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KING COUNTY 1200 King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue
Seattle, W A 98104

Signature Report

September 17, 2007

Ordinance 15899

Proposed No. 2007-0279.2 Sponsors Lambert

1 AN ORDINANCE approving the District Cour Facility

2 Master Plan.

3

4 STATEMENT OF FACTS:

5 1. The district court is the county's court of limited jursdiction and is the

6 largest court of limited jurisdiction in the state.

7 2. The cour has responsibility for traffc infractions, certain civil matters,

8 and misdemeanor criminal offenses in the county's unincorporated areas

9 and in cities that contract with the court. The court also has responsibility

for the adjudication of "state" offenses, which include those violations of

state statute that occur within the county or when the arresting agency is

the Washington State Patrol.

3. The requirements and strcture ofthe district court are contained in

state statute, county code, and are also governed by court rules. State law

empowers the local county legislative authority with significant flexibility

in the development ofthe court's jurisdictional structure.
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4. K.C.c. 4.04.200 establishes the processes for operational and facilities

master planng efforts that include current and future workload

assumptions.

5. Ordinance 8935, Section 3, now codified as K.C.C. 2.68.005 and

formerly K.C.C. 2.68.060, adopted in 1989, established a single, unified,

countywide district court.

6. Ordinance 1 1578, adopted in 1994, established the policy for the

regional provision of district court services through an operational master

plan pursuant to K.C.c. 4.04.200.

7. Ordinance 14430, adopted in 2002, gave the council's approval to the

Adult Justice Operational Master Plan, establishing county policies for the

use of secure detention capacity and emphasizing system and process

effciencies for both the superior and district courts that would reduce the

utilization of jail and reduce overall criminal justice expenditues.

8. Ordinance 14797 required that the executive and district court develop

an updated and comprehensive operational master plan.

9. Ordinance 15195, adopted in 2005, gave the council's approval to an

updated distrct court operational master plan that reaffirmed for the long

term the county's aspiration to be the cour of choice for cour of limited

jursdiction in the county, focusing its energy and resources on improving

operations and services, while balancing the needs of citizens, the court,

the county and the cities. The council finds that the district court should
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develop and apply quality service standards and measures for its

operations. The council also found that the county shall:

A. Continue to support problem-solving courts, improving access

to problem-solving courts and incorporating problem-solving courts in the

district court's planning process;

B. Continue and make explicit the strategy of improving

efficiency through unfication of governance, administration and planing,

centralizing workload where appropriate;

C. Continue to develop and implement technological

improvements to support the district court operations in order to increase

access to cour services and information;

D. Continue to support the district cour's fuction to serve cities

through contracts and support flexibility in providing services and

facilities for distrct court customers;

E. Continue to support a unified, countywide district court, using

existing facilities, to provide for a more equitable and cost effective

system of justice for the citizens of King County:

(1) Ensuring cour facilities promote system efficiencies, quality

services and access to justice;

(2) Consolidating district court facilities that exist in the same

city;

(3) Reconsidering facilities ifthere are changes with contracting

cities or changes in leases; and
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F. Work together with stakeholders to gain cooperation and

assistance to meet the needs of the judicial system at the state and local

levels.

10. Ordinance 15195 also directed the executive, in conjunction with the

district court and court stakeholders, to develop a facility master plan for

approval by counciL.

11. Ordinance 15529, implemented the district cour redistrcting

committee's amendment to the districting plan for the 2006 primary and

general elections and amended the district court plan to increase the

number of electoral divisions from three to five for those and subsequent

elections.

12. Ordinance 15380, adopted in 2006 authorized the county executive to

enter into interlocal agreements with existing contract cities relating to the

continued provision of local district cour services. The county and the

cities in negotiating the agreement created a long-term arrangement that

allows the county to recover its costs, supports the directions outlined in

the operational master plan, provides structures for all parties to

communicate regularly and resolve issues and recognzes specific

~ircumstances under which either party as a last resort can terminate the

agreement.

13. In 2006, distrct court and the facilities management division

convened a work group to develop a facility master plan that identifies

facility related issues within the court system that need improvement over
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the next six to ten years. The work group operated on a consensus-based

model for decision making to ensure the facility master plan reflected the

input of all participants.

14. Members of the work group met frequently with a wide-array of

stakeholders including council staff, superior court representatives and

cities that contract with King County for municipal cour services. The

comments ofthe stakeholders were considered in the development of

facility options.

16. The work group deliberated and based the options and analysis of the

distrct cour facilities master plan on the policy directive of the

operational master plan, adopted by council by Ordinance 15195.

17. The work group also took into consideration the other ongoing

operational and facility efforts within the county, and based options and

analysis on the understanding that those efforts could influence the final

outcome of the district court facility master plan. Other efforts include but

are not limited to the superior court operational and facility planing

effort, the sheriffs operational and facility planing efforts, the department

of adult and juvenile operational and facility planing efforts, the

Integrated District Court Facility Master Plan and others.

18. District court has been an active participant in the development ofthe

District Court Facility Master Plan document. Its content has been

reviewed by staff and stakeholders, and approved by the distrct court
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107 executive committee. After presentation of the materials to the full judges

108 committee, it was approved by them as welL.

109 19. As required in K.C.C 4.04.200, the King County executive has

110 approved the Distrct Court Facilities Master Plan and has transmitted it to

111 council for its review and action.

112 BE IT ORDAID BY THE COUNCIL OF KIG COUNTY:

113 SECTION 1. In accordance with K.C.C. 4.04.2 1 0, the District Cour Facility

1 14 Master Plan, Attachment A to this ordinance, dated March 2007, is hereby approved.

115 SECTION 2. The executive shall report, by letter, to the county council on the

116 outcome of its negotiations for court facilities in the cities of Bellevue and Kent within

117 ninety days ofthe conclusion ofthe negotiations, and show how those decisions wil be

118 integrated into the facilities plan for the distrct cour. The letter shall be fied in the form

119 of eleven copies with the clerk of the council, who wil retain the original and wil

6
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120 forward copies to each councilmember and to the lead staff ofthe law, justice and human

121 services committee, or its successor.

122

Ordinance 15899 was introduced on 4/30/2007 and passed by the Metropolitan King
County Council on 9/17/2007, by the following vote:

Yes: 9 - Mr. Gossett, Ms. Patterson, Ms. Lambert, Mr. von Reichbauer, Mr.
Dun, Mr. Ferguson, Mr. Philips, Ms. Hague and Mr. Constantine
No: 0
Excused: 0

ATTEST:

KIG COUNTY COUNCIL
KIG COUNTY, WASHINGTON

W~

~
Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

APPROVED ths~ day of~P/6€~ 2007.

Ron Sims, County Executive
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King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan Executive Summary

Executive Summary

A. Introduction

This Facilities Master Plan (FMP) identifies facility related issues within the King County District
Cour system that will need improvement over the next six to ten years.' For the past year,
representatives from King County Distrct Cour, the Kig County Executive Offce, County Council,
Contract Cities and other stakeholders have worked together to evaluate Distnct Cour facilties using

the policy directives and recommendations provided in the King County Distrct Cour Operational
Master Plan (OMP) which was approved by Council Ordiance in May 2005. Because the County's

District Cour is also a partner in a much larger criminal justice system, the FMP was developed
within the context of other ongoing Operational and Facility Master Planing efforts in King County
including the Superior Cour Targeted Facility Master Plan, the Sheriffs Offce Operational Master
Plan, the Deparent of Adult and Juvenile Detention Regional Integrated Jail Plan, and the Regional

Justice Center Site Master Plan. These planning efforts are expected to be complete within the next
24 to 36 months.

While these studies will generate initial recommendations, final space-related decisions wil depend
on how these efforts, including the District Cour FMP, are integrated into an overall approach.
Previously considered scenaros may change as decisions become finalized during the integration
process. The work plan to accomplish this integration wil be submitted to Metropolitan King
County Council in early April 2007.

King County Code (KCC) 4.04.020 states that capital improvements required to implement an
approved operational master plan should include the following elements where applicable: general
space and construction standards; prototype floor plans and prototye facility designs for standard
improvements; space requirements based on the adopted county space plan; initial and life-cycle cost
of alternative facilities and locations including lease and lease/purchase approaches; approximate
location of pland capital improvements; and general scope and estimated cost of infastructue.

The FMP addresses these requirements and evaluates long and short-term options that respond to the
changing needs of the Distrct Cour, consistent with the Operational Master Plan and the new city

contracts. Options considered as part of ths evaluation included changes in operational practices,
capital improvements in combination with operational practices, renovation/expansion of existing
facilties, and constrction of new facilities.

In developing the various options to meet the needs of District Cour, some assumptions were made
regarding the effect that other operational and facilty master plans might have on the amount and
location of available space. Before any option within ths report can be implemented, additional steps
wil be required including detailed design development, refinement of costs, negotiations with
contracting cities, cost-sharing discussions, and the securing of fuds. Implementation of this FMP
wil take place in the context of King County's six-year capital improvement program which is
updated annually.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page i
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An overarching goal of the FMP is to facilitate access to justice by appropriately locating and
designing quality spaces for the Distrct Cour. Serving as the "people's cour", District Cours
provide an institutional representation of democracy in our local communities. The FMP considered
how Distrct Cour facilties support the dispensation of justice as outlined by their mission and
vision statements.

B. Standards and Guidelines

In determining which facility improvements might become capital projects over the next six to ten
years, it was necessary to complete an evaluation of existing facilities and how they relate to the long
range goals of the OMP. Numerous methods were used to gain a comprehensive picture of the
facilities' place in the system and their overall condition. Where one approach may not have covered
all the issues, the combination of approaches did. Resources used for evaluating existing facilties,
and any contemplated new work, included the County's Space Standards which were adopted by
Council in 2005, the Tnal Cour Facilities Guidelines developed by the Task Force on Cour
Facilities in 2002, and the National Center for State Cours, "The Courhouse: A Planng and Design
Guide for Cour Facilities, 1998".

How these guidelines were used depended on the anticipated status of the facilty as noted in the

latest District Cour electoral re-organization and as outlined in the OMP. Chapter One explores that
concept in more detaiL. Obviously, existing facilities may not meet the more recent standards as
established by the resources noted above. However, if expansion and/or renovation work were found
to be appropriate and cost effective, the industry guidelines would be used to the extent possible.
Any plan for new facilities would use the guidelines/standards more literally as they apply to the
operational policies developed by the District Cour. Chapter Two defines these standards in greater
detail where documentation of the companson data begins. Not all sites will require every type of
space, particularly if it is not financially feasible. Choices are also inter-dependent as the selection of
one option at one site may impact how other sites wil be used in the futue.

C. Other Work

In addition to the goals outlined in the FMP, there is other work being accomplished at the vanous
Cour facilities. The Facilities Management Division has developed a separate Major Maintenance
Reserve plan that outlines work to be accomplished over time to keep the buildings in good operating
order. That work will occur on a systematic basis even ifno capital work is recommended. There is
an ADA accessibility study underway which is identifYing work to be done at all County facilities.
Recommendations coming out of that report wil be submitted as par of the yearly capital budget
process and work wil be done in a phased approach as fuding allows. There are also several
projects with fuding from previous budget cycles that are curently underway. One wil retrofit the
judges' benches so they are in conformance with ergonomic guidelines. Another will assess the
potential for upgrading workstations in certain administrative areas to meet ergonomic standards and
allow for the implementation of operational changes that would increase efficiency.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 2
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D. Process

The process for developing the FMP included an evaluation and documentation of the curent District
Cour organizational structue as defined in the OMP; the development of stadard facility program
guidelines to evaluate existing buildings or to design new facilties; an assessment of existing sites
and buildings based on the program guidelines; and an analysis of the various alternatives which
would address the areas needing improvement as identified in the assessment process.

1. Organizational Structure

Chapter One spells out in greater detail, the District Cour OMP directives, the Cour's Mission and
, Vision, background on the Cour's organzational structue, interlocal agreements with contracting
cities, fuctions of the cour at varous locations, judicial assignents, and a summar of what would
be required at each site to best serve the anticipated needs of the organization.

The Distrct Cour Facility Master Plan is based on the directives spelled out in the OMP. The
directives that most impact the facilities planng aspect of this process include a) the unfication and
centralization of workload to improve effciency where appropriate; b) flexibility in providing
services and facilities for customers; c) supporting the Cour's fuction to serve cities though
contracts, and d) the consolidation of facilities that exist in the same city. The OMP recommended,
and County Council agreed, that the two facilities in Kent should be consolidated at the RJC site.

2. Facility Program Guidelines

Chapter Two details the methodology used to evaluate the varous sites, and the plannng issues,
securty requirements, and space standards associated with each fuction. It also lists the square
footage required for each space category at every site. Standards are defined for typical courroom
areas, including the Judge's Bench, Clerk's Station, Witness Stand, Jur Box, Attorney's Area, and
Spectator's Area. Also included in Chapter Two is the description of the method used to determine
the number of parking stalls required for each courtoom.

3. Site and Building Analysis

The FMP process included a detailed assessment of the existing District Cour facilities which are
located at the following sites: Seattle Courhouse, Yesler Building, and King County Correctional
Facilty in downtown Seattle, Regional Justice Center (RJC) in Kent, Kent Courhouse in Kent,
Bellevue, Redmond, Shoreline, Issaquah, and Burien. Space issues were evaluated as they related to
Cour fuctions, the staff required to pedorm them, the type of cases heard, caseload volume, and the

number of people the various case types and calendars would bring to the Courts during any given
time frame. Also considered were issues of accessibility, safety and security, and parking as they
related to caseload and the types of cases heard.

Chapter Thee contains the results of the site and building analysis using the standards defined in
Chapter Two. It shows a space summar for each site, floor plans, lists basic characteristics of the
existing building, outlines operations at each Cour, and discusses where improvements can be made~
It also summarizes the results of a surey that was done where employees and users of each site

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 3
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commented on issues not defined in the facility program guidelies. A chart showing the Major
Maintenance Replacement tasks outlines what is planed to be completed over the next twenty years,
and there is a code analysis of the major systems of each building. At the end of each facility
analysis, areas needing improvement are described.

4. Facilty Alternatives

Chapter Four includes a summar char of the areas needing improvement for each site, and outlines
the facilty alternatives most likely to address these issues. After substantial review and analysis, four
options are presented. Many approaches were considered as well as combinations with operational
changes before arving at the four presented. Each option provides a solution from a slightly
different viewpoint. All assume additional space needs at the RJC site. As stated in Ordinance
i 5328, passed by County Council in February 2006,

It is the intent of the council that the space plan shall provide additional space
needs for the district cour at the Regional Justic,e Center in Kent through the
conversion of vacated criminal investigation division space into courtrooms, jur

rooms, and associated support space.

While the options presented for consolidating facilities in Kent meet the long-term space
requirements of Distrct Cour, there is an immediate need for two additional Courooms in this
electoral distnct. Two possible solutions for providing this intenm courroom space include i) not
renewing the lease with the City of Kent for use of the existing Aukeen Cour so that all four
courrooms at this location can be used by District Cour, or, 2) finding an alternate space to lease

, which can accommodate four courrooms and their ancilar support space. District Court should not
be moved from the Aukeen Cour facilty until an alternate space is completed that meets this interim
need.

The Bellevue site is not included in the estimate ranges shown herein nor is it included in the Chapter
Four estimates. The Interlocal Agreement between the county and the City of Bellevue outlines a
separate process and time frame for the paries to reach agreement on meeting the facility needs in

"this community. \V'ith the adoption of the Interlocal Agreement at the end of2006, the county is
working with the City of Bellevue on the process to identify a solution to their cour facilty needs.

What direction is taken at remainng Cour sites could yet be infuenced by other County operational
and facility master plans stil in progress. In addition, any changes undertaken at the County's cour
facilties wil need to be reviewed by the Cour Facility Management Review Committees as
provided for in the Interlocal Agreement for Provision of District Cour Services between King
County and the suburban cities. This mechanism provides a vehicle for contracting cities to negotiate
with the County the type and cost impact of court improvements outside of projects included in the
County's major maintenance plan.

The estimates for the various alternatives are shown as a range of cost because the improvements
outlined are stil conceptual in design. The estimates include a life cycle cost analysis and should be
considered preliminary until greater detail can be developed during the implementation of the

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 4
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- j

,!

selected alternative. Although the estimates presented are preliminary, as tools for comparative
analysis, they represent a valid methodology for considenng the options descnbed within the FMP.

~-:¡

The following summar outlines the four alternatives being considered as possible solutions for
addressing those areas identified as needig improvement at the vanous Distnct Cour locations.
Individual elements included under one option may ultimately be combined with other options should
that prove to best meet the needs of the Distrct Cour operation. Intenm solutions may come into
being as projects are finalized and other OMP/FMP policy'decisions are made. Options will be
considered in the context of King County's six-year capital improvement program which is updated
anually. However, some improvements recommended within the options may be considered for
more immediate implementation as par of the regular capital budget process. Greater detail on the
pros and cons of each option is contained in Chapter Four, as is additional information on cost.

. ..~:':i
'I

i Option 1 - Complete minor capital improvements, implement operational changes where deemed
reasonable and cost effective, and make building code and secunty improvements. This option
includes securty improvements such as holding cells, access control, sureilance cameras, and
expanded weapons screenig areas, as well as ADA accessibilty improvements at Shoreline,
Redmond, Buren, and Seattle Courts with minor revisions at Issaquah.

I
,l $15,171,162 - $27,233,373

Option 2 - No changes to curent operational modeL. To meet space needs, expand Redmond,
Burien, Shoreline and RJC; replace Bellevue; remodel Seattle to meet program needs; and
consider using Issaquah for other County functions. Expansions would include holding cells,
access control, sureilance cameras, expanded weapons screening areas, and ADA accessibility
improvements as noted in Option 1.

$19,340,000 - $36,095,000

Option 3 - No changes to curent operational modeL. To meet space needs, replace existing
facilities at Redmond, Bunen, and Bellevue; remodel Shoreline and Seatte; and consider using
Issaquah for other County fuctions. Replacement and remodel work would also include the
holding cells, access control, sureilance cameras, expanded weapons screening areas, and ADA
accessibilty improvements as noted in Option 1.

$18,818,000 - $35,285,000

Option 4 - Alter operations to hear State criinal caseload at the Seattle, RJC, and Issaquah
facilties. To meet space needs, remodel Seattle to meet program needs; and make minor
revisions to Shoreline, Burien, and Redmond facilities. Minor revisions include holding cells,
access control, sureilance cameras, expanded weapons screening areas, and ADA accessibility
improvements as noted in Option 1.

$7,054,000 - $13,183,000

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 5
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In addition to the above options for Bunen, Redmond, Shoreline, Issaquah and Seattle locations,
the followig alternatives are for the consolidation of facilities in the Kent area:

RJC Expansion with Parking Strctue at the existing site

$20,720,000 - $38,850,000

RJC New Building on Adjacent Site with Surface Parking

$14,000,000 - $26,250,000

5. Preferred Option

Distrct Cour and the King County Executive realize that a number of factors exist that could impact
how the facility needs of Distrct Cour are met in the coming years. Issues including those noted
below could change how District Cour is affected by circumstances curently considered
problematic.

