic plans 10 create the
base plans for the study.

One month alter the survey, a second meeting with sefect Historical Society stall and a Division of
State Facilities representative was held 1o review the accessible entry concept sketch options
{dated 7-7-10) at each fagade. Al probable options were laid out for discussion, even those that
had serious functional and historical issues.  During the review, the Histor ical Soci iety goals
outlined in the first meeting were closely foltowed and discussed. Two options came out o[ the
discussion to the forefront as the hest probable solutions,

With the concept sketch review meeting complete, the architectural team continued with the
development of the two probable options in AutoCAD.  Tivo weeks later. the probable options
(dated 7-20-10) were presented at a third meeting with seleet Historical Society staff including
Sam Rowe. a physically challenged emplovee at 1h(> Society. Sam. adarmanily but (.omieotubiy,
explained his aversion (o the use of mechanical lifts, which was a prominent aspect to one of the
concepts. It was decided to omit the lifts and modify the concept o include a ramp sequence,
which was redrawn and resubmitied to the team (dated 7-22-10).

One month after the submission of the revised probable option, the fourth and linal meeting with
select Historical Society stall and a Division of State Facilities representative was held to review
the Dralt Barrier Free Study.  This meeting consisted of a presentation of the overall study
composition, review ol cost estimates sul)rml!ed by IP Cullen and Sons for the two §):0i)<1!)le
options, and the discussion of the weam’s conclusion for the most optimal Barrier Free Fntey

(dated 8-25-10).



Building Enirance Overview

General

The Historical Society Headquarters Building is located at 810 State Street, Madison on the [ower
campus of the University of Wisconsin - Madison. The North elevation faces Langdon Street, the
Last elevation faces library mall, the West elevation faces Park Street. and the South elevation
faces the State Street pedestrian mall.

The building sits elevated above library mall and the city sidewalk on three sides, the North,
South and Fast elevations. A secondary level change occurs on the North, South and Fast
efevations and is surrounded by a stone balustrade. For purposes of this report it will be referced
1o as the “walk.” From this level, the building’s first floor is approximately 4°-27 higher on the
north and 3°-67 higher on the South and Fast entrances,

The site slopes up towards Park Street where the city sidewalk is within 6 inches of the 1965
addition’s first (loor. As a result at the fourth side, West efevation, there is a 6™ level change
between the city sidewalk and first floor at this elevation,
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The closest accessible parking lot is at the Memorial Union across Langdon Street. The closest
city parking garage is the State Street Campus Ramp on Frances and Lake Streets. The closest
street parking is on Langdon Street, Therefore, the closest accessible parking is North and East of
the building.

The existing wheelchair accessible entry ramp into the building is located on the East Elevation.
There is an accessible drop ofl area in the North stalf parking lot. Currently there are two possible
accessible routes: the first accessible route approaches lrom the North city sidewalk up a ramp o
the building walk and around the building’s Northeast corner (o the East entry. The Historical
Society Sldﬂ alse use this path around !he Northeast corner of the building exterior in order o
bring wheeled equipment/carts into the building from the North staff p(ukmgﬁ lot, except they

\\ouid access the North walk at building down a ramp from parking lot. Tt is not a favorable
route for the stalf. The second accessible route approaches from the Southeast at Library Mall to
the building walk and around the Southeast corner of building to the East ramp,

Currently, the entrance usage is evenly distributed hetween Last, South and North. Typically, the
North and South entry doors unlock at 7:45 am for staff entrance. A card reader is located at the
Last Iintrance ramp for “closed” hour access.

Original Historical Configurations

In 1896, following a design competition, Ferry & Clas Architects of Milwaukee Wisconsin was
commissioned o design a jomt library for the University and the Society.  The monumental
entrance, a loggia comprised of three adjoining masonry arches, was located on the nast facade.
The three opening rhythm of the loggia continued into the building by three pairs of doors
connecting the l()ggia {0 the eniry vestibule and another three pairs of doors conneating the eniry
vestibule o the building lobby.