. Integration of other County criminal justice operation and facility planning efforts

· Fluctuations in District Cour staffing levels or caseload including case type
· Legislative changes to state laws that may impact the Cour's organization and jurisdiction
. Judicial rulings related to limited jursdiction cours

. Cost-sharing agreements with contract cities

· Availability of fuding through the King County budget process

Until these issues are resolved, the preferred option of Distrct Cour and the King County Executive is

Option 4. It is the least expensive but it is also the option which has enough flexibility to accommodate
changes that may ,occur in the County and with Distrct Cour. It combines operational changes and

,.capital improvements. With the integration of the County's criminal justice plang efforts taing
shape, ths flexibilty allows a process to be' established to address District Cour facility needs
including an interi solution to provide additional courooms in the Southeast Electora Distrct which
includes the City of Kent.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 6
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Chapter 1 Oraanizational Structure

A. District Court Mission and Vision

"1 The King County District Cour mission and vision, approved by King County ordinance, provides
direction for determining how the OMP wil be used in the facility assessment process and the
ultimate development of recommendations contained in the FMP.

Kin.a Coiint ' District Court Mission

A. The King County District Cour will serve the public by:

· Providing an accessible foru for the fair, efficient, and understadable resolution of
civil and criminal cases; and

. Maintaining an atmosphere of respect for the dignty of individuals.

,i
i

King Coun " District Court Vision
A. The King County District Court will be the preferred foru in King County for the

resolution of all cases of limited jursdiction.

B. To provide the highest quality of justice, the King County District Court wil:

(I) Protect the public safety by providing resources to hold convicted offenders

accountable for their actions;
(2) Work as an independent branch of governent with other unts of governent

to achieve common goals;
(3) Make effective use of tapayers' resources;

(4) Continuously ascertain and respond to the needs and expectations of all cour

users;

(5) Províde a unform and predictable level of service;
(6) Provide effcient, convenient, and safe facilities,

(7) Seek out and use modem technology and equipment;

(8) Serve as the coordinator for all the services necessary for an effective judicial

system;
(9) Maintain a diverse and professional workforce;

(10) Maintain sentencing options and sentence offenders appropriately;

(11) Educate the justice system communty, legislative, and executive agencies, and
public about the courts; and

(12) Respect the diversity of the communty.

Capital Planning & Development
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B. Operational Master Plan Recommendations

Based on the District Cour's Mission and Vision, the 2005 Operational Master Plan made the
following strategic recommendations intended to guide the District Cour for the next five to ten
years. These recommendations directed how the facilties' assessment was used and how priorities
were determined for the Facility Master Plan.

1. Court of Choice
Retain for the long term, the aspiration to be the cour of choice for limited jursdiction in
the County, focusing energy and resources on improving operations and services,
balancing the needs of citizens, the Cour, the County and the cities.

2. Oualitv Service Standards
Develop and apply quality service standards and measures for Distrct Cour operations,
including but not limited to (a) access to justice; (b) case flow management; (c) customer
service; (d) jur management; (e) cour productivity and (f) collections.

3. Problem Solvine Courts
Continue to support Problem Solving Cours, improving access to Problem Solving

Cours, and incorporating Problem Solving Cours in the Cour's planning process.

4. Unifcation and Centralization
Continue and make explicit the strategy of improving efficiency through unfication of
governance, administration and plannng, centralizing workload where appropriate.

5. Technoloeical Improvements
Continue to develop and implement technological improvements, such a~ "paperless"
case processing and E- fiings that support District Cour operations and increase access to
cour services and information.

6. Citv Contracts
Continue to support the Cour's fuction to serve cities through contracts.

7. Service and Facilitv Flexibility
Support flexibility in providing services and facilities for District Cour customers.

8. Facilities

Continue to support a unified, Countyide Distrct Cour, utilizing existing facilities, to
provide for a more equitable and cost effective system of justice for the citizens of King
County.

A. Ensure Court facilities promote system efficiencies, quality services and access to
justice.

B. Consolidate District Cour facilities that exist in the same city.

Capital Planning & Development
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King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan Chapter 1 Organizational Structre

C. Reconsider facilities if there are changes with contracting cities or changes in
leases.

D. Work with cities to develop a facility master plan as it relates to the Distrct Cour.

9. Studv Court Inte1!ration
Study the integration of District Cour, Superior Cour and the Deparent of Judicial
Administration assuring that the needs of Distrct Cour are met; and best practices are

considered.
10. Work with Stakeholders

Work together with stakeholders to gain state and local cooperation and assistance to
meet the needs of the judicial system.

11. Additional Resources
Recognize that implementation of these strategic and operational recommendations may
require reallocation or commitment of additional resources.

C. Background

The District Cour of King County is a par ofthe judicial branch of King County governent and is
the largest cour oflimitedjursdiction in the State, providing Distrct Cour services to more than 1.8

milion King County residents. Citizens are most likely to experience the judicial system through the
District Cours. Matters before the cour include small claims, civil matters involving matters up to

$50,000, traffic infractions, protection orders, misdemeanor criminal cases, state offenses (violations
of state statute in the County or when the citing agency is the Washigton State Patrol or other state
law enforcement agency), and death inquests. The cour processes more than a quaer milion new
filings per year in addition to an untold number of pending open cases from previous years. The
District Cour is fuded by the County's general fund. They collect revenue for the general fud in

the form of fees, costs, and assessments. Cities contract with King County for Cour services though
a full cost recovery interlocal agreement. In addition, Kig County receives fuding from the State
of Washington for a Trial Cour Improvement Account which may be allocated for District Cour
improvements to the Cour.

(,;

~

~

~

The Distrct Cour curently provides for public access at ten facilities located thoughout King
County:

. Bellevue

. Buren

. Issaqua

. Kent (Aukeen)

. King County Courhouse (Seattle)

· King County Correctional Facility (Seattle - jail calendars only)
. Redmond
. Regional Justice Center (Kent)

. Shoreline

· Vashon Island (l day per month)
. Yesler Building (Seattle)

Capital Planning & Development
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All of the facilities listed are county-owned except Bellevue (at Surey Downs) and Vashon, which
are leased, and Issaqua, which is a builder-owned, lease back situation. The Vashon lease has a 5-
year term with two automatic extensions for 5 years each. The Vashon lease is a no cost agreement.
The lltase for the Surey Downs facility was just renewed with an end date of December 31, 2008.
Any extensions will likely be in short, one-year terms until the location, fuding, program, and
schedule for a different facility are determined.

Since the last FMP in 1995, two facilties have been closed, Renton and Federal Way, and a facility
was built in Issaquah. The contract with the city of Mercer Island was not renewed so the lease for
that location's facility was terminated. In addition, the Distnct Cour space occupied in Bellevue was
reduced, and space was added at the Yesler Building in downtown Seattle to consolidate IT
administration and other support staff. The Yesler Building space is not open to the public.

D. City Contracts

Contracts for municipal court services between the County and cities help reduce the overall costs to
County taxpayers through economies of scale, eliminating the need for duplication of facilities,
management staff, and overhead. Contracts also maximize access for all citizens in King County,
provide consistency, and reduce the confusion and delay caused by a fragmented cour system.
District Cour provides all case tye services to its contract cities including Criminal Non Traffic,
Criminal Traffic, DUI, Inaction Traffc, Infraction Non-Traffc, Parking, Orders for Protection and

Ordinances plus access to any other District Cour services designated for their particular site as
shown on Table 1-1 herein. Ths also means that space for Probation services, Prosecuting Attorney,
and Offce of the Public Defender may need to be available at the various sites as District Cour does
make those services available to the Contract Cities.

In 2006, King County and the contracting cities reviewed and approved a new, long-term contract
which began on January 1, 2007 and runs for five years with two five-year extensions. The contract
provides direction that comports with the OMP regarding utilization of existing facilities; establishes
a process and sc~edule for the paries to reach agreement on meeting facility needs in Bellevue; and

'-outlines the approach to be followed for negotiating futue cost sharing for capital improvement
projects. The contract requires regular meetings between the cities and the Distnct Cour to insure
service level expectations are being met. It also provides the opportity for contracting cities to
participate in the Distrct Cour's OMPIFMP process.

The contract language related to capital improvement projects states that improvement to space
dedicated to the sole use and benefit of one part shall be fuded by the benefiting party. Projects

benefiting all paries served in the facilty are to be presented to the affected Court Facility

Management Review Committee and the contribution of costs determined by mutual agreement of
the County and the cities served in the affected facility. Absent an approved capital cost sharing
agreement between the County and the cities served in the affected facility, the Cities are not
responsible for capital project costs.
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Table 1-1 Functions of the Cour at Each Facility

location Contract Cities Cit~ Cnse T)pe Slate & Coiinly CÍ\'il Case Types Ciistodi Passpo,ts Siincc at l'l'grams
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B~:= b~~~ r~i-~=¡==-~::=~~if!:;:E:~;?=i:-y~- :B=~l~~~
.1i ~:~~~~~l~:=~~~~~~~~~~~I~~~=S~~_~tE~~-f:~~=~-Ë~~_
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The following cities have signed the 2007 Cour service contract.

. Bellevue

. Beaux Arts

. Redmond

. Woodinville

. Skykomish

. Duvall

. Carnation

. Sammamish

. Shoreline

. Kenmore

. Covington

. Burien

The City of Lake Forest Park has signed a contract for District Cour to provide Saturday in-custody
hearigs at the King County Correctional Facility (KCCF).

E. Organizational Structure

The requirements and structue for the distrct court are contained in state statute, County code and by
the local cour rules.

The Distrct Cour has undergone numerous organzational changes since the 1995 OMP. While the
Distrct Cour has offcially been a "unfied, countyide distrct cour" since 1988, the unfication

from nine (9) separate Distrct Cours to one integrated District Cour has been gradual with the most
signficant operational changes having taken place since 2002.

The size and structue of the cour's Executive Committee and Leadership Team reflect a more
,- centralized structUe ,of the cour. In addition, certain fuctions, performed by the cour have been

consolidated including the creation of a Payment Center and Call Center. As mandated by the cour's
2005 OMP, the cour wil "continue to improve efficiencies through the unification of govemance,
administration and plannng, centralize workload when appropriate". Where areas of improvement
are noted for any given facility, both operational and capital approaches will be considered and
evaluated.

Independent of the cours administrative structue and the number of judges, the electoral districts of
the cour have also undergone certain changes since the last OMP. At the time ofthe last OMP, the
cour had nine (9) electoral districts and twenty-six (26) judges. In 2003, the County Council reduced
the number of electoral districts to thee (3) and the State legislatue reduced the number of judges to
2 i, allowing the cour to attrit down to 21 between 2003 and the next judicial election in 2006. In
2006, the County Council made another change to the number of electoral districts, expanding to five
(5) and assigning five (5) individual positions to each district with the exception of Shoreline, where
there is one (1) position. See Table 1-2 for a historical review of these changes.
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Table 1-2 Summary of Recent Organizational Changes

2002 El~ctoral Districts - - 2002 Judges 2002 rolitJact Cities . ,
Aukeen 3 Covin~ton
Bellevue 3 Bellevue, BeauxArts and Mercer Island
Issaquab 1 Issaquah, North Bend, Snoqualme and Sammh
Federa Way 3
Northeast 4 Redmond, Caation, Duval Woodinvile and Skykomih
Renton 2 Newcastle
Seattle 5

Shorelie 2 Kenmore, Shorelie

Southwest 3 Burien, Nonndy Paik
Tota: 26

2003 Electonil Districts 2003 Judges 2003 C.ontract Cities
East 10 Bellevue, Beaux Arts , Mercer Island, North Bend, Snoqualme, Saramih

Redmond, Caration, Duvall Woodinvile, Skykomih, Newcastle
South ii Burien, Covington, Nonndy Par
West 5 Kenmore, ShoreIne

Tota: 26

2006 Electoral Disfrict~ ',2006 Judges 2006 Contract Cities
Eat 7 Bellevue, BeauxArts, Samh, Redmond, North Bend, Snoqualme

Caation, Duvall Woodinvile, Skykomih
South 10 Covington, Burin
West 6 ShoreIne, Kenmore
Court Commsioner 1

Tota: 24

2007 l1ectoml District~ "2007 Judges 2007 Contract Cities
Southeast 5 Covinl!ton
Southwest 5 Burien

Bellevue, Redmond, Beaux Arts , Sammh, Carnation, Duvall, Woodinvile,
Northeas t 5 Skykomih
Shorelie ..

1 Shorelie, Kenmore
Lae Forest Park Saturday In-Custody, and In-Custody Fiit Appearace Heargs

West 5 for Cities at KCCH
¡Court Coinsioner

!ota1: ..__'.'.._m____'_-i____~~___,_,_j_____.___._.,_,u,u,..____.____,...___,_,_______'m'u___'_,_._____,__,_.,_"

*Includes One Court Commissioner Position that hears mitigation hearings for most Districts.

Table 1-3 outlines how the judicial officers were assigned in 2006 to meet the caseload requirements
of the various court locations.
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Table 1-3 2006 Judicial Assignents

Facility Location *Jndicial Current Required
Resources Clerks Courts

~:;~==:--=:~ti~;:t-::~--~t-=t~=~::;

S~~~::~t=~~-13-~~l~~~t~~~i_= .
;

; Seattle .. . _. .__.... .:_.~~.:._.._..~.:~~__.._...... -lJ....... n~__.._.~.~~.~__..§._.._....:

..__. .____. _"__.____.______.___.. ... ......__...__'-_____:.._____._ _...... ....__.. ,_..., .._._;... _ ._____.__i._._.._~ __....._ ......:

t~~,?~~=.~-~.~'=:,-==~:::::: ,.:--::=~~t~:I=~!~s.::~j:=:d:::!i----=t.::::=:i- ~=-j

; .P-i~S,idin~ludg.£__,_,____'u._l.., ¡,__r,,n_, -,.,--l.§---l-,---u-t,-l!---li ; ; , '.-.-.- .... ..____:_:_______..n.__..._. ...----.--¡----¡---- .-----;.-.....--....-----.t-.--------i.-...----:
Asst. Presiding Judge :: 0,1 ' 0 1 : 0 ;

~. .-...... -- ._. .--."--..-----......."' - .......- ..--...--- -r-..-.:-_.._..__.... -~"¡ '-". .--'---~--.-.,.---._. ........ï---.-... _.. -":. , ¡ . ~;; I ; : .
rT~t~i; .~='~'.:::__::'.-~d .,:_~,d~','=,_.::~c~_=rd2.j~d:--+,",ddi~4'-=T-~d'd-d,~.¡~'-'ï~ '-dd:. . i - :
:__.__... _.~_.__...._._.__._. .___._..____..___n'.._.... _ :.. ..._ ___'h_'.. .;-_n......' .'_ .... ..: _.__......_..__'-. ...._. ..._.~._.;

,~_Inclut!~~_~~~!! COmm~i~_~_,_L___,,_,¡"__, "...,__.L._.__J__.n____u__;
"~~ !!_~!u_ile.s_£l?!!a.~~!¥.,0LS..P~!Ì~i: ç~ll_rt~ n ~'h _m'_ _____u__un,' '
,*_~*~~!\J.c,e,s_ ~\Ji:~l1t,!n-~..s,?tgy ~~t,iy_c:_~~~t:llS_?t~~.~t,K.fg

The judicial assignents changed in 2007 as the number of judges declined from twenty-three (23)

which included one (1) Cour Commissioner to twenty-two (22) which includes one (1) Cour
Commissioner. Table 1-4 sets forth the curent judicial assignents at the various facilities.

Table 1-4 Judicial Assignments 2007*

Bellevue
Burien
Issaquah
Kent (Aukeen)/RJC
Offce of Presiding Judge
Assistat Presiding Judge

Redmond
Seattle
Shoreline
Cour Commissioner

Total

2.1 Judicial Offcers
3.0 Judicial Offcers
1.5 Judicial Officers
3.5 Judicial Offcers
1.0 Judicial Officer
0.1 Judicial Offcer
2.9 Judicial Offcers
5.6 Judicial Offcers (includes KCCF)
1.4 Judicial Officers
1.0 Judicial Officer
22.1 Judicial Offcers

*The .1 Judicial Officer for Assistant Presiding Judge and .50 Judicial Offcer for Superior Court portability wil need to
be absorbed in one or more locations.
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F. Organization Impact

The District Cour caseload has fluctuated over time. See Table below. In 2006, the District Cour
experienced a 10% increase in caseload. There have been changes in the Distct Cour jurisdiction in

recent years including an increase in fiing limits for small claims and civil cases, extension in
sentencing limits from two to five years on DUI cases, and expansion of protection order and anti-
harassment jurisdiction. The cases heard before the District Cour have become more time
consuming and complex for judges, management, clerical and probation staff, with regard to both the
city contract obligations as well as the other Distrct Cour responsibilties.

1 997 - 2006 Toto I F ~i0 9 .

1997 199B 1999 2000 20022001 2003 200.4 20 05 2006

All the basic fuctions necessary to ru the cour's business need to be considered in evaluating space

requirements at the various locations even if the primary rèsponsibilties of the work are located at
another site. It may be that prosecutors, public defenders, probation offcers, attorneys, interpreters,
police, public defense ß.creeners, and domestic violence advocates do not need their own offces at all

¡-locations where cases are heard that require their presence. However, some type of space that meets
the fuctional requirements of their job must be provided so that the work of these stakeholders can
occur at as many court locations as possible.

I

j

Another way to increase space flexibilty is to have what will be referred to as a multi-purose room.
This area could be used for a number of puroses including jur assembly, some types of hearings
and Specialty Cour proceedings, meeting space for larger groups and a courroom if caseload volume
required it. Specialty Cour proceedings such as Mental Health Cour, Re-Licensing, and even some
of the small claims and civil work do not require a jur box or a large gallery area. In fact, there are
times when their clientele are better served in a less formal space. The space normally used for these
fuctions in a formal courtroom could be organized in such a way that more flexible uses are easily
accomplished. For the classic couroom proceedings, protocol, security, and confidentiality issues
all require standards as defined in the courtouse plannng reference materials.
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In some situations, there may be a trade-off of space needs. For example, electronic court records
will ultimately decrease the amount of space needed to store fies. But, electronic storage wil require

space for more HV AC equipment, servers, electronics panels, and printers.

E-management and use of the ViPr Video Conferencing System reduces travel time associated with
some administrative work and allows Directors to oversee activities at several cour locations, but
their work also requires a space that ensures confidentiality and is large enough to hold group
meetings. Each Division Director stil requires workspace at each location under their direction.

As previously noted, the types of cases and numbers of judicial officers assigned to a particular cour
facility will be subject to change. Public policy changes such as amendments to the DUI laws,
revisions to a cour's jurisdiction or number of judicial officers, and the amount of tax revenues
allocated to criminal justice fuding can have a significant impact on cour caseload. The likely
effects of these changes will be increases in case filings, caseload complexity, and changes to
caseload processing time.

District Court is completing a Staffing Study that is analyzing how the necessar fuctions of the
cour are performed given existing staffng levels, and how the situation may need to be changed.
The results of this study could impact how the various facilities use their space and how Cour
activities are located thoughout the County. Jail studies being conducted by the County and several
outlying cities could also affect caseload numbers at the varous Distrct Cour locations.

The organizational plan outlined in Tables 1.3 and 1.4 was used as a baseline for evaluating the
potential performance of varous Distrct Cour facilities thoughout King County. The baseline
addresses the basic OMP recommendations of continued unfication and centralization of cour
fuctions, retaining the "cour of choice" position for surounding cities, flexibility in providing
services and facilities for District Cour customers, utilization of existing facilities, and consolidation
of District Cour facilities that exist in the same city. To meet this baseline, the following basic space
elements would need to be in place at each of the sites:

. Bellevue Facility: Three courooms with associated jury rooms and space for support staff
'necessary:io carr-out the fuctions of the cour. ,Two Gourooms wil-be for the City
caseload and one courtroom will be for Distrct Cour work such as City Infractions, some
Superior Cour work including exparte, and use as a multipurose room for jury assembly,
communty meetings, Specialty Cour cases, and special cour programs such as Juvenile
Diversion and for large meetings.

· IssaQuah Facility: Two courrooms with associated jur rooms and space for support staff
necessary to car out the fuctions of the court. Courrooms will provide City, Civil and
State Infraction services. A multipurpose room is curently provided at this location.

· Redmond Facility: Three courrooms with associated jury rooms and space for support staff
necessary to carry out the fuctions of the court. Three courtrooms will provide City and . 1
State Criminal, and Infractions services with the existing fourt couroom being utilized as a _ J
multipurose room.

Capital Planning & Development
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· Buren Facility: Thee courrooms with associated jur rooms and space for support staff
necessary to carr out the fuctions of the cour. Three courtooms wil provide for City and
State Inactions and Couresy File Small Claims and Civil Suits. A multipurose room is
required but is not curently provided at this location.

Kent Consolidated Facilty: Six courooms with associated jur rooms and space for support
staff required to carr out the fuctions of the cour. In addition, the existing secure GB
couroom at the RJC wil need to remain as a secure jail couroom for in-custody matters.
The other six courooms will provide service for City, DV Cour, State Criinal, and State
Infractions. Four of the courooms will require secure access to the RJC jaiL. One multi-
purose room is needed over and above the courtooms noted which could be used for the
Relicensing program. ,This assumes that the Aukeen (Kent) site would no longer be utilzed
for District Cour fuctions.

Seattle (King County Courouse): Five courooms with associated jur rooms and space for
support staf necessary to car out the fuctions of the court. Courrooms would provide
space for State Criminal, Civil, DV Court, Mental Health Cour, Re-Licensing, State
Infractions and Death Inquests. A multi-purose couroom is also required. In addition,
space is required for the Offce of the Presiding Judge, the Payment Center, Call Center, and
IT group. Many of these latter functions are curently located in the Yesler Building in
downtown Seattle.

· King County Correctional Facility: One secure Jail Courroom for in-custody matters and
space for support staff, judge, and attorneys serving the in-custody clientele.

. Shoreline Facility: Two courrooms with associated jury rooms and space for support staff

necessary to carr out the fuctions of the cour. Two courooms providing City and State
Infractions with the existing third courroom being utilized as a multipurose room.

. Vashon Facilty: One multi-purose couroom for State and County cases. (Ths cour
. convenes one day a month.)

Capital Planning & Development
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Chapter 2 District Court Faciltv ProQram Guidelines

A. Methodology

i The District Cour facility program guidelines were developed by completing the followig steps:

Step 1 Identification of space plannng issues that wil affect the overall layout and organzation of
Distrct Cour facilities.

Step 2 Identifying existing space guidelines to be used in the evaluation of District Cour facilities
including industry standards such as Trial Cour Facilties Guidelines developed by the Task
Force on Cour Facilities, 2002; the National Center for State Cour, "The Courhouse: A
Planng and Design Guide for Cour Facilities; and the Council adopted County Space
Plan, 2005.

Step 3 Developing a list of spaces and space relationship diagrams to document the Distrct Cour
space requirements.

Step 4 Developing programmatic requirements for specialty spaces such as courooms, multi-

...1 purpose rooms, specialty cours, and secure entrance points (single point of entry).

Completing these steps led to the creation of the District Cour facilty program guidelines which
were used to evaluate the programmatic component of District Cour facilities analysis. The facilities
analysis also included evaluations oflife safety systems, accessibilty (ADA), and the major
maintenance program curently in place för all the County buildings.

".:1

: J

B.Planning Issues

1. Organizational Structnre

-¡

i

In 2001, the Distrct Cour judges created the position of the Chief Adminstrative Offcer which
provides authority over all non-judicial personnel to achieve uniform cour, administrative, and
personnel procedures, and, when appropriate, to achieve savings through fuher centralization. This
effort led to centralized services in the Call Center and Payment Center, for IT functions and in
Probation. These centralized services are administered by the Chief Administrative Offcer and the
Offce of the Presiding Judge.

In addition to these centralized administrative services, the District Cour judicial fuctions are
organized into three administrative areas which are:

1. Shoreline, Seattle and one Cour in the downtown jail (KCCF)

2. Redmond, Bellevue and Issaquah

3. Burien, Kent (Aukeen, and the Regional Justice Center), and Vashon Island

Capital Planning & Development
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The District Cour's administrative organizational strctue meets the strategic recommendations
outlined in the 2005 Operational Master Plan relating to facility needs. The strategic
recommendations include:

Quality Service... access to justice, customer service, and court productivity

Unifcation and Centralization... .... centralizing workload and administration

City Contracts ... ...support the Court's function to serve cites

Service and Facilty Flexibilty... ...

Facilties... .. .promote access to justice, consolidate facilities in the same city

To accommodate the curent organzational strcture of the Cour, the strategic recommendations
noted above, and the requirements of the cour service contracts with the cities, the District Cour
requires the following facilties:

Redmond

Bellevue

Issaquah

Kent (RJC and Aukeen sites consolidated)

Buren

Seattle (includingKCCF)

Shoreline

Vashon

Yesler Building (Seattle)

2. Courtroom FlexibilitylMultipurpose Room

,One of the goals of District Cour is to provide flexible and functional cour facilities. This allows for
the assignent of judges to a cour facilty as the demand requires. Cour facilities are best served
when they have courrooms that can be used for a variety of case types. This can be achieved by
having at least one multi-purose room, and one fully equipped jur courroom at each cour facility.
The multi-purose room would be used for jury assembly, meetings (cour, county or public) and a
couroom. Jur courooms must be fully equipped and have dedicated, confdential jur
deliberation rooms with easy access to private, secure restrooms. A private, secure restroom is
defined as having easy access to a restroom without the possibility of meeting court staff prosecuting
attorneys, defense attorneys, police, judges or the public.

The following descriptions can be found in the Trial Court Facilities Guidelines developed by the
Task Force on Cour Facilities, 2002, and in the "The Courouse: A Planing and Design Guide for
Court Facilities" compiled by the National Center for State Courts in 1998. Additional input was

Capital Planning & Development
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King County District Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 2 Facility Program Guidelines

compiled through interviews with Cour Staf, King County Securty Personnel who reviewed the
guidelines, and Council adopted policies and procedures.

3. Security

Single Point of Entry

1. To provide for thorough and effcient monitonng and screening of the public and staff
entering the cour facility, a single point of entr is recommended. Judicial offcers should
have a separate, controlled access entr point (with the exception ofthe County Courouse
and the Regional Justice Center). In-custody persons should have a separate, controlled
access from both the public and the cour staff. Curent practice at the outlying locations of
Distrct Cour is to have the public enter through the main entrance with staff having the
option of entenng through a separate, non-securty screened, key or card access door in the
rear or side of the building. Having a single entr point where both the public and employees
enter would provide a more secure cour facilty.

Circulation Zones (within the Court facilty)
1. It is highly desirable to have three separate zones of circulation within courroom facilities: a

public zone, a private zone, and a secured zone. The public zone provides access into the
building and to all public service components such as the courooms, public counters, jur
assembly, DV advocate, public defenders offce, prosecuting attorneys office, probation
offces, and non-court fuctions if provided. The private zone provides limited access

corrdors for cour staff, judicial officers and escorted jurors. This zone connects courrooms,
judges' chambers, jury deliberation rooms, and support staff areas. A secured zone for in-
custody defendants, separate from the public and private zones, provides access between the
secured in-custody building entrance, holding cells (if present), and courtrooms.

ll. Controlled access from the public zone should be provided to the pnvate and secure (if

present) zones. Key card access is the preferred option over the use of keys for securty

puroses. Key distrbution is always diffcult to contan. There is no way to track who is
accessing the ,area or building. Key cards are an effcient way to track comings and goings
and to more efficiently eliminate the ability for an unauthorized person to use a lost card.

iii. While incorporating three circulation zones into cour facility designs is the preferred option,
this has not been put into practice in the past when planng Kig County's District Cour
facilities. All of the curent Distrct Cour facilities have at least two zones: public and
pnvate. None of the curent facilties have a secured zone that separates the in-custody

defendants from staff and the general public, with the exception of the RJC. Long term
plang for District Cour needs to incorporate this philosophy into the Facility Master Plan
for each Cour location.

Capital Planning & Development
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Weapons Screening (for the public)

11. Weapon screening of the public should occur at the single point of entr to the Cour facility.

Ths is the curent practice in each facilty at the present time and should remain so for the

long term.

Security System

1. Key Card Controlled Doors: To insure the integrty of internal secure circulation, doors
separating the public spaces from private spaces, and secure circulation thoughout the
buildings, should be electronically controlled through a key card access system. Door access
control systems should be connected to the countyde access control system and operated by
the Building Services Section Securty 10/ Access Control group.

11. Duress Alars: Distrct Cour facilities curently have duress alars installed in all cour
locations in the clerical areas, front counters, courooms, probation offces, and most judicial
chambers. All new duress alar installations wil be monitored by one of the two Building
Services Section Security Dispatch Centers.

iii. Sureilance Cameras: Sureilance cameras should be provided to monitor all building
entrances and exits, lobbies, pay stations and courrooms. Sureilance cameras should meet
the King County stadard as provided by Building Services Section Security and should be
monitored off site at one of the two Building Services Section Dispatch Centers.

4. Prisoner Security

In order to preserve the integrty of the internal circulation zones, cour facilities that process in-
custody defendant cases should consider having dedicated prisoner-holding cells. If possible, a
separate, secured circulation zone should be provided from the holding cells to courooms and the
separate, dedicated in-custody building entrance.

Capital Planning & Development
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King County Distict Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 2 Facility Program Guidelines

C. Space Guidelines

The chart noted below shows square foot ranges for offices, which in tu are related to a person's

position, and the fuctions they perform within the County's organizational structue. These ranges,
established by the King County Space Plan, adopted by Council in 2005, were one ofthe tools used
in developing the space requirements for the District Cour facilties. The full index ofthese

standards is included in Appendix A. Guidelines may be utilzed differently when planing a new
facility versus how they are used in evaluating an existing building.

,
I

,,)
1. Statutory Standards (Kng County Space Plan 2005)

¡

L Elected Offcials I! District Court Judge* ! POI i 200¡ ! i !! ! I
Ll\n, i-ointed O.,lf_iC. ials_' ___, .-i--t i ---i----------------
rn~~artent Director i P02 ¡ 200 -T2-Š--'--T--'---------'¡--'---l
I, (~~i:f A~ministrativ~ Of!ct:r)* ! k i -~---.-..--- ! i
¡-lJvlslOn ~a~~~r (Director)* _-iJ?O~_W-~___l15! ---------.,----i,------j

L SuIT ----,-- ---.~l:____i,---=i~~==j--=-~=--==~-=:=L,=,~~=~,-j

1~~s:~~~*~~~~~-:'-----1 ~~~ ,!~; i ~~~ -~=:~~=--=~--+---.-~
I_~_ervisor.. ~ I 85 1100 I Yes I 106-125~Ac~?untantJFlscal ~ SF2 i 70 i 85 i Yes I 87-106
i Planner SF2 I 70 I 85 I Yes ,______1 87-106--
!_D:~_nician ,.. _-r SS-FF33 -l 6~=__,II"-:~ ! ~ es .. i : ~ - ~ ~~ ¡~.!fident~a-i Se,~re~_" ~ ¡ 65 i _, ! ~____~ -
L Supervisin~A_ttorney.* -i~,-i20 ---l~--l-----------L-
l.Atto~~~~_,__-=_, : SF5 i 120 1130 _--______.___l,i Clerical i SF6 I 55 i 64 I Yes I 69-81 ,
¡ Lunc~roömBrakroom)_ ! B¡Ul 180'-= r !-~=-==='T-,--,__
LG.Q~~__L__,_,________¡ CSl."..__-i~_____i___.l_,,_____,_.__,________¡

~EE1~== _~--~~+-==~~~--_~=_ ~l-= ... .3¡..raining Room (40_people) ¡ TRI ! 1350 l-____,_,___L________,J !
1_ C~!1ference Room (med) ,_~_ CF4_J.l~__----,--,-,-i--,-- , 1--.---,---1
I Co~ference Roo~ (smaii)______~--CFL,~_-,----,-i-----,.-~ !¡ MamDataRoom I DR2 i 180!, ¡ ¡
r----'-'----'-'=--=T-==~r-'----l=------L-=====~-.--J-=-=i
i *Private Offce ¡ i : _ 1,_________,__1_,___ I.'--"..---'--------------'-'--'-~..---..~------ ~ i-Lllir,!~ caL~I!~te ~.!tir~ WO!lc area _,__L__,..___ i__,--______--_______!
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2. Court Planning Guidelines (National Center for State Conrts, 1998)

The guidelines noted below were used as comparative models for Distrct Cour and are based on

data outlined in the National Center for State Cour, "The Courouse: A Planng & Design Guide
for Cour Facilities", 1998. Guidelines may be applied differently when planing a new facility than
when they are used in evaluating an existing building.

"cätegbry' :.- ',-, .. Spacè ' .. Lo\¥ SF' ; High'Sf ,~Avèrage SF "::Totâ.I" ;' -
, . " ' Type, , Range : Rano-e ,_ ;, "',! Couroom I Ii' i ¡

r- LitlgantAa(lti-eijurybox) r L______ ¡ ------t-'-~-==-_ L865* '~jf Sp~tators (75 x 9sf/person) I I i ______L-,___l 675 ~I Tot Are"Courtmom JiTli-------- i 1540 -J. ' L i I I ii Sound Lock i SU-- 64 -----r-'"--- 182" ¡ i
, -,------i-----..--'"'----,----i,-,--,-,-'"-~,,--'"--,....-'_i-------,¡- Attorney/Client Conference ' CFl i I I i 100 j
¡ Jury Room (25sfi¡;erso~x 7 plus 1 I CF2 r ¡-------ì-'----'T240--1
jJestrot?m ~_~~!l__ ¡ ! ; ,-------------l----------!
i Holding Cells (ineI att booth) i Hei _L!QO/cell ____JJ_~Ql~i_t_lO/~eii,__L.!Q.,_J
i Jury Assembly(70) /Multipurpose '-l CF3 ii, I I5/person i 1050 I¡ Room** ! .l____L_,_____.J____--'____-i
¡-Pay Wait~~Area (20) i PWI --B1.E~son_.L~lperson _! 13.,SlE.~~, 270 __J

L~~~~~~~g, L~b~~CO~_r~~=_~LL_si----t~o=~=J ~~~=__=~=_,,_~~'5/cöiii: ___.J,~~_-=J

* Litigant Area based on jur courtroom (1 tier jur box) total area of 1,024 SF minus 2nd row of

seating behind the attorney tables l59 SF (34 ft x 4.7 ft) for a total area of 865 SF.

** Jury Assembly: Assumes at least 2 courooms are being used for jur trials and 35 jurors called
for each cour
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3. Weapons Screening Station Guidelines (Judicial Council of California, 2002)

The following gudelines are based on criteria outlined in the report by the Judicial Council of
Californa, "Trial Cour Facilities Guidelines", 2002, and were used as a comparative model for the
District CoUr analysis.

One security screening station (or portal) should be provided for each cour facilty at the single point

of entry although it may have several stations depending on the number of courooms and size of
calendars.

Weapons screening stations should include space for:

-\1
o An interior area for queuing of persons entering the building between the security screening

station and th~ building entrance.
o A magnetometer (metal detector) device though which visitors pass for detection of metal objects.
o A table or counter for secondar inspection of scaned items.
o A magnetic-wand inspection area.
o Securty staff posts to assist individuals through the magnetometer screenig and X-ray scaning.

,0 A weapons storage locker.

Adequate space for queuing of persons awaiting screening is essentiaL. The interior queuing area(s)
should provide adequate space for the projected peak volume of individuals entering the courhouse.
Each screening station should be designed to accommodate a queue of at least eight persons.

i

) Each screening station should be a minimum of 130 squae feet to accommodate:
o A queue of eight persons (100 square feet at 12.5 square feet per person and have minimum depth

of 12 feet between the building entry and magnetometer),
o A magnetometer and securty position (30 square feet).

Each securty screening area should be designed to allow visual observation by securty staff of all
the'public exits,to-tmsurethat individuals entering the building do not circumvent the screening
process.

00
TABLE

o
~

o
SECUR pos
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D. Space Program Standards
Space gudelines (Space GL) shown below for Distrct Cour areas are based on the County's adopted
space stadards plan, or in cases where the type of space is not identified in that document, the Trial
Cour Facilties Guidelines developed by the Task Force on Cour Facilities, 2002. Guidelines may
be used differently when planng a new facility versus how they are used in evaluating an existing
building. However, these are the stadards we will strve to achieve in any new or remodel work
completed for the Distrct Cour.

1. Administrative

a. Offce of the Presiding Judge

Space Identification

'S pace'
. I~l : ',- ,

. s paCr Space, ',' REQ-, #?f' Recomm'ended . Current " COiIlnients
,

, l'ypç . GL, .. :¡; 'pRce s . NSF Location
Pres¡'d'¡ng Jud' g-e POI 225 1 225 CH 10

Chiet AdminlStratlve Omcer PU2 2uO 1 200 CH 10
* Asst. PresidingJudge P03 150 1 iso CH 10

Waiting Room 1 125 CH 10 5 persons x 25/sf

Conference Room (med) CF4 300 i 300 8- 12 people
Copy/Supply Room CSi 120 1 120

Storage Room ST1 180 i 180

Interns SF6 69 2 138
u

Human Resource 0
Director SF! 150 i iso u110

Program Manager SF2 85 1 85 CH 10
Executive Secretar SF3 80 I 80 CH 10

Recep tionist SF6 80 1 80 CH io
Applicant Testing Area SF6 65 1 65

0
Budget and New Development 0

Director SFI 150 1 150 CH 10
Revenue Analyst SF2 85 1 ii5 CH 10

-, Budget Analyst SF2 85 i 85 CH 10
Jur Coordinator SF3 85 i 85 RJC Located at the RJC
Offce Technician SF5 80 1 80 RJC Located at the RJC

Spanish Interpreter SF3 55 1 55 RJC Located at the KJC
Mental Health Court Manager SF1 85 1 85 cH 10

OPJ Court Manager SF1 85 1 85 CH 10
Program Manager SF2 85 2 170 cH 10

Total NSF 2778

*Secondar work space, primar ottce w il be at tbe Judge s regu ar court location
I I I I

I I I I
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Space Relationship Diagram

Ths diagram ilustrates the optimum adjacencies for District Court operations as defined in the Trial
Cour Facilties Guidelines developed by the Task Force on Cour Facilities, 2002.
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b. IT Center (Offce of the Presiding Judge)

Space Identification

¡Spiice
' -, - - --. . .~

RE'Q # of. ~ ' Reconime'iÌded " , (;urt'éiÌt' " Comnie"n'ts' ' ,,'
, -, .