There were also prominent entrances on the other three facades. The North and South Tuntrances,
on axis with each other, were articulated by a single masonry arch. The West entry, on axis with
the monumental Fast Eatr ance, was also articulated by a single arch,

Below, the entrances are discussed per facade in order 10 understand the work that has altered
each ety and its adjacent surrounds since the building’s original completion in 1900, 1t is a list
of chronological work per fagade. There were three identifiable project periods that affected these
areas; the first in 1954, the second in 1905, the third in 1975, The most significant to the overall
building configuration was the 1965, T-shaped addition by Siberz. Parcell & Cuthbert Architects
of Madison, Wisconsin. It in-filled the original central U-shaped court and added storage and
exhibit space in the basement, an auditorium on the {irst floor and stack areas on the second and
third floors. The other two periods will be explained at the corresponding entrance.



Figure 1.1 First Floor Plan, 1896. (Courtesy Wisconsin FHistorical Sociey
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Current North Entrance

The north parking lot was part of the 1965 T-shaped western addition; built on top of a new

basement storage area. It included the addition of a loading dock cut through an existing
el feel o ) Pl

masorry window opening at fiest floor level, a receiving room and a [reight elevator. Gurrenily,

ten parking spaces are available ins the lot.

The parking fot slopes down in an eastwardly direction starting at the city sidewalk level at Park
Street down fo the loading dock, At its lowest level it is still considerably higher than the walk at
the building base. On the north edge there is a 5 foot wide planter separating the parking from
the pedestrian walk with stone walls ory the sidewalk side and conerete walls on the parking side.

The North Tntrance has two exterior concrete ramps, the lower ramp connects the level change
from city sidewalk up to the walk at the buildings base, and the upper ramp connects the level
change from building base o the parking lot. The ramps were designed by State of Wisconsin
Department of Administration Burean of Fadilities Management, BI'M, dated May 1975, The
lower ramp from eity sidewalk removed a portion of the original granite stairs, and the upper
ramp to parking fot removed a portion of the original balustrade.  Neither meets current code
slope requirements of 1:12.

Current Last Entrance

In 1954, when the University moved their library functions from the building, significant interior
remodeling occurred throughout the building. At that. time, the {Tanking door pairs at either side
of the central entrance doors were in-filled with masonry and stone. thus altering the transition
from loggia 10 entry vestibule. Coat rooms were built at these two flanking locations. They were
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constructed above the original marble stairs that stretched the length of the entry vestibule. Thus,
approximately a third of the original entry stairs at the center of vestibule are visible and usable
for pedestrian entrance. The areas designated for coat rooms are currently landings with half
height walls on either side of the central stair.

The existing Fast accessible entry ramp was designed and installed by BFM in May of 1975. It
consists of two sections of ramp; one on the exterior and one in the interior, neither of the ramps
meet the current accessibility codes for slope. The exterior concrete ramp connects the walkway
at the buildings base to an intermediate landing at the southern loggia masonry arch. Two
original granite slabs, loggia marble floor pattern and door heights were altered to accommodate
the new floor height. After 35 years of exposure to the elements, the exterior concrete ramp is
deteriorating. The interior portion of the ramp connects the intermediate landing to the first floor
level in the defunct coat room area.
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Figure 1.3 (right) East Entrance 2010

Current South Entrance

The brick terrace, including the balustrade. was part of the 1965 T-shaped addition and was built
over new museurn exhibit space in the basement. Tt is thought that the balustrade foundation wall
is an extension of the southern basement exterior wall; however, further investigation is needed to
confirm,  The terrace is an intermediate level between the walk at the building base on the
Southeast, Fast and Northeast and the city sidewalk level at Park Street.

BEryAHioN OF CRersinTE ST0E EHTRANGES 2% ‘ﬁ*‘
Figure 1.4 (left) South Entrance Elevation (North is similar), 1896. (Courtesy Wisconsin Historical Society)
Figure 1.5 (right) South Entrance 2010



Current West Entrance

The 1965 T-shaped addition in-filled the original centeal west courtyard with an auditorium
transforming what was once a grand entrance into what is considered now the back door.
Another resultant was the loss of an entrance with close proximity to the main lobby. The
separation of the West Entrance from the main lobby renders this entrance incompatible with the
accessibility goals set forth by the team.

Sketch Study Options

Synopsis of Skeich Entrance Scenarios

Fach entrance discussion reflects the conclusions reached at the work sessions in relation to the
presented drawings attached in Appendix A, Reference pages R-T and R-I will aid the readler in
location each option and provide an overview of the changes in elevation at each entrance. The
concept sketch options, ranging from insensitive to historically sensitive options, deliberately
studied a wide spectrum of possibilities for barrier free building entry.

The East and West Fntrance options were eliminated after the concept sketch stage. While the
North and South Entrances were developed [urther into the probable option stage. The entirety of
the study per Entranee is listed below.

cast Entrance
The concept sketch study below is in conjunction with Appendix A, drawings I5-1. E-I. F-ITand

BTV dated 7/7/10.

Kast Ilntry Drawings E-Tand Ii-H
o Creating a new entry through window at left side of main entry loggia is unfavorable due
to the disruption of the existing East fagade symmeury.
o Restoring the Fast entry three door pairs is very desirable.
o Taking space out of storage room, potentially nsable space is unfavorable.

ILast Iontry Drawine IE-I11
. [l
o Creating an T-shape exterior ramp would garner some merit for this design.

o Taking space out of the storage room is unfavorable, but the accessible corvidor could
serve as a separate entry after building hours lor a futare calé ete.

e Placing the entrance door on the interior side of the loggia and not on the front facade is
much more unobirusive.

e Restoring 2 of the 3 pairs of door openings is not desirable

ast intry Drawing E-1V
*  Not a favorable option because it destroys the overall character of the main exterior entry
stoops and because of the significant length of the interior ramp.
s Restoring 2 of the 3 pairs of door openings is not desirable



West Enfrance
The concept sketeh study below is in conjunction with Appendix A, drawing W-1. dated 7/7/10).

West nory Drawing W-1
e Not a viable option because of the significant distance and separation between the Park
Street entry and the main lobby.

North Entranee
The concept sketch study below is in conjunction with Appendix A, drawings N-L N-IL N-1IT and
N-1V dated 7/7/10.

North Entry Drawing N-1

o Restoring original stair between city sidewalk and walk is favorable.

¢ Repurposing of existing planting area as ramp while maintaining western portion of
planter 10 sereen parking lot from adjacent eity sidewalk at its highest elevation is
favorable.

o Fxisting parking can be re-striped for accessible parking spot.

s Suggest to add stairs for direct access from parking to building walk towards entry.

o There is currently excess space on the west side of the Sellery Room. The kitchen can
possibly be relocated 1o the north of the [reight elevator or in the existing closet. The
kitchen needs to function for light catering {dishwasher and plate storage).

+  Lowered new entry vestibule will require structural reconfiguration below.

o The exterior window masonry opening extended for a door is the most significant change.

s Minimal interior reconfiguration. Use of existing door into Fntry corridor is optimal,

o Lift is optimal location for stall 10 access existing parking with cars and supplies as
alternate (o freight elevator.

North Zntry Drawing N-11I, N-I11, and N-1V
e Loss of parking space is not Tavorable. (N-11 and N-1V)
o Length of exterior ramp into building is net favorable. This amount of switehbacks will
ause issues with snow removal. (N-TH
¢ Entry into building from parking seems like a “back door option” and is not optimal. (N~

)

South Entrance
The concept sketeh study below is in conjunction with Appendix A, drawings S-1 though 8-X,

dated 7/7/10.

South Ity Drawing 8-1 and S-111
*  Ramp from sidewalk (State Street Mall) 1o walk does notirnterrupt traffic flow
o Original balustrade elements may be reused
e Nearan existing entrance
*  Removal of a portion: of original balustrade is not desirable
¢ Desirable location near the elevator
e Exterior ramp into building omits the need to alter the original window sill
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Omitting useable program space is not desivable
Switchback exterior ramp is not desirable
Structural rework of the first floor structure is not desirable

South Entry Drawing 8-11

Reuse of the original balustrade elements is desirable

xterior [ift is not desirable and enclosing liftis costly

Motorized unit maintenance and after hours operational isstes is not desirable
Original halustrade elements may be revsed

Near an existing entrance

Removal of a portion of original balustrade is not desirable
Combination of existing entrance and accessible entrance is desirable
Desirable location near the elevator

Exterior ramyp into building will slightly aler the original window sill
Changing useable program space into public space is not desivable
Structural rework of the fivst {loor structure is not desirable