Space Space, "

"- Type . GL , , ,Spaces ~SF -- Location -- ..', ,
Technology Director SFI 150 1 150 Yes1er 5th
PC Tech SF3 85 2 170 Yes1er 5th

Court Manager SFI 85 1 85 Yes1er 5th

LA Tech SF3 85 1 85 Yes1er 5th

Project Manager SF2 85 1 85 Yesler 5th

ECR Database Administrator SF2 85 1 85 Yesler 5th

Traiing Room (20 people) 1Rl 675 1 675 Yes1er 5th one half of King County space std
COpy/Supply Room CSI 120 1 120 Yesler 5th

Data Room DR2 180 1 180 Yesler 5th

Scaning Station 180 1 180 Yesler 5th

Total NSF 1815

Space Relationship Diagram

Pubfic Access

PC Tech PC Tech ECR
AdminIstrator

Lan Tech

Training Room

Court Mgr Project Mgr IT Director

IT Center
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c. Call Center (Offce of the Presiding Judge)

Space Identification

".I

Space Space Spu~e ' REQ # of Recommended NSF 'CommentS' -.
Type, GL Spac_es Current Location,.' ,

Court Mgr SF1 85 1 85 Yesler 5th
Court Clerk SF6 80 12 960 Yes1er 5th

W orlcoom/Copy CS1 120 1 120 Yesler 5th
Lunchroom SRI 180 1 180 Yes1er 5th

Total NSF 1,345

Space Relationship Diagram

Pubfic Ac

lunch Room

Cie Worom
ClerkClerlClerk Cle

Cort Mgr

(eaD Clf Supv)
CleTk ClerkClerl CleiCieCleit ClerK

Call Center
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d. Payment Center (Offce of the Presiding Judge)

Space Identification

¡Space CO- : spacé' ':Space "Refj. # of! Recommèniled '" 'Cul'rent,Lohoù:'C'oínènts',' " ,"~ ' , ' ,
~'" ~' ""dC." _:",:::jypc -",:,.,at~:' ;:.;;.'§R~,Ç~~,;:..'(;;_::.:,c~,S~,;-":c:'...c'"~';.'" _ __, ".. .,;:_ ..,:_c ":':~è'~:.£ --,:,,;. ".'k, ',~' .... "

Coordinator SF2 85 1 85 CH - 3rd Floor
Revenue Mir SF2 85 I 85 CH - 3rd Floor Shared with Budget Analyst

Clerks SF6 80 6 480 CH - 3rd Floor
Pavrent Center Supervisor SFI 85 I 85 CH - 3rd Floor

COpy/Supply CSI 120 i 120 CH - 3rd Floor
Secure Storaie 280 I 280 CH - 3rd Floor

Conference Room CF5 180 I 180 CH - 3rd Floor
Secure Vestibule SLI 64 I 64 CH - 3rd Floor Key Card access only

Total NSF 1379

Space Relationship Diagram

Public Accss Copy/Supply

11111111111111111111111

Secure
Vestlbule

Coordinator

Supervisor Revenue
Mgr Secure

Storage

(Vault)Payment Cir

, , Clerks (5)

Payment Center
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e. Probation

Space Identification

",'j

i

,¡

s.pacè --,,, '" . ,", , -- F špà~e :"'. SlläC! :':.RE,Q # òf "-'-Réc~'in'Ineiì-de~' Current ";CórD'iÍients ~, :' .'. . .." " "

: "',. __.__'___.__,'_~. , Trii~.__"~___~~_,_J_ ~B-~,~f.., ~', ._ ~"J.~.~~ ..;", ¡, LO,C3th!'L ~d ,____ _.. .'.._.,_ ___, ~

Probation Directo! P03 150 1 150 CH3
Offce Manager SF2 85 1 85 CH3

Mental Health Specialist SF2 85 3 255 CH3
Probation Offcer 1 SF2 85 3 255 CH3

WaitinKRoom 1 125

CODY/Suoolv Room CSI 120 1 120

Storage SFI 180 1 180

Issaauah

Seattle

j

"'1

)

Probation Officer 1 SF2
Offce Manager SF2

Kent

Probation Offcer i SF2

Offce Manager SF2

RJC

Probation Officer 1 SF2
::1

Probation Offcer 2 SF2

Offce Manager SF2

Shoreline

Probation Offcer i SF2
Offce Manager SF2

Yesler BId!!

Compliance Clerk SF6

Total NSF

Seattle staff services State Caseload,
Menta Health and DV case1oad, &
KCCF

5 DeoDle x 25/sfDerson

85

85

340
85

Issaquah DC
Issaauah DC

Issaquah sta services Redmond,
Woodinvile, Carnation, Duvall &
Skykomish & State Caseload from
Redmond4

i

85

85

425
85

Kent
Kent

Kent staff services Burien, Covington
& State Caseload at Burien & RJC5

1

85

85

85

Staff services State Domestic
255 RJC Violence Cases (a RJC and

85 RJC in-custody for RJC & Renton Jail

85 RJC

Shoreline staff also services State
Cases out of Seattle & case load for

170 Shoreline Shoreline & Kenmore
85

Staff services all compliance cases,
320 Yes1er court-wide,

3105

3

i

i

85

85

2

1

80 4
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Space Relationship Diagram (Seattle Office only, not including Field Staff)

Currently in the Yesler Building ~
Public Access

,---------------,I II I
I Compliance Compliance Compliance I
I Clerk Clerk Clerk II IL_ __~

Probation
Di rector

Mental Hea~h
Specialist

Waiting

Mental Health

Specialist
Mental Health

Specialist

Copy/SupplyOffce
Mgr

Probation
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2. Court Facilties

The chars on the following pages show the various facilities used by Distrct Court. Using only the
fuctions curently assigned to these facilities, the Space Guidelines were applied to show the
minmum square footage that is needed at any given site without changing any of the curent
operational fuctions. The chars do not show a comparison of the recommended space and

"l fuctional guidelines that would be considered were the building being programmed for new
constrction or for new and different fuctions. Those comparisons are outlined in Chapter 3.

,d!

,"

~
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a. Burien Courthouse

:S pace " Space
' ,

S'pace G,L, R,EQ # of Recomniended N S F Comments
' '

"

" Type ' Spaces .,
.. .,- , ' " .

A dmininstration

Directors Offce P03 150 1 150
Court Manager SFI 85 2 170

Clerks SF6 80 20 1600
Aide SF6 55 1 55

Pay Stations SF6 64 3 192
F He St orage 280 1 280
Workroom 192 1 192

Lunch Room BRI 180 1 180
Staff Restroom

Conference Room CF5 180 1 180
Judicial

Courtrooms
Litigant Area CRI 865 3 2595

Spectator Area SLI 675 3 2025
Sound Locklestibule SLI 82 3 246

Judge's Chamber POi 210 3 630
Jury Room (incl restroom) CF2 240 3 720

Multipurpose Room CF3 1050 1 1050
Librar 150 1 150

Holding Cells HC1 110 2 220
Attorney/Client Meeting CF1 100 3 300

Entry
Lobby LB1 375 3 1125 375 sf times # of Courtrooms 

Pay Waiting Area PW1 270 1 270 13.5 SF times 20 people
Security IW eapons Screening 130 1 130

Public Restroom

Prosecuting Attorney s
Attorney Offce SF5 120 3 360

Paralegalegal Asst SF6 80 3 240
Sup ervising Attorney SF4 150 1 150

Witness Waiting 100 1 100

Police Waiting 85 1 85

Work Area 64 1 64

DV Advocate 0

Public Defender
Attorney Offce SF2 85 1 85

Waiting Area 80 1 80

OPD Screener SF2 85 1 85
Probation
Other

Data Closet DR1 54 1 54

Total NSF Space 13,443
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,:'!
i

b. Kent Courthouses

(Combined needs of both Aukeen and RJC sites)

Space' -, - - , Space "Space - - REÒ '#' of -, Rèèõìnmended NSF Cóinmënts- ',- ,- ,',' ',' ":,' ',' :

,c., ' ", _,.,." ,"_ ."_'.,L ,~,' !YJ?~,~~ ,~5~;L " Sf~c~, ~..~'.' , ' : ",-':'..''- " .:", "
, Admninstrtion

cdl Directors Offce P03 150 1 150
Cour M""""er SF1 85 3 255

! Clerks SF6 80 24 1920

Pav Staions SF6 80 3 240
File Stom"e 280 1 280

Workroom 192 1 192

Luch Room BR1 180 1 180

Sta Reoom 

I
Conference Room CF5 180 I 180

, Judicial
. ~ Courooms

Litig¡t Area CRI 865 6 5190 .

Snector Ar SLl 675 6 4050
Sound Locklestibule SLl 82 6 492

Jude:e's Chamber POl 210 6 1260
Jur Room (inel reoom CF2 240 6 1440

Multiourse Room CF3 1050 1 1050

Librar 150 I 150

Ho1din" Cells HCI iiO 2 220
Attomev/C1ient Meetine: CFl 100 6 600

Entr
Lobbv LEI 375 6 2250 375 sf times # of Courtooms 

Pav Waitine: Area PWI 270 1 270 13.5 SF times 20 peple

Securtv/Weans ScreenIl! 130 1 130

Public Restrm Provided

Prosecutin~ Attomevs
Attomev Offce SF5 120 2 240

Sunervisin". Atornev SF4 150 1 150

Witness WaitinP toO 1 100

Police Waitinl1 85 1 85
Work Area 64 1 64

DV Advocate SF2 81 2 162

Public Defender
Attomev Offce SF2 to6 i 106

Waitinl1 Area 80 1 80

OPD Screener SF2 to6 2 212
Probation

Probation Offcer SF2 85 7 595

Offce M!7 SF2 80 1 80
Work AraIaitin" 164 1 164

1 0

Other
Dat Closet DRI 54 1 54

Tota NSF 22,186
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c. King County Courthouse (KCCH), Seattle

Space Space Space REQ # of Recommended Comments
Type GL Spaces NSF

Admininstrtion
Directors Offce P03 150 I 150
Court Manager SFI 85 2 170

Clerks SF6 80 19 1520
Aide SF6 55 1 55

Pay Stations SF6 64 3 192
File Storaee 280 1 280

Workroom 192 1 192
Lunch Room BRI 180 1 180

Staf Restroom

85
City of Seattle staf that serves KC

Mental Health Clinician SFI 85 1 Mental Health Court

Conference Room CF5 180 1 180
Judicial
Courtrooms

Litil!ant Area CR1 865 5 4325
SDectator Area SLI 675 5 3.375

Sound Lock/ estibule SLI 82 5 410
Judge's Chamber POI 210 5 1050

JUry Room (incl restoom) CF2 240 5 1200

MultiDuroose Room CF3 1050 0
Librar 150 1 150

Holding Cells HCI 110 0 In KCCF

Attornev/C1ient Meeting CFl 100 5 500

Entry
Lobbv LB1 375 5 1.875 375 sftimes# of Courtooms 

Pay Waiting Area PWI 270 I 270 13.5 SF times 20 people

Securitv/W eaDons Screenine: 130 At main entrance to Courtouse

Public Restoom

Prosecuting Attorneys In P AO offce

Public Defender " Space provided off site
Probation Space provided on 3rd floor.
Other:

Data Closet DR1 0 In Courthouse main facility

Total NSF 16 159

Capital Planning & Development
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King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan Chapter 2 Facilty Program Guidelines

d. Shoreline Courthouse

Space Spac~ Spac~ UEQ # of Recommended Comment.
Type GL Spaces NSF

Admininstration
Directors Offce P03 150 1 150
Court Manag:er SF1 85 1 85

Clerks SF6 80 12 960
Aide SF6 55 1 55

Pay Stations SF6 64 3 192
File Storape 280 1 280

Workroom 192 1 192
Lunch Room BR1 180 1 180

, Staff Restoom 1

Conference Room CF5 180 1 180
Judicial

Courtrooms
Litipant Area CRI 865 2 1730

Snectator Area SLl 675 2 1350
Sound Locklestibule SLl 82 2 164

Judg:e's Chamber POi 210 2 420
Jurv Room (incl restroom) CF2 240 2 480

Commissioner Offce POI 210 1 210
Multinurnose Room CF3 1050 ) 1050

Librar 150 1 150
Holding: Cells HC1 no 2 220

Attomev/C1ient Meetinp CF1 100 2 200
Evidence Stora"e

Entr
Lobbv LBI 375 2 750 375 SF times # of Courtooms 

Pav Waiting: Area PW1 270 1 270 13.5 SF times 20 people

Securitv~eanons Screenm" 130 1 130

Public Restroom Provided

Prosecuting: Attomevs
Attomev Offce SF5 120 3 360 Provided for City of Shoreline Prosecutors,

SUDervisinl! Attomev SF4 150 0

Witness Waitinp 100 1 100
Police Waitinp 85 1 85

- .Work Area 64 1 64

DV Advocate SF2 85 ) 85

Public Defender
Attomev Offce SF2 85 0

Waitinl! Area 0

OPD Screener SF2 85 1 85

Probation
Probation Offcer SF2 85 2 170

Offce Ml!r SF2 80 ) 80

Work AreaIaitmp 164 1 164
0

Other
Data Closet DR1 54 1 54

Tota NSF 10410
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e. Bellevue Courthouse (County SF requirements only)

SPUt'e Space Space REQ # of Recommended NSF Conunents
Type GL Spaces

Adron
Diecors Ofce P03 150 1 150
Cour Mier SFI 85 2 170

Clerks SF6 80 15 1200
Pay Staons SF6 64 3 192
File Storae 280 1 280
Workoom 192 1 192

Luch Room BRI 180 1 180

Sta Reoom Provided

Conference Room CF5 ' 180 1 180

Judicial
Cowooms
Litiga Area CRI 865 2 1730
Soeor Area SLl 675 2 1.350

Sound LokIesbule SLl 82 2 164

Judge's Oiam POI 210 2 420
Jur Room (incl resoom \ CF 240 2 480

MultiDUfse Room CF3 1050 1 1.50
Libra 150 1 150

Holdig Cells HCl no 2 220
Attrney/Client Meg CFl 100 2 200

Evidence Storae Provided

Enti
Lobbv LBI 375 3 1.125 375 SF tim # ofCow1OOms

Pay Waitig Area PWI 270 1 '10 13.5 Sf ti 20 peple

Securtv/Weaons Screeg 130 1 130

Public Reoom

Proseuting Attomevs
--

DV Advoce SFI 85 1 85 No spac curently provided.

Public Defender
Atrney Ofce SF2 85 0

Waig Ar 0
OPD Screeer SF 85 1 85

Probation
Oter

Da Closet DRI 54 1 54

Tota NSF 10.057
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King County District Court
Facilty Maser Plan Chapter 2 Facility Program Guidelines

f Issaquah Courthouse

Space Space Space REQ # of Recommended NSF Comments
Type GL Spaces

Admininstration
Directors Offce P03 150 1 150
Court Manller SFI 85 1 85

Clerks SF6 80 12 960
Aide SF6 55 0 0

Pay Stations SF6 64 3 192
File Storal!e 280 1 280

Workroom 192 1 192
Lunch Room BRI 180 1 180

Staf Restroom Provided
Conference Room CF5 180 1 180

JudiCial
Courtooms

Litil!ant Area CRI 865 2 1730
Spectator Area SLl 675 2 1350

Sound LockI estibule SLl 82 2 164
Judl!e's Chamber POI 210 2 420

JUry Room OneI restroom) CF2 240 2 480

Multiourose Room CF3 1050 1 1050
Librar 150 1 150

Ho1dinl! Cells HCl 110 2 220
Attornev/Client Meetinl! CF1 100 2 200

,

Entr
Lobby LB1 375 2 750 375 SF times # of Courtrooms 

Pav Waiting Area PWI 270 I 270 13.5 SF times 20 people

Securitv/Weaoons Screening 130 1 130
Public Restroom Provided

Prosecuting Attornevs
SUDervisinl! Attomev SF4 150

Attorney Offce SF2 120
Witness Waitinl! Area _ 100

Police Waiting 85
Work Area 64

DV Advocate 0
Public Defender

Attorney Offce SF2 85 0
Waiting Area 80

OPD Screener SF2 85 1 85
Probation

Probation Offcer SF2 85 4 340
Offce MI! SF2 80 1 80

Work Area/aiting 164 I 164

Other
Data Closet DRI 54 1 54

Total NSF 9.856
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g. Redmond Courthouse

Space Space Space REQ 14 of Recommended Comments
Type GL Spaces NSF

Admininstation
Directors Offce POJ 150 I 150
Court Manager SFI 85 2 170

Clerks SF6 80 18 1440
Aide SF6 55 0 0

Pav Stations SF6 64 3 192
File Storage 280 1 280

Workroom 192 1 192
Lunch Room BRI 180 1 180

Sta Restroom Provided for Women only.

Conference Room CF5 180 1 180
Judicial

Courtroom 1

Litil!ant Area CRI 865 3 2595
Spectator Area SLl 675 3 2025

Sound LockI estibule SLI 82 3 246
Judge's Chamber POI 210 3 630

Jurv Room (inel restroom) CF2 240 3 720

MultiDurnose Room CF3 1050 1 1.050
Librar 150 I 150

Holdinl! Cells HCI 110 2 220
Attorney/Client Meeting CF1 100 3 300

Entry
Lobbv LB1 1125 1 i 125 375 SF times # of Courtrooms 

Pay Waitinl! Area PWI 270 1 270 13.5 SF times 20 people
SecuritvlW eaoons Screeninl! 130 1 130

Public Restroom Provided

Prosecutinl! Attornevs
Attorney Offce SF5 120 2 240

Parel!al SF6 80 3 240
Supervising Attorney SF4 150 I 150

Witness Waitinl! 100 I 100
Police Waitinl! 85 1 85

Work Area 64 I 64
DV Advocate SF2 85 I 85

Public Defender
Attorney Offce SF2 85 2 170

Waitinl! Area 80 1 80
OPD Screener SF2 85 1 85

Probation No probation space at Redmond
,

Other:Mentor Proiram

Data Closet DRI 54 1 54

Total NSF 13 598
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h. Space Relationships Typical Court Facilty
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i. Typical Courtroom Features

The following design guidelines are taken from the study by the National Center for State Cours,
"The Courhouse: A Planing & Design Guide for Court Facilities", 1998. They have been
modified as necessar where specialized progrs or services offered byKing County District
Cour require, it as is the case with the multi-purpose room space.

1. Bench:

Configuration - Sight Lines

. The height, area and design of the bench should reinforce the role of the judicial officer as the
administrator of justice and as the principal controller of order in the couroom.

. The bench should be the couroom focal point, and its placement should not imply the
favoring of any par.

· The bench should be proportonate (50% or less) to the size and height of the courroom,
assurng an unobstrcted view of the entire courroom.

. The judicial officer's eye level when he or she is seated should be higher than any standing

participant or spectator. To achieve this eye level, the floor ofthe bench should be raised
approximately 12-14 inches above the courroom floor.

. The sides of the bench shall not encumber the transfer of documents and verbal

communication between the judicial offcer, the couroom clerk, or interrpt a sight line to
the witness.

. Conferences at the sidebar should be a minimum of 18 feet from the jur.

. Provide a low parition to fuction as a securty barrier between the public gallery and the

court paricipants.

Work Surfaces

. The judicial offcer's work surface shall include a min 3" high valence on the room side of the
work surface !o provide a level of securty for documents on the desk.

'- .-- The bench work surface should be,66 to 78 inches long by 30 inches deep to keep case
materials withn reach and to accommodate computer monitor.

. Provide 6 LF of bookshelves.

. Provide 2 CF of lockable storage for offic~ supplies.

. The actual space occupied by the bench area should be 64 to 80 square feet.

Integrated Technology

. Provide minimum 50-foot candles oflight at work surfaces for examining documents.

. Accommodate one computer monitor and CPU without encumbering sightlines or work
surace.

. Provide one telephone jack and two data jacks below the work surface for each workstation.

. Incorporate accessible concealed cableways to accommodate changing technology.

. Provide a microphone with a mute button at judge's workstation.
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King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan Chapter 2 Facilty Program Guidelines

· Provide a concealed, silent duress alar that directly alerts courouse security and that is
operable durng a power outage.

· Provide bullet-resistant material along the front of the bench, which will absorb multiple
firings of a large-caliber handgu.

· Provide 4 general-purose power outlets.

Accessibilty and Ergonomics

· Provide an adjustable height work surface and keyboard tray for all workstations.
· Provide 5 feet between the edge of the judicial offcer's desk and the back wall, to

accommodate a wheelchair and allow the judicial officer suffcient work area.
. Provide a 1 to 12 sloped ramp to the Judges platform.

· Provide suffcient space to accommodate an ergonomically sound armchair.

2. Clerks Station (in the Couroom):

Configuration

. The couroom clerk's station should be adjacent to the bench and accessible to counsel for
marking and introducing documents.

. The couroom clerk should be withn 30" reach to the judicial offcer for exchange of
exhibits', fies and to communcate privately.

. The clerks' station should be located near a doorway to the judicial corridor.

Work Surfaces

. The work sudace shall have a minimum 3" high valence on the room side of the work surace
to provide a level of security for documents on the desk.

. The clerk's workstation shall have an 80-inch-Iong by 30- inch deep work surace to

accommodate the taking of cour minutes, maintaining files and receiving and labeling
exhbits.

. Provide 18"W x 12"D wrting surace above the valence for litigant transactions.

. The workstation should have 16 lateral file inches (LFI) for placement of in-process files,
forms, supplies and other essential materiaL.

. Provide 2 CF of lockable storage for offce supplies.

. For high-volume calendars, provide an additional 36" work area with monitor, keyboard and

chair, in the clerk's station for 'real time' records updating.

Integrated Technology

. Provide minimum 50-foot candles of light at work suraces for examinig documents for 2
workstations.

, ! . Accommodate 2 computer monitors and CPUs without encumbering work surface.
. Incorporate accessible concealed cableways to accommodate changing technology.

. Provide 2 telephone jacks and 6 data jacks.

. Provide 8 general-purose power outlets, exclusive of audio and printer power requirements.

. Provide desktop audio controls, including 9" audio recording display for FTR Gold.
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· Provide unobtrive installation of printer/copy/fax machine, without encumbrance to work
surface.

· Provide public address system desktop control paneL.

· Provide a concealed, silent duress alar that directly alerts courhouse securty and that
remains operable during a power outage.

· Provide bullet-resistant material along the front of the clerk's workspace, which will absorb
multiple firings of a large-caliber handgu.

Accessibilty and Ergonomics

· Provide an adjustable height work surace and 2 keyboard trays.
· Provide 5 feet between the edge ofthe clerk's desk and the back wall, to accommodate a

wheelchair and allow suffcient circulation area.

3. Witness Stand:

Configuration

· The witness stand must be located so that the witness is in clear facial view of the judicial
officer, jury, paricipating parties, and counsel.

· The witness stand must be 6 to 7 inches (one step) below the floor of the judicial officer's

bench and 6 to 14 inches (one to two steps) higher than the well floor to facilitate viewing the
witness. A modesty panel should be incorporated into the design.

Work Surfaces

· A wrting surface approximately 18 by 24 inches should be provided for the witness, as well
as a 12" shelf extension from the- front of the security parition.

· Provide 2 general-purose power outlets.

Integrated Technology

· An unobtrusive, secured but adjustable microphone should be provided.

Accessibility and Ergonomics

· The witness chair should be height adjustable and be easily removable to facilitate wheelchair
access.

· The witness stand must be at least 60 inches wide by 60 inches deep to accommodate a
wheelchair and to comfortbly seat at least two persons. Provide ramp to witness stand.

· The witness stand should also be designed to accommodate child witnesses.

4. Jur Box:

Configuration

. Provide jur box placement in the courroom that facilitates 7 jurors' observation of cour
proceedings.
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King County District Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 2 Facility Program Guidelines

· Position the jur box with clear sightlines from each juror to the witness, counel, judicial
officer and evidence display areas.

· Jur box shall not extend behind either the witness box or the attorneys' tables.
· Path to and from the courroom should be as direct as possible and should not pass in front of

the bench or litigant tables.
. A space of 6 feet between jurors and the spectator area railing is recommended to separate

jurors from spectator area. Where space is insufficient to allow for 6 feet between jurors and
the railing, some form of physical separation (such as a transparent panel) is recommended.

· Jurors should also be separated from attorneys and litigants by a minimum of 6 feet to prevent
overhearng private conversations.

Accessibilty and Ergonomics

· Provide one wheelchair space within jur box.

. Provide comfortable ergonomically adjustable chairs that swivel and tilt. Chairs should be
movable.

· Chairs should be spaced to ensure that arms do not collde and that chairs do not strike the
surounding walls.

. Provide chair rail in jur box.

. Provide sufficient aisle space in front 'of each row of seats for juror comfort.

. If possible, writing surfaces should be provided. ,

. The jur box should have a modesty panel approximately 30 inches high.

. Hand rails and foot rails in the jur box may also be provided.

5. Attorneys' Area:

Configuration

. Attorney's tables should be positioned so that the attorneys can be seen and heard by other

attorneys, the judicial officer, the witness and the jur. Positioning should allow private
conversations between attorneys and clients.

. The distance between the back of the attorney chairs and the public railing should be
approximately 6 feet to accommodate a row of chairs along the railng for staff, paralegals or
other involved paries.

. Prosecution and defense tables should be no closer than 6 feet from the front row of jurors.
There should also be at least 3 feet between counsel tables to allow for privacy.

. Attorney's tables should be positioned equally in relation to the bench.

Work Surfaces

. Space for at least two tables should be provided for paries such as counsel and prosecutor.

The tables should be a minimum of 3 feet by 7 feet and shall be movable.
. The confguration of tables shall be two tables that allow seating of three people each.
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Integrated Technology

· Provide recessed floor outlets for sound recording microphones at each attorney's table and a
lectern position.

. Provide 2 power and 4 data outlets under each table in the attorneys' area.

. Hanging microphones best to avoid trp hazards.

Accessibility and Ergonomics

. Provide removable chairs and 5' clearance behind counsel tables for wheelchair access.

. Provide 4 comfortable, ergonomically adjustable and movable counsel table chairs.

6. Spectator Area:

Confguration
. Entrance to the spectator area shall be through a double door sound vestibule.

. Spectator area shall be a minimum 6' distance from jur and counsel tables.

. Provide fixed bench seating (except if designing for multi-purose room) for 75 spectators

. Where space allows, provide 30" high fixed railing between spectators and litigation area.

Accessibilty and Ergonomics

. Sound vestibule door hardware and swings shall allow unassisted wheelchair access.

. Provide two 5' x 5' wheelchair parking spaces within the spectator area.

. Spectator access aisle shall be a minimum 5' wide for wheelchair turnaround.
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King County District Court
Facility Master Plan, Chapter 2 Facilty Program Guidelines

7. Cour Layout Guidelines - New Constrction

. i

+12"

+6"

Wllness

:"1

Space for 2

ClerksJury ,

Box DD
Counsel Counsel b.i:-.
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J. Parking Requirements

Distrct Cour handles high-volume type cases that require careful scheduling so that the proceedings
can move along effciently but without having everyone arrve at the same time. However, this also
requires more parking as people tend to arve for their appointments before all the people from the
previous calendars have completed their business with the Cour. This creates an overlap of people
from the cases just heard added to the people arriving for the next calendar. The U.S. Trial Cour
Facilities Guidelines developed by the Task Force on Cour Facilities in 2002 recommend calculating
parking requirements by considering the following factors:

i. The number and tye of courrooms.

2. The number of users, visitors, and jurors expected each day.
3. The number of staff employed at the facility.
4. The number of official vehicles found at the courhouse each day.

The charts on the following page quantify this recommended calculation method in two ways to
arve at a number that can be compared to the parking available at each of the Distrct Cour sites in
King County. One method uses the monthy caseload calendars for each Court. The other method
uses the actual amount of square footage in the Cour assuming that you cannot fit more people into
the building than the square footage allows.

In Chart 1, Parking Need by Peak Cour Demand, the total number of parking stalls needed was
calculated using the following method:

. Using the cour calendars for the various outlying facilities, and the number of courrooms
and case types including high volume calendars and regular calendars, a figure was
extrapolated which represented the average daily parking need.

. In evaluating the cour calendars, consideration was given to the various requirements of the

case type and a determination made on the most efficient way to organize and process the
work.

. The number of scheduled cases is shown under 'cases'. 'Attendance' for each case type is an
average based on the Cour's experience. Deductive factors were applied to arve at an

estimated 'Total Parking Litigants-Staff.

. Parking consultant Rick Wiliams of Rick Wiliams Consulting evaluated the data and
confrmed that the methodology used was valid for determining average and peak parking
requirements, and for evaluating the impact of the deductive factors.

. The deductive factors were applied to 'Total Parking Litigants-Stafr to adjust for the actual
number of vehicles most likely to appear on a typical day. There wil be peak days when
this parking design guideline will not accommodate all cour users arriving by car.

Distrct Cour has done its best to assign caseload to the locations with sufficient space to
accommodate the number of people needing to come to Cour. However, there are constraints to
how much District Cour can do in directing caseload to other locations because they are obligated
to hear contract city cases in the courouse closest to their location, if at all possible. Contract city
workload accounts for about 30% of all cases heard by District Court. The calendars for the cities
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are organized to reflect the best use of the courtooms available at the various locations within King
County while stil meeting contract obligations with suburban cities.

Char 2 shows the seating capacity for a stadard two-couroom and thee-courroom facility based
on the design guidelines. This, plus the number of staff at a site, was used to determine the maximum
number of building occupants there could be at any given time. The same deductive factors applied in
Char 1 were also applied here, and were used to arrve at an adjusted number of vehicles likely to
appear on a typical day.

From the chars on the following page, the average number of parking stalls required for each
courroom based on maximum occupancy load is approximately 54 stalls and using peak cour
demand, 52 stalls. An average of these two analytical approaches puts the number of stalls required
per couroom at 53. These figures were used to evaluate whether the parking at the outlying District
Cours meets the needs of the cour case load and the capacity of the building to accommodate the
occupant load.

¡;~

::~
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Chart 1 - Park.ing Need by Peak Court Demand
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Char 2 - Parking Need by Maximum Couroom Occupant Load
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Chart 3 - Average Number of Attendees by Cour Calendar Type
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Chapter 3 Site and Buildina Analvsis

-0""1
.:.:.1

A. Introduction
1bs chapter documents the detailed comparison of the existing Distrct Cour facilities with the
gudelines defined in Chapters 1 and 2 providing the basis for the alternatives and their cost/enefit
analysis contaied in Chapter 4. In addition, Chapter 3 shows how the additional tools contained in
the Major Maintenance Reserve Program, a facilities surey review, an updated ADA surey, and a
user's surey contrbuted to a comprehensive evaluation. Even if renovation or expansion of a
facility does not appear to be feasible, a list of recommended improvements will have been
established for futue CIP consideration.

,

!

Chapter 1 provided a general overview of the FMP process and the events that preceded it including
the adopted OMP. It also outlined why guidelines and standads are necessar in the FMP process
and which standards are. being used as a basis of comparson. Chapter 1 shows how Distrct Cour
curently uses its resources showing that staff and caseload are assigned in such a way to provide
the best servic;e possible to contracting cities and the citizens of King County. This is a
monumental tak when one views the number of facilities, case types, contracting cities, and staff
needed to conduct the business of the Distrct Court. Staff (includig judges) must be flexible as

resources are apt to be moved with very little notice to ensure the most efficient use of available
space. The limits of the Cour's physical space become very apparent under these circumstances.

i

i
, i

Chapter 2 describes in greater detail the methodology used to create the basis for the facilities
analysis. It dermes space types, space relationships including graphic displays, circulation flow
diagrams, and square foot space guidelines. Most of the square foot guidelines show a range, and
modification is recommended only if the discrepancy is more than 15% greater and or less than the
standard. There is a char for each of the existing cour faciliti~s showing their existing space and
the spaces needed to meet the needs of the activities being conducted there. The basis for
evaluating parking needs is described and includes the use of the Cour's calendar and couroom
occupant load to arrve at the number of spaces required for any given site. Chapter 2 lays the
framework for the comparison and analysis that is documented in Chapter 3.

"J

Chapter 3 lists the Major Maintenance Reserve (MMR) projects planed for each facility and uses
the list as part of the cost benefit analysis process. Included as an evaluation tool and as par of the
,cost benefit analysis, isa basic facilty surey related to code issues such as life safety (egress,
egress signage, lighting and fire protection), seismic rating, and issues surounding accessibility
(ADA - site route oftravel, parking, signage, door clearances, counters, etc.). Many of 

the existing
buildings do not meet curent codes but they are considered adequate until a major renovation is
done. Generally, although jursdictions may var slightly, if a renovation exceeds 50% of the value
of the facility, the systems must all be brought up to curent code. Because of this, when viewing
the charts for existing buildings, code issues may show an adequate rating even if the system does
not meet curent code. However, it should be noted that life safety issues are considered a top
priority for capital project fuding in the County's annual budget process. Situations posing
imminent danger to life safety are addressed immediately. ADA accessibility issues are being
revisited so there is a plan for upgrading County facilities in a phased approach as fuding permits.
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1. Overall Survey Results
A surey was administered to occupants and non-occupant users of the facilities to ascertain what
issues, not identified using the facility program guidelines established in Chapter 2, should be
considered in the overall evaluation process. Respondents answered questions related to most
aspects of each facility, but were particularly useful in assessing the acoustics, confidentiality,
lighting, and ventilation of existing work spaces. The summar of these conditions for all of the
Distrct Cour facilities is shown below:

Environmental Assessment Chart

EnvironmentType 'a'Adequate Inadequate
Acoustics/Soundproofing 93¡ 46
f----....--'------- '------~-.---.-'"'-'-----.-.--'
g~nfident!~~tx_.__ __' 741 "._,__~1Lighting 1531 27
vëñtãton- --.-~".-..... '--.---~--.~--.._."._..-"83
Grand Total 4051 217
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B. Burien Courthouse
1. Court Overview - Burien

,I

a. Operations
The Burien Courouse has 3 courooms, 1 jur room, a storage room and a small law librar that
are used as jury rooms, and 3 judge's chambers. The judge's chambers have private restrooms.
Space is also provided for the County P AO and Public Defender Screener. Ths location has 20
clerical cubicles plus a scanng station and 3 public counter workstations. There are no holding
cells, no separate jur assembly space and no meeting rooms. Jury rooms, jur boxes, and
courrooms are used to fill these needs. There is no probation fuction at this cour but probation
offcers come to the facilty for in-cour hearings because the State Cnminal cases from which a
person's probation arses are heard at Buren. The comt desires to move old cases to the DC OR
system but is curently scanng and indexing all new cases into the system. Video conferencing is

used at the facility via a ViPr System. There is P A system available through the curent phone
system. Parking space is very limited durng peak times and there is no separation of staff and
public parking. Staff is not screened when entering the facility. Security cameras are located at the
back door and counter. Superior Cour uses the location to administer the Juvenile Diversion
Program that meets one night per week.

'-ì

b. Existing Staff
Existig staff includes the equivalent of 3.0 full time judicial offcers, a Director who also manages
operations at Kent (Aukeen), the RJC, and Vashon, 2 Cour Managers, 19.5 full time Clerks plus 1
Office Aide, 2 security staff, 7 P AO staff, 1 OPD Screener (3 days/week).

c. Existing Case Type
Jursdiction: State, King County and City of Burien

Case Type

Criminal:
Infractions:
Civil:

.....

Criminal Non Traffic, Criminal Traffic and DUI
Non-Traffc, Infractions Traffc and Parking
Orders for Protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, and Small Claims Filngs

Hearing Type

Criminal:

Infactions:
Civil:

Araignment, Pre Trial, Non Jur and Jur Trials, Motions, Sentencing and

Reviews
Mitigation and Contested
Heargs held for Temporary and Full Orders

Passport applications processed at this facility (passport Acceptance).
Superior Cour Juvenile Diversion Program 1 night per week

d. City Contracts
The District Cour provides contract services to the City of Burien at this location. All criminal and
Infraction case types noted above are administered for the City of Burien at ths location.
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2. Existing Conditions - Burien

a. Building Characteristics

Address
Lot Size:
Number of stories:
Building Size:
Number of Courrooms:
Heating system:

Year Built:
Fire Alarm:
Sprinklers:
Parking Stalls:

Constrction:
Occupancy:
ADA compliance:
Curent Zoning:

Zoning Restrctions:
Allow. Lot Coverage:

Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:

b. Existing Floor Plan

601 SW 149th St. Buren WA. 98166
South (parking) 47,186 sf North 48,559 sf

2 (police Precinct 1 st Level)

12,203 s.f. (District Cour only 2nd floor)
3

Rooftop AC w/ heating coil, partially updated in 2001
1979
Yes
None
84 existing cour use Required parking based on City

approved use study
V -N - Masonr
1-3, B, A-3
Minimal
DC - Downtown Commercial
Max. Ht. 3-6 stories. Setbacks - front 0', side 0', rear 0'
85% building coverage, 95% impervious suraces
25.4 % South lot
None
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3. Space Comparison - Burien

a. Space Comparison Chart
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b. Space Survey Results:

1. Environmental Conditions:

By far, the biggest complaint atthe Buren CoUrhouse is the poor ventilation in almost all of the
spaces and the poor acoustics and lack of privacy in the clerk's areas.

Environmental Assessment Chart

EnvironmentType E3'Adequate Inadequate
l\~~~~!~S!.~_~~P.r.?~~'!~L ~_, ..._, ___,_,~~L_____,_, 3Confidentiality' 7i 7
Q'g-tI~~- .,~~:~~:~~~::=:, __~-_~= =- d,:,::::u_-'~It:-'::,:_-:,~::::-m"--3Ventilation 3; 16
Grand Total 39: 29
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4. Building Code Issues - Burien

Priority Code Issues Status Pdolity Comments. Results, Answers

LIFE SAFETY SYSTEMS
Means of Egress 

Egress signage & Lighting Adequate
Locking devices (g exits

Adequate
Approved panic hardware typical &
appropriate

Fire Protection
Detection & Alarm More strobes and annunciators

Adequate would be an improvement.

SUDDression Work Needed Onlv if large remodel done
Vertical oDenings

ACCESSIBILITY
Site

Route of Travel Work Needed 1 Over sloDed walks
Accessible Parking Stalls Add curb cuts, add to minimum

Work Needed 1 ADA stall count, van space
required

Signage Work Needed 2
Building .

Door clearances Work Needed 1 Jurv rooms Ctrms 1 2 3 Entr
Door oDening force Work Needed 2
Interior accessible routes Work Needed 1

Alarms Add strobes, test annunciators
Work Needed 2 regularly

Restrooms Work Needed 3 Jurv. Public
Water fountains Work Needed 4
Signage Work Needed 2

Services
Counters Work Needed 1 Lower a counter window to 36"
Courtroom bench Adequate 2 Alt accomodation reauired

, Ctrm JUry Adequate 1 Alt accomodation reauired
Ctrm l!allerv Work Needed 1 Remove arm rests
Security Screening Work Needed 1 Clearances

SEISMIC RISK
Structural I Adequate 1994 study scored 6.2.