South Entry Drawing 8-1V and §-VI

Short length of ramyp at existing tervace level is desirable
Entry into lobby framed by stair and columns is desirable
Near existing elevator
Loss of space in stacks and relocation of mezzanine stairs is not desirable
Changing useable program space into public space is not desirable
BINE (o i
No adiacency 10 an existing entry roule is not desirable
] ) B h

South Enry Drawings §-V and S-VI

* & & & @

Short length of ramp at existing tervace level is desirable (minimal level change if terrace

is made irvo parking — see S-VII)

Fntry into lohby framed by stair and columns is desirable

Near existing elevator

Loss of space in stacks and relocation of mezzanine stairs is not desirable
Changing useable program space into public space is not desirable

No adjacency 1o an existing entry route is not desirable

South Entry Drawing S-VII

The addition of a public aceessible parking space near accessible building entry
£ 51 g A

desirable

The addition of 6 parking spaces is desirable

Short length of ramp at existing terrace level

FEntry into lobby framed by stair and columns is desirable

Exterior lift is not desirable and enclosing liftis costly

Motorized unit maintenance and after hours operational issues is not esirable
Near existing elevator

Structural work 1o raise extsting terrace approximately 147 to street level is costly
Terrace level change will require rebuilding balustrade



Changing useable program space into public space is ot desirable
Costly but beneficial

South Entry Drawings §-VIII and §-1X

All-in-one access to building is desirable

Lnclosing lift is costly

Motorized unit maintenanece and after hours operational issues is not desirable

New tower, separate {from original building, is desirable

Structural reworking of basement roof |, allecting basement ceiling heights and
programmable space is not desirable

No ramps is desirable

Does not interrupt flow of traffic on terrace/parking

No adjaceney to an existing entey route is not desirable

Could be perceived as a second class citizen entrance

South Entry Drawing 8-X

Does not interrupt. flow of foot traffic on terrace

Structural reworking of basement roofl | alfecting basement ceiling heights and
programrable space is not desirable

Removal of a portion of original balustrade is not desirable

Switch back exterior ramyp is not desivable

Probable Option Studies

Probable Option Study One

North Elevation

Concept sketeh North Drawing N-I was selected 10 be developed in CAD for a probable option
study. The study below is in conjunction with Appendix B, drawings N-1, N-2,  and N-3 dated
7/20/10; and N-4, N-4, N-0, N-7 and N-8 dated 7/22/10.

North Entry Drawings N-1, N-2 and N-3

The 1ift forces the user to be dependent on mechanical equipment. Mechanical problems
or power failure will cause lift mallunction and users can be stranded without another
option — not desirable.
From a user’s standpoint. the confliguration at the North Tntry through the Sellery Room
would be more optimal with a ramp insteacl of a lift.
Suggest two runs of ramp, one run inside and the other run outside.  Positive aspects of
running portion of ramp on the exterion:
o The upper exterior ramp landing reduces the transom height over door
Otherwise, it is a very tall transom when the door is dropped to grade.
o The length of interior run is redueed. which minimizes the amount of space
taken out of the Sellery Room,
The exterior ramp can be sereened with plantings that will fie into the current walk
configuration without disruption to pedestrian flow.
The loss of approximately 507 in the Sellery Room is not signilicant or obtrasive in a
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manner that will cause mueh “ripple effeet”™ in current interior building configuration.
The City of Madison zoning code requires all parking lots with less than 25 spaces, public
or private, have at least one accessible parking space and one accessible van parking spot:
therefore the lot will require re-stripping to accommaodate the codle.

Stairs between parking and walk are cramped and undesirable

The motoreyele spot can be removed to allow wider spots. The Tot currently has 10
parking spots. The agency will bave a maximum of 7 vehicles in the near future. Note:
the lot option is configured per Madison zoning. 11 the spots become wider, it might
require possible zoning variance since the required back up fength does not exist for wider
spots.

The dumpstess might require reconfiguration to maximize parking lot use.

Remove the existing door into the Sellery Room.  Salvage door and hardware. The
opening into the new corridor will be easier for all users without a door.

An entry at the west side of the existing North Entry is less obtrusive than an entrance on
the Fast {acade.

North Entry Drawings N-4 through N-8

Ramp inside the planter will provide and opportunity 1o restore the deteriorating stone
wall.