I
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1

"1~5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schedule for Burien

SiteName System facilty S~steni Adjusted Esti mated 1st 2nd 3rd
ID Normal Repl Cost replace yr replace replace yr

Life yr
IX SW Buren D509 Oter Electrca Syst 20 2,105 2002 2022 0
IX SWBuren 03080 Boxes N A V, Mig) 15 13,895 2003 2018 0
IX SW Buren B2040 Exteror Wall Finshes 9 4,534 200 2013 2022
IX SWBuren 03040 Distbution Systems 30 3,401 200 0 0
IX SWBuren D5020 Lighting and Brach Wirg 20 29,792 2007 2027 0
DC SWBuen E2010 Fixed Furslgs 27 54,414 2007 0 0
IX SW Buren G2020 Parkig Lots 18 25,851 2007 2025 0
IXSWBuren C1020 Interior Dors 27 18,656 200 0 0
DC SW Buren 02010 Pluming Fix 30 12,421 2010 0 0
DC SW Buren D50io Electca Servce and Di 30 6,288 2010 0 0
DC SW Buren 02030 Sanita Was 35 14,251 2011 0 0
IX SWBurien 03070 Tesing and Baancing 10 4,534 2011 2021 0
DC SW Buren 02040 Ran Water Drnage ,40 8,810 2012 0 0
DC SW Buren C3010 Wall Finshes 7.2 51,000 2013.2 2020.4 0
DC SW Buren B3020 Roof Opgs 18 1,296 2015 0 0
DC SW Buren CI030 Fittings 22.5 3,714 2015 0 0

DC SW Buren 0020 Floor Finshes 9 112,000 2015 2024 0

DC SW Buren 03050 Tennnal and Packae Units 15 183,793 2016 0 0
DC SW Buren 0306 Controls and Instentaon 15 8,939 2016 0 0

DC SW Buren 02020 Domec Water Distrbution 40 4,323 2017 0 0

DC SW Buren C2020 Stair Finishes 40.5 18,365 2018 0 0

DC SW Buren 02050 Hot Water Heaers 15 15,500 2018 0 0

DC SW Buren D5030 Connwicaons and Securty 15 22,00 2018 ° °
DC SW Buren D5040 Fire Alar Systems 15 25,00 2018 ° 0
DC SW Buren B20lO Exterior Walls 45 101,270 2022 0 0
DC SW Buren B3010 Roof Coverigs 25.2 93,281 2022 0 0
DC SW Buren 04030 Fire Protection Speialties 25 2,159 2026 0 0

DC SW Buren B2020 Exterior Windows 45 8,240 2027 0 0
DC SW Buren B2030 Exteror Dors 45 4,534 2027 0 0

DC SW Buren 02030 Pedesan Paving 45 17,062 2027 0 0

~-~
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6. Security-Burien
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a. Single point of Entry:

The Buren location has a single point of entry for the public. Cour and Prosecuting Attorney
staff enter through a side door located on the West side of the building.

b. Circulation Zones:
The Burien location has a public zone and a private zone for judges and cour staff. There is no

separate secure zone. Prisoners are brought into the courtouse through the main public
entrance and wait for their cases to be called while sitting in the jur box in the courtroom.
There are no holding cells. When originally constructed, the court facility relied on the holding
cells in the police precinct located in the lower floors of the building; prisoners were then
transferred to the courts via an internal stairwelL. This stairwell has since been closed and the
room curently used as a secondary storage and jury room.
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c. Weapons Screening:
Weapons screening occurs at the main public entry. Staff are curently not required to use this
entrance. The securty screeIing area is cramped and does not provide adequate allowances for
queuing whiè,the public is waitig to be screened.

d. Security Systems:
Key Card Controlled Doors: There is no key card controlled access system at this facility that
separates the public from the private security zones or at the building entrances. Key and door
release buttons are used to grant access from the public area to the private staff area.

Duress Alars: Duress alars are provided in the courrooms, public counter and prosecutor
offce.

Sureilance Cameras: The camera system provides sureilance of the back door.

7. Site Issues-Burien

':¡

Existing Site Plan

a. Survey Results:
Surey results regarding the site show the need for additional
exterior lighting. Parking was also a significant factor in the
surey, although the fmal tally does not necessarily indicate
this since over 90% of the respondents were the building
occupants.

Site Assessment Chart

s~~, (G -i'infl ~ _~.')l; .\tlljíif.! ~p¥~¡j.ñ~a'i~Ji~Building Signage 19, 4
~~~~~1l.S_i:tiri,~__,: =-~::~ =~__~=:_:i~L_:::~:-_'___~_lFrom Parking Lot 22, 1
From StreetJSidewàï¡(--- -----221'''''- -, ,-----, 1

~~i~9 ----, _,~~= ,-- = ,~;J.:~~:~~:=:==~~

Security Screening Area 16; 6
Grand Tolal 130, 30

b. Parking:
There are curently 84 existing parking stalls available for employees and the public. This is
above the current zoning code requirement of 29 stalls, but is substantially below what is
needed to meet the parking demands of high volume cour calendars. As the parking analysis in
Chapter 2 details, the average number of stalls required per couroom to meet the peak cour
demand is 53. With three courtooms, Burien requires a minimum of 159 stalls during peak
periods.

:.;

~
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8. Areas Needing Improvement-Bnrien
a. Space:

1. Administrative: Clerical area is located in two areas and is separated on opposite sides of the
building, no separate conference room for video conferencing.

2. Judicial: Courooms are too small, facility is short one jur room, one jur room does not
have a restroom, no jury assembly space/multipurose room, no holding cells, no
vestibule/sound lock between lobby and courooms, no attorney/client conference rooms,
benches do not meet curent court standards.

3. Entry/Lobby: Area in front of the pay waiting is too small, the lobby area is too small,
weapons screening area is extremely small and poorly designed, inadequate queuing space.

4. Attorney/Probation: Prosecuting Attorney space is too small and does not have private
offces, no area for witness or police waiting.

5. Other: No separate room for data closet.

b. Building Codes:
1. Life Safety Systems: Any new addition would require fire sprilers throughout the facilty.
2. Accessibility: The entire facility does not comply with the curent ADA requirements

including access to the facility, parking stalls, interior corridors, restrooms, door clearances,
water fountains, alarms, signage, public counters, bench, and jury boxes.

3. Seismic: Rated adequate in 1994 study.

c. Major Maintenance:
The curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated each
year for a 6-year span of time to verify that the priorities have not changed. For the puroses of ths
study, the following list identifies only those major building systems that wil need work in the next
6 years.

1. Site: Pave the parking lot.

2. Exterior: Re-seal the brick, replace downspouts.
3. Interior: Upgrade the casework, replace interior doors.

4. HV AC: Mixing boxes, testing and balancing of the system.

5. Plumbing: Replace fixtues, improve santary waste pipes.
6. Electrical: Replace emergency exit pathway lighting, upgrade light fixtues and distrbution

system.

d. Security
1. Staff and the public enter the facility through separate doors.

2. There is no separation between prisoners and the public.

3. There is no key card access system on exterior doors, or on doors between the public and

private zones.
4. There are duress alarms at the front counter, in the courrooms and judges' chambers, and

sureilance cameras located at the front counter and employee entrance.

'1
"

, J
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1. There is insuffcient parking to meet the peak demands.
2. Exterior lighting is insuffcient.
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C. Redmond Courthouse
1. Court Overview - Redmond

a. Operations
The Redmond Courouse has 4 courrooms, 3 jur rooms, and 3 judge's chambers. Space is also
provided for the County P AO, contract public defender office and OPD screeners, mentor program,
and DV advocate. Ths location has 23 clerical cubicles and 3 public counter workstations. There
are no holding cells, no separate jur assembly space and no meeting rooms. Jur rooms, jury
boxes, and courrooms are used to fill these needs. There are no probation offices at this location,
but probation officers come to the facility for in-cour hearings because the State Criminal cases
from which a person's probation arises are heard at Redmond. The cour desires to move old cases
to the DCOR system but is curently scannng and indexing all new cases into the system. Video
conferencing is used at the facility via a ViPr System. The video arraignent fuction is not
presently operational although there is equipment on site. There is no P A system. Parking space is
limited durng peak times and there is no separation of staff and public parking. Staff is not
screened when entering the facility. There are no security cameras in the courrooms or corrdors.
The weapons screening area at the entr is inadequate requirg the public to queue outside the
building during peak caseload and/or jur day calendars. Superior Cour uses the location to
administer the Juvenile Diversion Program that meets one night per week.

b. Existing Staff
Existing staff includes the equivalent of 2.9 full time judicial officers, a Director who also manages
operations at Bellevue and Issaquah, 2 Cour Managers, 18 full time Clerks that include 4 par-time
positions for a total of20 Clerks, 2 securty, 5 PAO staff, 2 OPD, 2 OPD screeners, 1 DVadvocate,
2 Mentor Program staff. The OPD and OPD screeners are not full time. Superior Cour uses this
location to adminster the Juvenile Diversion Program that meets one night per week.

c. Existing Case Type
Jurisdiction: State, County, Cities of Redmond, Woodinvile, Caration, Duvall,

and Skykomish
Case Type

Criinal:
Infractions:
Civil:

Criminal Non Traffc, Criminal Traffc and DUI
Non-Traffic, Infractions Traffic and Parking
Orders for Protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name -
Changes, and Small Claims Filings

Hearing Type

Criminal: Arraignent, Pre Trial, Non Jur and Jur Trials, Motions, Sentencing

and Reviews

Infractions: Mitigation and Contested

Civil: Hearings held for Temporary and Full Orders, and Name Changes

Passport applications are processed at this facility (passport Acceptance)
Superior Cour Juvenile Diversion Program - 1 night per week
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15920 NE 85th
Redmond, W A 98052

89,116 s.f.
12,016 s.f.
4
1983
None
80
V 1hr and Masonr

Number of stories:
ADA:
Heating system:

Sprilers:
Fire Alarm:
Occupancy

d. City Contracts
The Distrct Cour provides contract services to the Cities ofRedrond, Woodinvile, Skykomish,
Duvall and Camation at this location. All Criminal and Infraction case types, and civil case types
noted above are administered for these cities at this location.

2. Existing Conditions - Redmond

a. Building Characteristics
Address

Building Information
Lot Size:
Building Size:
Number of Courooms:
Year Built:
Addition Built:
Parking Stalls:
Construction:
Zoning Information
Curent Zonig:
Zoning Restrctions:

Max. Lot Coverage:
Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:

b. Existing Floor Plan

CC-4 City Center
5 stories, 75' max. ht.,
Setbacks; Front 14', rear yard 0', side yard 0', 5' landscape

buffer next to parking lot
1 00% building, 00% impervious
7.4%
Located on 100-year Flood Plain
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3. Space Comparison - Redmond

a. Space Comparison Chart

Space Companson Chart
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b. Space Survey Results:

i . Environmental Conditions:

As shown in the adjacent chart, the main complaint in ths facility was the poor ventilation in
most pars of the building and the poor acoustics in the clerks and attorney areas. )

Environmental Assessment Chart- Redmond
~

~l

ri

oJ

J

~J

J

~l

~1
i:.J

"')

. ,

EnvironmentType -aAdequate Inadequate
Acous~?s/Soun~p rOOfing _ ______,_______'.''!?L. ______h'_______ __,..

~_ nfide nti~!t ,_,____,_____ _,_______________,_, ~L___,____"'_ _,___ !QLighting 21! 7
vè-ntïãtion'-' 'n_ -- ,-..----,-- ----- ,,--,---- 12~ ------, - ,-' -' ---'--'13
Grand Total 53: 37

'. ~

: _I
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4. Building Code Issues - Redmond

LI SAFTY SYSTEMS
Mean of Egress 

Egress signe & Lightig Adequae
Lokig device ~ exits

Adequate
Approved panc hardwae tyical &

I aopropriate
Fire Protection

Detection & Alar
Work Needed 2

More stobes and anuncíators
would be an improvement

Suppression Work Needed Ony if large remodel done.
Vertcal openigs N/A None
Counter roll do'M doors Work Needed 2 Tes Operation Reguarly

ACCESIil
Site

Route of Travel Work Needed i Ou of plane
Accessible Parkig Stals Work Needed 1 Not clealy maked
Signe Work Needed 2 Needed

Building

Door clearances Work Needed 1 Jur rooms, Ct 2,3, Entr
Dor opening force Work Needed 2
Interior acssible routs Work Needed i
Alar

Work Needed 2
Add strobes, test anuncíators

reguarly
Restrooms Work Needed 3 Jur, Public

Water founta 4
Signe 2

Servces
Counters i Lower a counter window to 36"
Couroom bench Adequate 2 Alt acomodtion required
Ct Jur Adequae 1 Alt accomodon required
Ct gallery 1 Remove ar rests
Securty Screenig 1 Clearances

SEISMIC RIK

Strctual Adequate
1994 study scored 5.9. - Some

liqlÙfaction risk
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5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schedule for Redmond

SiteNaine System Facilty System Adjusted Estimated 1st 2nd 3rd
ID Normal Repl Cost replace replace replace

Life Vl 'T \T
Rend 03070 Tesg and Balancin 10 4;534 2002 2012 2022
Rend mOIO Fixed Finshigs 20 54,414 200 2022 0
Rend G2020 Parg Lots 20 80,204 2003 2023 0
Rend C3010 Wall Finshes 8 21,620 2007 2015 2023
Rednd C1030 Fittgs 25 3,714 2008 0 0
Rend il050 Hot Water Heaers 15 7,126 2010 2025 0
Rend 05010 Elecca Seivce and Dist 30 6,288 2010 0 0
Red 0420 Site lighti 30 16,041 2010 0 0
, Rend B30io Roof Coverigs 20 93,281 2012 0 0
Rend C3020 Floor Finshes 15 51,013 2012 2027 0
Rednd C3030 Ceilig Finshes 20 34,00 2013 0 0
Rednd D4 Ot Fir Prtecion System 20 5,398 2013 0 0
Rednd 0306 Controls and Intrtaon 15 8,939 2014 0 0

Rend 05030 Comrcaons and Securty 15 11,379 2014 0 0

Rend D504 Fir Alan System 15 15,784 2014 0 0

Rend D430 Fire Proteion Spealties 25 2,159 2016 0 0

Rend B204 Exterior Wall Finshes 10 18,894 2018 0 0

Rend 0304 Distbution Systm; 30 4,042 2019 0 0

Rend 05020 Lighg an Brach WIrg 30 29,792 2019 0 0

Rend 0509 Oter Elecca Systm; 20 2,105 2021 0 0

Rend B3020 Roof Opnigs 20 1,296 2024 0 0

Rend C1020 Interor Dors 40 18,656 2025 0 0

Rend ilOIO Pluming Fixtes 40 12,421 2025 0 0

Rend il020 Dorrtic Watr Distbution 40 4,323 2025 0 0

Rend il030 Santa Wase 40 14,251 2025 0 0

Rednd il04 - Ra Water Dre 40 8,810 2025 0 0

Rend' 02090 Oter Pluming Fixes " 40 2,807 -2025 0 0

6. Security-Redmond

d i
l

J
a. Single point of Entry:

The Redmond Cour has four entry points; one is designated as the main entry for the public
which is where the prisoners are also brought in; staff typically enters through a back or side
door closest to the parking lot; and the fourt door is used as a fire exit only.

b. Circulation Zones
There are two circulation zones in this building: a public zone and a private zone for staff and

'1

i

: j
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judges. There is no secure zone. Prisoners are brought in through the main public area and wait
for their cases to be called while sitting in the jur box in the couroom. There are no holding
cells.

c. Weapons Screening:
Weapons screening occurs at the main public entran~e. Staf are not curently required to use
-this entrance. According to the surey results, many respondents feel that there is not adequate
securty screening space provided.

d. Security Systems
Key Card Controlled Doors: There is no key card controlled access system at this facilty that
separates the public from the private securty zones or at the building entrances. Keys and door
release buttons are used to grant access from the public area to the private staff area.

Duress Alars: Duress alars are provided in courtrooms, front counters, prosecutors and
judge's chambers.

Sureilance Cameras: Curently, there is no camera system in the facilty.

b. Parking
There are curently 80 existing parking stalls available for employees and the public. This is
above the curent zonig code minimum of 42 stalls, but is not enough to meet the parking
,demands of high volume cour calendars. As the parking analysis in Chapter 2 details, the
average number of stalls required per couroom to meet the peak cour demand is 53 stalls. 'With
,.hree courooms used for regular calendar caseload (the
4th being used for a multi purose room), Redmond
requires a minimum of 159 stalls durng peak periods.

7. Site Issues-Redmond

a. Survey Results
As shown in the char to the right, the surey
respondents indicated that lack of parking is the single
most importt issue at the Redmond facilty. Also,
surey respondents felt that a larger building sign was
needed.

Site Assessment Chart

~' ~:"2';''''':n!1~l%t~Li¡ .. Æ¡¡j7~¡tig\jo:t(j~~i:;Q~'ti¡:

Building Sig~~!1~'h"'___u ___ _h____ _,__.~:,____ ____ 12
Exterior Lighting 18; 2
FromParkfng L¿T--';u ,-, '--'----25' 4
From SlreetlSidewaik-n- -"---"'----24T--'--,.. ----'2
Loblr -.~.~~==::,'__.~::-._ :::_::=:'-'d:=::i~L::::::,::'~::-'::~~Parking 6; 22
securiîY sereeriirigAreä- - '---.-'''15¡- ------- ----8

(b lank)----'-----'--- --------------Ör-"-----'----ö

Grand Tolal 116; 56

'",~ """ù":'"

1í~;;:1.::;.:"'\~.~~.:.~._.-...__.

;;ì;;j,i\ '

'-~~'.~1!;
s."-'

ift,~j

,2:J,

I..
,

'~~~

" !~
, :,t;,¿"~',i',,.t"... ~ .

¡ :':," ,: t~.2;-~~r "I:(
,e~Llr:~;'I

!, 'i. i .~"=-_...~ '
i 1: =.~/'_._ . ..:. ~~~ ' :.I.' l , , '. .-, --,~~~_.,''' -,~' =¡¡
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8. Areas Needing Improvement-Redmond

a. Space:
1. Administrative: No separate conference room for video conferencing or confdential

meetings.
2. Judicial: Courooms are too small, jur rooms are too small, no jur assembly space

(curently use Couroom #4), no holding cells, no vestibule/sound lock between lobby and
courooms, no attorney/client conference rooms, benches do not meet curent cour
standards.

3. Entr/Lobby: The lobby area is slightly undersized (but not considered an issue), weapon
screening area is extremely small and poorly designed with inadequate queuing area..

4. Attorney/Probation: Prosecuting Attorney area is too small, no area for witnesses or police
waiting.

5. Other: No separate room for data closet. Additional HV AC needed for areas where fire

alar, phone and data panels are located.

6. Clerical space needs to be upgraded and better organized to provide more efficient circulation
and staff visibility.

7. Area for Probation Staff.

b. Building Codes:
1. Life Safety Systems: Any new addition would require fire sprinklers throughout the facility,

more strobes and anunciators required on the fire alar to meet ADA requirements.
2. Accessibility: The entire facility does not comply with the curent ADA requirements

including access to the facility, parking stalls, interior corridors, restrooms, door clearances,
water fountains, alarms, signage, public counters, bench, and jur boxes.

3. Seismic: Rated adequate in 1994 study, slight liquefaction risk due to proximity to the
Sammamish River.

c. Major Maintenance:
The curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated
e,ach year for a 6-year span oftime to verify that the priorities have not changed. For the
puroses of ths study, the followig list identifies only those major building systems that will

need work in the next 6 years.

1. Site: Pave the parking lot, replace the exterior lights.
2. Exterior: Replace the roof.

3. Interior: Upgrade the casework, paint the walls, replace floor coverings, install new toilet
partitions.

4. HV AC: Testing and balancing of the system.
5. Plumbing: Replace hot water heaters.
6., Electrical: Test and service the electrcal distribution system.

.. 1

¡
. .I

d. Security
1. Staff and the public enter the facility through separate doors. Staff does not go through

security screening.

J

J
"f: .J
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. ¡

;

2. There is no separation between pnsoners and the public.

3. There is no key card access system on exterior doors, or on the doors between the public and

pnvate zones.

4. There are no sureilance cameras in the courooms, pay stations, and public entrance.

e~ Site

1. There is insuffcient parking to meet the peak demands.
d~:i 2. Building signage is inadequate.

! 3. No direct access from the parking lot to the building entrance.

"'1
:i

-j
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c. Existing Case Type
Jursdiction: State, County and Cities of Shoreline and Kenmore

Case Type

Cnminal:
Infractions:
Civil:

Non-Traffc, Criminal Traffc and DUI
Non-Traffic, Infractions Traffic and Parking
Orders for Protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, and Small Claims Filings

,J

J

~

~J

J'
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D. Shoreline Courthouse

1. Court Overview -Shoreline

a. Operations
The Shoreline Courouse has 3 courrooms, 3 jury rooms, 3 judge's chambers, and 3 offces used
by Probation. Space is also provided for Prosecutors from the City of Shoreline, OPD screener for
the cities, a DV advocate from the City of Shoreline, and a clerk from Allance One collections.
Shoreline has 12 clencal cubicles and 4 public counter work stations. There are 2 holding cells but
they do not have toilets, attorney client conference space, or a separate entrance. One holding cell
is presently being used for janitor supplies. There is no separate jur assembly space and no
meeting rooms except for a small library near the staff lunchroom. Jur rooms, jur boxes, and
courooms are used to fill the needs of jur assembly, meeting space, and holding areas. The cour

desires to move old cases to the DCOR system but is curently scanng and indexing all new cases
into the system. Video conferencing is used at the facilty via a ViPr System. There is no video
araignment capability at this site. There is no P A system. Parking space is limited during peak
times and there is no physical separation of staff and public parking. Staff is not screened when
entering the facility. There are no securty cameras in the Courooms or corrdors. There are
duress alars in the courrooms, judges' chambers, clerks offce, probation offce, and at the front
counter. Supenor Court uses this location to administer the Juvenile Diversion Program one
evening per week.

b. Existing Staff
Existing staff includes i.4 equivalent full time judicial offcers - 1 full time judge, i floating judge
from Seattle for 2 days a week and 1 Cour Commissioner for 2 Yi days a week. The Cour Director
also manages operations at the Seattle Cours including the KCCF in downtown Seattle. Other staff
includes 1 Court Manager, 12 full time Clerks plus 1 Offce Aide, 2 security, 4 PAO staff from the
City of Shoreline, i OPD screener 2 mornings a week, and 1 DV advocate from the City of
Shoreline:s POA offce. Probation staff includes 2 full time Probation Officers.

Hearing Type

Criminal:

"ii
i

;..

Infractions:
Civil:

Araignment, Pre Trial, Non Jur and Jur Trials, Motions, Sentencing and

Reviews
Mitigation and Contested
Hearings held for Temporary and Full Orders

J

'J

~J

Passport applications are processed at ths facility (Passport Acceptance)
Superior Cour Juvenile Diversion Program one night per week.
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d. City Contracts
The Distrct Cour provides contract services to the Cities of Shoreline and Kenmore at this
location. All Criminal and Infraction case tyes noted herein are administered for these cities 'at the
Shoreline location including city in-custody hearings that are transported from a correctional
facilty .

e. Special Programs
The City of Shoreline Concerts in the Park series, held each Wednesday in the month of July, use
the Cour's electrcal power and restrooms.

)
2. Existing Conditions -Shoreline

a. Building Characteristics

Facility Address:

Building Information:
Lot Size:
Number of stories:
Building Size:
Number of Courrooms:
Year Built:
Addition Built:
Parkig Stalls:
Constrction:

Zoning Information:
Curent Zoning:

Zoning Restrictio~s:

Max. Lot Coverage:
Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:

18050 Meridian Ave. N.
Shoreline W A 98133

122,408 s.f.
1

1 1,996 gross s.f.
3

1992
None
93, incl.5 HC
VN-separation 4 sides
Slab on grade. CMU walls, R-8 batt insulation, 5/8" GWB or CMU+
wainscot with 2x6 stud wall above w/ metal siding

ADA:
Heating system:

Sprinklers:
Fire Alarm:
Occupancy

ADA access
Heat Pump
Yes
Yes
A-3, B-2

R-6
1 story, 35' max. ht. from reference datu, Setbacks; 20' front yard,
15' rear yard, 15' combined side yards.
35% building coverage, 50% max. impervious surace,
10.3%
None known

¡':
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b Existing Floor Plan - Shoreline
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3. Space Comparison - Shoreline

a. Space Comparison Chart

':-:,1

- .... .0.._
Space Compañson Chart
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~
b. Space Survey Results:

J
1. Environmental Conditions:

The most signficant area of concern cited by the surey respondents was the poor ventilation.
Acoustics in the clerk area was stated as being inadequate.

~

"
d

Environmental Assessment Chart J
EnvironmentType DAdequclte Inadequate

~J

Acoustics/Soundproofing '______~¡___ ,..________~

l~~~~~~~_. :-~,~~,~::~~~:h~-::,.,~,_,____-,i~;~:_~._~.___,_, ~Ventilation 3 11
Grand Total 36: 21
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4. Building Code Issues - Shoreline

i

¡

Priority Code Issiies Status Pliorit:), Comments, Results, Answers

LIE SAFETY SYSTEMS
Means ofEiress

Egress signage & Lighting Adequate Exit siirs needed clerks area.

Locking devices ~ exits
Adequate

Panic hardware tyical &
appropriate

Fire Protection
Detection & Alann

Work Needed
More strobes and annunciators
would be an imorovement

Suppression Adequate Fullv sorinklered

Vertical openings N/A

ACCESSmILITY
Site

Route of Travel Work Needed 1 Detectable waring ~ramp
Parking Stalls

Work Needed 1
Curb cut required over sloped
route.

Signage Adequate 2

Building
Door clearances Adequate
Door opening force Work Needed 2 Adjust Door Closures.
Interior accessible routes Adequate
Alarms Work Needed 2

Add strobes, test anunciators
reirlarlv.

Restrooms Work Needed 2 Lower urinal, grab bar too short
Water fountains Work Needed 4

Siirage Adequate 2

Services
Counters Work Needed 2

Lower a counter at pay window and
at writing counter.

Courtoom bench Adequate Alt. accommodation reauired.
Ct Jury Adequate Alt. accommodation reauired.
Ct gallery Work Needed 2 Add permanent listening devices.

Security Screening Work Needed 2 Inadequate clearances

SEISMIC RISK
Strctural I Adequate 4.7 rating in 1994 ReDort
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5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schedule f~r Shoreline

SiteName System II Facilty System Adjusted Estimated 1st 2nd 3rd
NOl1l1al Repl Cost replace replace replace

Life vr vr vr
OC ShorelÙ1e Dl050 Hot Wat He 15 7,06 200 2021 0
OC Shoreline 0504 Fir Alan Sy 15 15,651 200 2021 0
OC Shoreline B204 Exor Wall Fines 10 14,988 2008 2018 0
OC ShorelÙ1e C3010 Wall Finshes 8 21,438 2008 2016 2024
DC Shorelin D3050 Tei and Pa Unts 15 1.82,245 2010 2025 0
DC ShelÙ1e 0306 Contrls an Intaon 15 8,86 2010 2025 0
DC ShorlÙ1e 0530 Conmcaons an Sety 15 11,284 2010 202 0
DC Shorlin B3020 Rof~ 20 1,25 2013 0 0
DC ShorelÙ1e GZ020 Paig Lots 20 1l0,167 2013 0 0
OC ShorelÙ1e G40 Sit Lighg 20 15,423 2013 0 0
DC Shoeline C3020 Floor Finsh 8 120,00 2014 202 0

OC Shoreline 03070 Tesg an Baancig 10 15,00 2015 202 0
OC ShorelÙ1e C1030 Fitgs 25 3,683 2016 0 0
DC ShoelÙ1e DI30 Fire Proteion Speiales 25 2,141 2016 0 0
OC Shoreline mOl 0 Fixed Fimshgs 25 53,956 2016 0 0
OC Shoreline Cl 020 Inteor Ui 30 18,499 2019 0 0

OC ShorelÙ1e 0304 Distbuon Sy 30 4,008 2019 0 0
OC Shorlin 05010 Eledca Sece and Dist 30 6,25 2019 0 0
OC Shorlin 05020 Lightig and Brch Win 30 29,541 2019 0 0
OC Shorelin B3010 Rof Covergs 30 92,4% 2021 0 0

6. Security-Shoreline

a. Single Point of Entry:
The Shoreline location has a single point of entr for the public; cour staff enter through a side
door located on the northeast side of the building. One emergency exit is provided on the nort
side of the lobby. There is also a door from the sta:lunchroom to the outside.

b. Circulation Zones:
There are two circulation zones in this building: a public zone and a private zone for staff and
judges. There is no secure zone. Prisoners are brought in through the staff entry to a holding
cell and brought to the courrooms via the private zone. The holding cells are undersized.

c. Weapons Screening:
Weapons screenig occurs at the main public entry. Staff are not curently required to use this
entrance. The securty screening area is too small and immediately adjacent to the payment
windows and there is not an adequate queuing area.
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d Security Systems

Key Card Controlled Doors: There is no key card controlled access system at this facility that
separates the public from the private securty zones or at the building entrances. Keys and door
release buttons are usèd to grant access from the public area to the private staff area.

Duress Alars: Duress alars are provided in the courooms, judge's chamber, probation

1 offce, clerks' offce and public counter area.

Sureilance Cameras: Curently there is no camera system in the facilty.

':'!
:¡

i

i
i

.1

7. Site Issues~Shorelie

a. Survey Results
Site Assessment Chart

As shown in the char to the right, exterior lighting was
a concern at the Shoreline facility. Also, surey
respondents indicated that the dead trees in the parking
lot needed to be removed.

,-,.:.. _ =.~U1.i... Q' .--~ .. :~t~if~ '! ",_.' ..~:.: II. .'" _ _-~.dL_. ._-" ~_", ;, .. ~. .::Building Signage 13: 2
Extn.~Lîghtin~,~____~~,=__ .-__'=~_____~~:::~'9;=______' ~ __':')

From Parking Lot 19; 0
From StretlSidëWaik'-- '----,....----18'---- ,. "õ

lobbý-----.--_..----'-- ---'--.'..-'14; --. ,--'.' -- ''3

~:f~~~ë~~:n~~::~ :d'-'==- ;IF---.-''-.u": ','.~
Grand Total 98; 23

b. Parking
There are curently 93 existing parking stalls
available for employees and the public. Ths
is above the curent zoning code
requirements of32 stalls, but is not enough
to meet the parking demands of high volume
cour calendars. As the parking analysis in
Chapter 2 details,-the average number of
stalls required per couroom to meet the

,peak demand is 53 stalls. With two
,courooms being used for the reguar
caseload calendar (the 3rd being used for a
multi-purose room), Shoreline requires a
minimum of 106 stalls during peak periods.

, Some street parking is available when the
parking lot canot meet the peak demand
although being a residential area, this could
prove to be problematic.
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8. Areas Needing Improvement-Shoreline

a. Space:
1. Administrative: No separate conference room for video conferencing.

2. Judicial: Courrooms are too small, jur rooms are too small, no jur assembly space
(curently use Couroom #3), attorney/client conference rooms are too small, benches are not
designed to meet curent cour stadards.

3. Entr/Lobby: Weapons screening area is extremely small and poorly designed. Located too
close to front counter.

4. Attorney/Probation: City of Shoreline Prosecutor's Offce is small but is located on site.
5. Other: No separate room for data and phone panels; panel areas not adequately ventilated.

b. Building Codes:
1. Life Safety Systems: More strobes and annunciators required on the fire alarm to meet ADA

requirements.
2. Accessibilty: The facility does not comply with the curent ADA requirements including

access to the facility, parking stalls, restrooms, door clearances, water fountains, alarms, ,
signage, public counters, bench, jury boxes, and securty screening.

3. Seismic: Rated adequate in 1994 study.

c. Major Maintenance:
The curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated
each year for a 6-yearspan of time to verify that the priorities have not changed. For the
puroses of this study, the following list identifies only those major building systems that will
need work in the next 6 years.

i. Site: Pave the parking lot, replace the exterior lights.

2. Exterior: Reseal the masonr.
3. Interior: Paint the walls, (caret replaced in 2006).

4. HV AC: Replace the HV AC system.

5. Plumbing: Replace hot water heaters.
-", (5;- Electrcal: Install new fire alar and securty system.

7. Public ar over exterior entr is in need òfrepair.

d. Security
1. Staff and the public enter the facility through separate doors.
2. There is no separation between prisoners and the private, staff zone.
3. There is no key card access system on exterior doors, or on the doors between the public and

private zones.
4. There are no sureilance cameras in the courrooms, pay stations, and public entrance.

e. Site
1. There is insuffcient parking to meet peak demands.
2. Dead trees in the parking lot need to be removed
3. Exterior lighting is insuffcient.
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E. Issaquah Courthouse

1. Court Overview - Issaquah

a. Operations
The Issaquah Courhouse has 2 courooms, 2 jury rooms, 2 judge's chambers, several small
conference rooms for client attorney use, and a public law library that can be used for meetings
and/or conferences. Space is also provided for the police waiting fuction, Probation services, and
for the Public Defender screener one afternoon a week. There are several offices that are vacant at
the present time. There are 16 clerical work stations including the 3 public counter work stations.
There are 2 holding cells with toilets, a separate entry, and attorney conference space; there is jur
assembly space (multi-purose room), and attorney-client conference rooms off of each courtoom.
The Cour desires to move old cases to the DCOR system but is curently scannng and indexing all
new cases into the system. Video conferencing is used at the facility via a ViPr System. There is
no video araignent capability at this site. There is no P A system but there is an intercom
between the courroom and the attorney client conference rooms so couroom proceedings can be
heard. Parking space is usually adequate and there is separation of staff and public parkig. Staff

is not screened when entering the facilty. There are securty cameras in the holding cells that
allow the front entry security staff to view activities in the cell area. There are some cameras in the
corrdors although coverage is not comprehensive. There is a duress alarm system in the
courrooms, Judges' offces, Probation offce, and front counter area. Student court for Issaqua
School Distrct is held two times per month in the evenig at ths location.

b. Existing Staff
Existing staff includes the equivalent of 1.5 full time judicial officers, a Director who also manages
operations at Bellevue and Redmond, 1 Court Manager, 11.5 full time Clerks, 2 securty, 5
Probation staff, and 1 OPD screener (1/2 day/week).

c. Existing Case Type
Jursdiction: State, County and Cities of Sammamish.

Case Type

Criminal:
Infractions
Civil:

Criminal Non Traffc, Criminal Traffic and DUI
Non Traffic, Infactions Traffc and Parking
Orders for Protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, and Small Claims Filings

Hearing Type

Criminal: Araignent, Pre Trial, Non Jury and Jur Trials, Motions,
Sentencing and Reviews
Mitigation and Contested
Hearngs held for Temporary, Full Orders, and Name Changes

Infractions:
Civil:

Passport applications are processed at this facility (Passport Acceptance).
Student traffc court two evenings per month.
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d City Contracts

The District Cour provides contract services to the City of Samamish. All Criminal and
Infraction case types noted above are administered for Sammamish at ths location.

2. Existing Conditions - Issaquah

a. Building Characteristics

Facility Address:

Building Information
Lot Size:
Building Size:
Number of Courooms:
Year Built:
Heating system:

Sprinklers:
Parking Stalls:
Constrction:

Zoning Information
Curent Zoning:

Zoning Restrictions:

Max. Lot Coverage:
Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:

152,045 s.f.
16,520 gross s.f.
2
1999
Package Unit HV AC
Yes ~ 1-3 Occ. , only Fire Alar: Yes
108 Occupancy 1-3, B-2, A-3
V-N, Wood frame, CMU, Holding Cell CMU

Number of stories:
ADA Access:

1 + Mezzanne
Yes

Professional Offce (PO)
Offce/Research Park Development SDO (Special District Overlay)
SO-060, Surface Water Retention/etention Requirements SR-15-2
Seasonal Clearng & Grading Restrictions KCC-16.82. 1 50D

100% of Lot A
41%
Yes, wetland mitigation process is ongoing. to meet 5-year schedule
monitored by DDES
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b. Existing Floor Plan

IC C( PI&1l c.
_ nØl eEi-1l_

,

I
"
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3. Space Comparison - Issaquah

a. Space Comparison Chart

lm__'__'_______'___________________'_____'__.___ Space Comparison Chart
L___________,..___ _ , ¡Existing versus Guideli-ne ReeOendationr--"u---..-,...----,nm-------'------..---------..

----.--------. .... ----'---..----'---i~qUah---'----"---'---'-- -- ..--, --------..'---..-.---,..---

r~;::~~'~~I~S:~~m~~~~~~-:~=;~:=i~~i=j~~,~=J~j:::i~~~~~~I=~li~~t~~i~~~:~~~i.f~i~~ii¿~i;~~;:~-~~:::~~~',:~~:~~'~~Aide' SF6 , 55 : 0 0' ,0' ¡

~:=i~~~~~:1~~~~--~i~i~-l~~~:~~~;t~f;t
.---------~~---__---..---~--.--.-.:. ._._._...__.__L__._._l____.~2J:~__~____.._... ______.________.._

~~~~~~ti;E__tli~gk=l-jJ~jj=_iitt-I:c~=~=~:~;:=;---~~~=
____~~~~r~~i!fi~=~!~~~~~:=:E_~~~~::~,:t~~~~:==I-~~t~-_::~~J~':-'~~::~'~~:~d'~_:~~~~~:,:~:~~:~~=:~:~:~'=

.... _______,_.~!!t'?rArea __ SL1 , 675 : 1 675, 63?___~__(i.~_,____.!...__'_'n.. ....___..,_..__.._......,......___..,____."