Recommend the entry from city sidewalk o ramyp be flipped from that drawn. This
relocates the ramp entry to a higher grade, which reduces the Tength of the ramy.

The straight run of ramp at all locations is more desirable than switchbacks.

The new stair perpendicular (o the parking fot on N-5 is more desirable than placing the
new stair parallel to the parking lot and the side of the building on N-6 and N-7.,

The drawbacks for utilization of this North area: the dumpsters remain visible similar (o
the existing condition and the parking ramp is entered at the middie of the parking lot
versus at the Eastern edge.

Probable Option Study Two — South Elevation
Coneept sketch South Drawing S-VIE was selected 10 be developed in CAD for a probable option
study. The stady below is in conjunction with Appendix B, drawings S-1, 5-2, 8-3 and 5-4 dated

7/20/10.

South Intry Drawing §-1, §-2, §-3 and §-4

This solutiors is more costly,
o Additional strueture for the parking.  Would likely require colummns in the
basement. This stuely is based on feasibility. not a structural system design.
o The 1960% balustrade would need 1o be lified o accommodate higher gradle.
o The building reglet for waterprooling would need 1o e raised to accommodate
higher grade.
The stair in the Rare Books Room is a built-in stair stack that connects 1o other levels.
Moving this stair at first floor would disrupt the flow of the stacked stair. Therefore the
entry vestibule is drawn at this location (S-1) i order to avoid existing stair.
The ceiling height below the existing monumental stair is 6'-8"+/- (807) and the
minimam allowed per TEBC is 7-07 (847). Therelore, a portion of this entry sequence
ceiling height would require a variance.
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Another door into Rare Books Room will need to be provided. A door from the new
Vestibule is not optimal because of security; a better option smight he around the
Aunditorium coat room. Currently there is another door to access Rare Books Rootmn on
the West Fnd between the original and the 1960 building.

The ramp that is tucked into the parking lot is prelerred option. (8-3) Tt will require
space taken out of basement below for structure and waterproofing.

The basement area below the new parking lot should be maintained for storage or
another use, even though the new building will receive its current contents.  However,
since it is in the process of re-use, the structure for ramp and parking may not impede as
much on current usage.



Recommendations

Goals

Restatement of the two main goals is as follows:

The primary goal is to improve the accessible entry into the building which will hecome the main
entrance into the building, The secondary goal is 10 restore the Fast Fntrance to its original
historic state as a smonumental entrance.

Impact to Historical Elements

Both probable options at North and South have minimal elfect on the historic character of the
Building and are generally feasible. The secondary goal o restore the monumental Bast Entrance
to s or mmal state is et with either option.

The North option will require extending an in-filled masonry window opening to accommodate a
new door and transom which will alter the building symmetry around the North entry masonry
arch. There is a significant length of ramp on the exterior, but it can be screened by ])lantmﬂs that
will fit into the current walk (()nhunmnon A portion of the original balustrade will he removed
for the ramp landing at the city h](ie\\ alk.

The South option will require a new reglet cut into the original building perimeter due 1o a higher
grade level. Tt also will remove a portion of historic masonry (o extend window opening for new
door and transom as well as removes an original window.

Acceessibility and Main Entry

The North entry option has a direct connection 1o the Memorial Union, its parking lot and 1o
FLangdon Street parking. It is in close proximity 10 an existing well-used entry and therefore it is
on a known path of travel. This entry is on the opposite side of the building from the existing
elevator; therefore, it will require travel across the buildings interior length.

The separation of the South entry drop off from the existing loading dock area is desirable. The
South eniry is closer to the existing elevator.  However, most d(.(/e.aml_)ie users approach the
building on the North and Fast sulv because of proximity 10 surrounding accessible parking
options, thereflore, they will have to travel around the building exterior o res weh the entry near the
elevator versus Im\—eima across the interior length of the lnnklm,g first floor. The placement of
accessibility signage w ﬂE necessitate review, but 1119 South will require more accessibility signage
avound the hmE(hno

Parking

Both the North and South barrier lree eniry options would be close to a Society parking lot. The
biggest decision is the importance of adlditional parking and the availability of drop off space
ls()lale(l from the loading dock area.

11 there are two parking lots. there are many practical issues that will require program

coordination. Possibly the North lot could be exeeutive parking and loading dock, and the South
lot could be stall, catering and accessible spaces.
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The South parking lot would require additional structure above the existing terrace and basement.
A new reglet would need 1o be cut into original building perimeter due (o higher grade. Tt will also
require lifting and resetting of 1960 halustrade and stairs. A solution 1o constrol lot access would
be a combination of signage, bear claws, and pass card.

Repercussions on Current Interior Building Configuration

The North option upgrades the Kitchen, creating a wheelchair accessible height sink and
approach, and addressing the catering needs. The loss of space in the Sellery Room will not have
a “ripple effect” on the ctrrent interior building wsable office space. A fumitare study of the
Sellery Room might prove helpful 1o study the optimal use of space. Occupancy for the room will
be 44 people maximum; therefore, one entry into the Sellery Room is permitted by code. The loss
of storage space in Receiving Room and Loading Dock area will need (o be addressed. The
Basement Mail Room will require reconfiguration to accommodate the lowered floor structure at
Entry Vestibule.

The South option would claim two work stations from the Foundation office (total office space loss of
259 sqquare feet). This office space {or stalf relocation would need to be found elsewhere within the
building. A variance is required for corridor ceiling height below stair. 1tis 47 shorter than allowed
minitmum of 7-07 (per IEBC). Tt also requires reconfiguration of Rare Books Room ceiling (original
Mezzanine [loor above) and mechanical ducts. Another entry door into Rare Books Room will need to
be provided.
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Josts
The following costs are based on the attached schematic drawings. They are ballpark estimates at
best. The South entry option cost assumes that the existing underground strueture has structural
capacity 10 handle loads lor the proposed parking above. A thorough structural evaluation must
be made 1o confiem this assemption,

The North entry option assurmes that the existing MEP does not need major reconfiguration due to
the relocation of the kitchenette. Assessment of the MEP systems in this area must be made to
confirm this assumption.

The GC General Conditions includes the following fees: 18% A/ Fee, 2.5% Contractors Bond,

14% GC OM&P 10% Unallocated Funds, 10% Contingency, 4% DSE Fee, and 2% 111 Fee.

North Fnury Option: Drawings NS through N8

1. GC General Conditions S 476,609
2. Parking lot and parking lot access route S 240,544
3. City sidewalk access route S 111.840
4. Building entrarce access route s 85,281
5. Building renovation {Seltery Room) 8 92088
Twtal 81,012,428
South Entry Option: Drawings 81 through 84
1. GC General Conditions 8 629,965
2. Option #1 ~ access ramp adjacent 10 building (81} 5 89.939
3. Option #2 — access ramp & new stair (53) S 85733
4. Parking Deck S 403,204
5. Building entrance renovation work s 20883
6. City sidewalk access ramyp S 69.234
: Total Option #1 51.312.315

Total Option #2 $1.309.109
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Conclusion

Isthmus would conclude that both probable options have merit, but that the North Entey more
success(ully meets this project’s primary goal o improve the accessible entry which will becorne
the main entrance into the building. The relationship to Langdon Street and the surrounds is
easier 10 consicer as a main entrance, the lower cost, and the minimal amount of interior building
disturbance all weigh favorably toward the North option. Probable option North Drawing N-5
dated 7/22/10 was selected as the basis for the Barrier Free Study Solution. This {inal solution
incorporates the final meeting comments as previousty noted and is located in Appendix C.

drawing N-0 dated 8/25/10.

The conclusion’s biggest drawback is the amount of functions being served rom the constricted
North Parking lot. Public functions, accessible spaces and drop off, as well as private functions, of
loading dock, staff parking, and garbage dumpsters, oceur at the same lot. There is a very
reasonable argument that in the future, these private and public functions need separation.
Possibly, the South parking should serve private functions such as. relocated freight. inter library
loan and stall parking. The Souh is a more remote area: therelore it is more fitting for these
private [unctions ol the building. The North parking, a more visible area, is more fitting 10 serve
the public functions of accessible entrance and main entrance as established in this project.

If the option of the South were chosen, a few owstanding issues would require addressing: the
North area would still have non-code compliant ramps. a variance for the South entry corridor
ceiling height below the stair would be required, and a structural analysis and system design
would be reguired for the South parking lot.
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