_-:":~~~~~_~:-!~~;~~~~¡:_ :;~::L_281~___:~-,:::;_"~::~)!~:::L::~:ft!i,:::ij~~=J.:=::~:::::--- "--,-,,, ,---,
Jury Rooms (ine! restroom) , CF2 j 240 , 1 ( 240 ; 228 : (12): D ,

J¿~~~~l~jiff0ir~l~fl~~~Iw~r:;~=~~
: . . ,'., Lobby; LB1 ¡ 375; 2 ¡ 750 - 1200 ; 450 i .. i 375SF lirrs # of courtro,o,ms

l.:::___=~..~i¡.gA;.eai:i¥,;l -r-'Z::õ-,T---1-:::,t._ 270 --:::r:::30~:=::='3s:::::,C..,u,~,_::::,:::i=,,:-.:-:::::::::::::::::,:_.d ,,-.:~..__: ___",___,

a~E~i!~r~~~-if~0Bi~~~~il;~~~~:~:~=¿~;~: , V\l'kArea~ ~ 64! ! 0 : 212 ~ 212 .

~~t~~~t!+i1-~-l!~-~;1;=t~~~rt.~I:~;
~~~=--d:-u UA Restroomr-'-:----¡-- 40 -l.:r-40--=!-- ---Q. ?i:-~--~-~~! _==-=====_~=======~~~~=.=

- .---,..,---- Data ctsel!""'CR1 54,-1-1'---'+-S4-r ,- 262 !., 200--1' prï~zzäniÌ.,ãrëa;siïäi'ëëiwiie-ieëii;ìëai-'---

, ; i L ¡ ; I ¡equipment

g~~~= ~f~I--:-;L=;ij~~~~Ç;~.~=~I=~=~=-~--~=-=~~-~E~
,~~_~~el §i~_e!i!~!' ______, _ nu..um'" ___, ,_ _,__.'____,____,.._¡ _,¡ _ __ _,.,_,__,_,,,_,
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b. Space Survey Results:

1. Environmental Conditions

No signficant environmental quality issues came out of the surey. There were some minor issues

regardingthe acoustics in the clerk area.

Environmental Assessment Chart -
;iìjir _ " - . .; .. ~!I ' ,:'~~~':!ia.ii'glì~¡~"'

Acoustics/Soundproofing 6, 0
eorientiality --- -------'4)----------''''3
Lig hting -- --'-,._---'-13¡-.,----------1
Vëïitilation --- ---- -----111"'------------'-'"3Grand Total 34¡ 7
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4. Building Code Issues - Issaquah

Priority Code Issues Status Priority Comments, Results, Answers

LIF SAFTY SYSTEMS
Mean of Egress 

Egress signage & Lighting Adeqte
Lockig devices (g exits Panc hadwae tyical &

Work Needed
appropriate. Remove key card
restriction at st corrdor.

Fire Protection
Detection & Alan Adequate
Suppression Adequae Fu1lv soriered

Vertical openigs N/A

ACCESSIBILITY
Site

Route of Travel Adequate
Accesible Parkig Stalls Adequate
Sigrage Adequate

Buidig
Door clearances Adequate

Door openig force Adequate
Interior accessible routes Adequate
Alan Adeauate

Restrooms Adequate

Water fountain Adequate
Sigrage Adequate

Services
Counters Work Needed i

Lower public work counter to 36"

Couroom bench Adequate
Ctn Jur Adequate
Ctr galler Adequate
Securty Screenig Adequate

SEISMIC RIK
Strctual Adeauate Conscted under 1994 UBC
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5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schedule for Issaquah

SiteName System Facilty System Adjusted Estimated 1st 2nd 3rd
il Noinw Repl Cot Replace Replace Replace

life Yr Yr Yr
IX Issua 02050 Hot Wat He 15 9,070 2003 2018 0
IX Issua 0010 WaI Finhes 8 Tl,52J 200 2014 202
IX Issua B2 Exor WaI Finshe 10 19,240 2008 2018 0
IX Iss 03070 Tes an Baan 10 5,772 200 2018 0
IX Iss 0020 Floor Finshe 15 64,936 2013 0 0
IX Iss 0306 Contols an Inon 15 11,379 2J13 0 0
IX Issua DS030 Comncaorn an Sety 15 14,485 2013 0 0

IX Issua DS04 Fire Alar Sys 15 20,09 2013 0 0
IX Iss G20lO Roys 15 54,736 2013 0 0
IX Iss BJOlO Rof Covegs 20 118,740 2018 0 0

IX Iss B3020 RofC\ 20 1,649 2018 0 0

IX Iss 0030 Ceil Finhe 20 43,290 2018 0 0,
IX Iss DS09 Ot Elecca Sy 20 2,680 2018 0 0

IX Iss G2020 Pakig Lots 20 109,472 2018 0 0

IX Iss G40 Site Ligh 20 19,158 2018 0 0

IX Iss CI020 Ineror Dors 25 23,748 2023 0 0

IX Iss C1030 Fittgs 25 4,728 2023 0 0

IX Iss C20 St Finshe 25 11,688 2023 0 0

IX Iss D430 Fir Protecon Speialties 25 2,749 2023 0 0

IX lss E2010 Fix Fum~ 25 69,25 2023 0 0

..
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6. Security-Issaquah

a. Single Point of Entry:
The Issaqua Cour has a main public entr, two staf entres, a delivery entrance, a separate,
secure entr for pnsoner transfers to the holding cells, and two emergency exits.

b. Circulation Zones:
There are two circulation zones in this building: a public zone and a private zone for staff and
judges. There is no separate secure zone. Prisoners are brought in though a separate prisoner
entr into a holding cell area and brought to the courrooms via the private zone.

c. Weapons Screening:
Weapons screenig occurs at the main public entrance. Staff are curently not required to use
this entrance. The securty screening area is adequate as this building was designed and built

after securty screening was included in Distrct Cour operations although it often interferes
with the public counter queue lines because of its close proximity.

d. Security Systems
Key Card Controlled Doors: There is a key card controlled access system at ths facility that
separates the public from the pnvate secunty zones and at the building entrances.

Duress Alars: Duress alars are provided in the courtoom, judge's chambers, probation

offce, and public counter area

Sureilance Cameras: The camera at the front securty station shows activity in the holding
cell area.

7. Site Issues-Issaquah

a. Survey Results
As shown in the chart to the nght, there were no
significant site issues at the Issaquah facility. Some
comments indicated that additional signage along the
street would be beneficiaL. Minor complaints about the
lòng lines at the weapon screening area were also
cited.

b. Parking
There are curently l08 existing parking stalls
available for employees and the public. This is above
the curent zoning code requirements of 91 stalls. As
the parking analysis in Chapter 2 details, the average
number of stalls required per courtroom to meet the
peak demand is 53 stalls. With two courrooms,
Issaquah requires a minimum of i 06 stalls dunng
peak penods. The existing parking lot at Issaquah
appears to be adequate. Staff parking is a separate
and secure area.

Site Assessment Chart
: .. ~ .. ~ ..é:i~" ~ " --_.

BUilding Signage 111 4
EXrior Lighting

.._- --_._-- 14: 1
FromPârking TÕi--.--'----.-- '--.m-'-'--'-o
Frõm StreUSidewalk--- --, -----16t--'--.---
~~~~=:~:,=-:~= .,--.'-'---13l---.-------i)
Parking , -------19r-'-'-'-.--0'=,- ------,---_.- .. ,_n'" -" - '131-,.-----,...., -3
Securily Screening Area
Grand Total 103: 8
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8. Areas Needing Improvement-Issaquah

a. Space:

1. Administrative: No separate conference room for ViPr conferencing.
2. Judicial: No issues.

3. Entr/Lobby: Weapon screenig area confcts with queue lines at public counter.
4. Attomey/Probation:, No issues.

5. Other: No issues.

b. Building Codes:

1. Life Safety Systems: There are locking devices at the exit doors.
2. Accessibilty: No major issues.

3. Seismic: No issues.

c. Major Maintenance:

The curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated each
year for a 6-year span oftIme to verify that the priorities have not changed. For the puroses oftms
study, the following list identifies only those major building systems that wil need work in the next
6 years.

1. Site: No issues.

2. Exterior: Reseal the masonr.
3. Interior: Paint the walls

4. HV AC: Test and balance the HV AC system.
5. Plumbing: Replace hot water heaters.
6. Electrcal: No issues.

d. Security

,', '. 1. Staff and the public enter the facilty though separate doors.,
2. There is no separation between prisoners and the private, staff zone.
3. There are no sureilance cameras in the courooms, pay stations, and public entrance.

e. Site

1. No issues, except for the possible addition of building signage along the street.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division, Page 89



King County District Court
Facility Master Plan

-J
Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

"'1.-_OJ

J

J

l)"
t..'

J

q

"1

,J

J

J

~l

J

"1. '

F. Bellevue Courthouse
1. Court Overview-Bellevue

a. Operations
The Bellevue Courouse is located in the old Surey Downs School which is owned by the City of
Bellevue although they contract with King County for Distrct Cour services. The building is old,
constrcted in 1953, and in a stte of disrepair. As outlined in the Interlocal Agreement for Cour
Services, the county is working with the City of Bellevue on a process to identify their cour facility
needs. The City of Bellevue and the county worked together on a program plan in 2005 to look at
alternatives for a new facility. A cost model associated with that program was developed by the
County in 2006. This model can be used by Bellevue to assess the financial implications of
building a new courhouse. The model contained cost varables for several parkig options (garage
and surace) and locations (core city and outlying). The format used to outline the cost model
options is included in this section.

The existing cour has 2 full size courooms, 2 jur rooms with restrooms, a small jur assembly
room which can also be used as a 3rd small couroom, 2 judge's chambers, and 20 clerical stations.
There are private offces for the public defender screener, and the Director who also supervises
operations at the Redmond and Issaquah locations. The 2 cour managers share an offce. The two
judges share a private restroom. There are no separate restrooms for the staff so the staff uses the
jur room restrooms when there are no jur trials~ The lobby is adequate and there are 6 payment
counters. There are no conference rooms so jur rooms, a small law librar, and courooms serve
that fuction. The City of Bellevue provides Probation Services for their city contract cases and

their offces are located in an adjacent building. The cour desires to move old cases to the DCOR
system but is curently scannng and indexing all new cases into the system. Video conferencing is
used at the facility via a ViPr System but there is no conference room where confdential matters
using the ViPr can occur. There is a P A system. Parking is adequate but staff and public parking is
not separated. Staffis not screened when entering the facility. There are no securty cameras in the
courooms or corridors. There are duress alars in the courooms, judges' chambers, and at the
front counter. Superiu-r Cour uses the location to provide Ex-pare Cour services 2 days per

,---month"and the Juvenile Diversion Program 2 nights a week.

b. Existing Staff
Existing staff includes the equivalent of 2.1 full time judicial offcers, a Director who also manages
operations at Issaquah and Redmond, 2 Cour Managers, 15 Cour Clerks and 2 security staff.
Oters who use the facility but do not have offices located there are 5 City Prosecutors, 14 City of
Bellevue Probation Staff plus numerous volunteers, 2 Public Defenders, 1 OPD screener, and 1
Superior Cour Judge and 1 DJA Clerk who does the Superior Cour exparte calendar which takes
place twce a month.

~11

J
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c. Existing Case Type

Jurisdiction: County, City of Bellevue and Town of Beaux Ars
i
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Case Type

Criminal:
Infractions:
Civil:

Criminal Non Traffc, Criminal Traffc and DUI
Non-Traffc, Infractions Traffc and Parking
Orders for Protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, and Small Claims Filings

Hearing Type

Criminal: Araignment, Pre Trial, Non Jur and Jur Trials, Motions,
Sentencing and Reviews
Mitigation and Contested
Hearings held for Temporary and Full Orders, and Name Changes.

Infractions:
Civil:

Passport applications are processed at ths facilty (passport Acceptance)
Superior Cour Ex-pare Cour 2 times a month and Juvenile Diversion Program 2 nights a week.

d. City Contracts
The Distrct Cour provides contract services to the cities of Bellevue and Beaux Arts at this
location. All Criminal and Infractions case tyes noted above are administered for the cities of
Bellevue and Beaux Ars at this site.

e. Special Programs
Non District Cour programs occuring at this site include the Juvenile Diversion program two
ties per week after hours with no securty; and the Superior Cour expare calendar which is done

2 times per month. An adjacent wing of the building is used by the City of Bellevue Probation
Deparment.

2. Existing Conditions -Bellevue

a. Building Characteristics

, _ Building characteristics at the existing Bellevue cour site were not evaluated due to the ongoing
negotiations between the City of Bellevue and King County, but it is safe to say that the building is
in a state of disrepair.
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b. Existing Floor Plan

c. Existing Site Plan
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d. Bellevue Court - Cost Model Options & Format
Prior to the start of this FMP, a separate building program was developed in 2005 for the Bellevue
Cour that explored the idea of a new facility. At the request of the City of Bellevue, thee basic
scenaros were investigated for ths facility: 1) a single-story buildig with staff parking underneath
and public parking in a separate strctue; 2) a two-story building with staff parking underneath and
public parking in a separate structue; and 3) a single-story building with surface parking for staff
and the public. King County developed an estimating tool for the City of Bellevue to assist them in
exploring the development possibilties for these three scenarios. Ths tool was developed in
response to what the City of Bellevue noted as their preference, and to provide direction in
investigating the best location and facility tye to serve their needs. The County continues to work
with the City of Bellevue to meet ths goal per the terms of the Interlocal Agreement. The
summary page shown below is the model format given to the City of Bellevue for comparson of
each scenaro.

ï - ;.- , ;
'.'.',.::".,~'=:~~=~~ti;;;i~~;i~~d-r_~'~:-t~~;~Ú;i:.~;~:~::t:~F~~~~~i~~j¡r2;-':
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,,- '::'.~~~-~:=~~f~~J~~~l£~~~::t':.;£s.e:;~fE~j~~~;,:::':,~:=~j~;;~i~_~:~~~~~rÏi:,~~~~j ~ -- --t- .__.__.. Cost Model #2

PROECT
COST

Cost Model #3
PROECT

COST

Cost Model #1
PROECT

COST,i~-~,
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G. Seattle Courthouse

1. Court Overview-Seattle

a. Operations
The Seatte operations for the Distrct Cour occupy space on the third floor of the downtown
Seattle Courhouse (KCCH). In the KCCH, there are 5 courooms which all have anterooms, 5
jur rooms, and 5 judges' chambers with associated work/ibrary space, Probation offces and

administrtive space. The KCCF (Jail) couroom is also managed as part ofthe Seattle site and has
1 secured couroom and its ownjudge's chambers but generally the judge sittng for the jail cases
uses their offce in the Courouse because the space for their office in the KCCF is marginal both
in size and improvements. There is no associated Clerk's offce in the KCCF. Eachjudge's
chaber (including the jail) has its own restroom. There are no holding cells except adjacent to the
jail couroom in the KCCF. Jur assembly space is shared with Supenor Cour on first floor.
There are no meeting rooms but jur rooms are used for this purose when jures are not in session.
There are fairly large anterooms outside each couroom which can be used for attorney client
conferences. The Prosecutors, DV Advocates, and Public Defenders have offces elsewhere in the
Courhouse or in other buildings. The Public Defender Screeners have an offce on the 3rd floor as
does the Probation Staff. The jur rooms do not have their own restrooms. One jury room has a
somewhat less public restroom access off the courtoom vestibule. Jurors must be escorted to the
public restroom if they are in deliberation. The vestibules are also used as space for the Relicensing
communty service providers, and Allance One contract staff. There are 26 cubicles for clencal
staff and 1 office for the Director. Clerks working the Courooms also have a work area in the
administrative space. Space in the administrative area is generally not designed effciently. The
cour desires to move old cases to the DCOR system but is curently scaning and indexing all new
cases into the system. Video conferencing is used at the facilty via a ViPr System which is located
Room E340 area on third floor. There is no video araignent at this time in the courooms and no
P A system. Prisoners must be escorted from the KCCF for certain heanngs. All staff is screened
when entering the building. There is 1 pnvate restroom for 20 staff (not including judges) so many
employees use the public restrooms. The lunch roornreak area is small and dingy. There are
duress alars in the c~urooms,judge's chambers, probation offce, and front payment widow.
There are only two spaces at the payment window andthe public queuing area is small and over
crowded. Across the corrdor from the Clerk's Office, Probation has 7 private offces, a reception
cubicle, small waiting room space and a small storage area. The Probation staff does not have a
private restroom. The Payment Center for Distrct Cour is also located on the 3rd floor of the
Courouse.

b. Existing Staff
Existing sta includes the equivalent of 5.6 full tie judicial officers, which includes 1 who is
assigned to the jail calendar at the KCCF. For 4 12 days a week, a judicial offcer comes from the
South Division to Seattle to cover court calendars. The other 12 day is spent attending to Assistant
Presiding Judge duties. In addition, a judicial officer is shared between Shoreline and Seattle 2
days per week. The Director also manages operations at Shoreline and the KCCF Gail) locations,
and there are 2 Cour Managers, 19 Cour Clerks, and 1 Offce Aide. There are 4 Relicensing
service providers who appear at heanngs at least twice a month including Allance One staff who
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support the Relicensing fuction. Probation has 1 Director who is also responsible for all of the
Distrct Cour Probation Services in King County, i Manager, 3 Mental Health Specialists, and 3
Probation Offcers. Probation Compliance Staff has been consolidated from outlying locations to
the District Cour operations located on the 5th floor of the Yesler Building and those employees
report to the Call Center Manager.

c.,Existing Case Type

Jurisdiction: State, King County and in-custody hearings for all contracting cities
at the KCCF.

Case Type

Criminal:
Infractions:
Civil:

Criminal Non Traffc, Criminal Traffic and DUI and DV
Non-Traffic, Infractions Traffc and Parking
Order for Protection, Orders for Anti Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, Small Claims Filings, and Impound Hearings

Hearing Type

Criminal: Araignment, Pre Trial, Non Jur and Jur Trials, Motions,
Sentencing and Review
Mitigation and Contested
Hearings held for Temporar and Full Orders.

Infractions:
Civil:

Inquests for the entire cour are conducted at the Seattle Coufouse as additional security is
provided for these hearing tyes. The cour is also able to use the Superior Cour jur pool for the
inquest fuction.

KCCF (Jail) hears in-custody cases for all jursdictions.
One of two Relicensing Programs is held at this location; the other is at Kent! Aukeen.
Passports are processed at ths site (passport Acceptance).
One of two Domestic Violence Cours is held at this location; the other is at the RJC.

. The Mental Health Cour for, State Cases is held at this location.

d. City Contracts

None. At the KCCF, Seattle processes probable cause hearings as a couresy to various cities.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 95



King County District Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

~1

q
2.:j

2. Existing Conditions-Seattle

o. Building Characteristics
Address
Lot Size:
Number of stories:
Building Size:
Number of Courrooms:
Heating system:

Year Built & Modified:
Fire Alarm:
Sprinklers:
Parking Stalls:
Constrction:
Occupancy:
Curent Zonig:
Zoning Restrctions:
Allow. Lot Coverage:
Current Lot Coverage:
Sensitive Areas:

b. Existing Floor Plan

~i':,j'

J

516 Thid Avenue Seattle W A 98104
61,500 sf

12 plus basement
Distrct Cour 30,005 rsf '436,784 rsftotal building
5 plus 1 in the KCCF
Terminal boxes and central plant
1916, 1929, 1963,2004
Yes
Yes
None - Joint Parking use in County garage
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Setbacks front 0', side 0', rear 0'
100%
100%
None
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3. Space Comparison - Seattle

a. Space Comparison Chart

-~~,::~=~:=:-~,:_:~=,:=:,-_:=-=-,~:_~=:-~~~_-EXist~9-~l~~;§~~rÆi.~~,~9~;'~,!i-ïcl~tlQn:,~ ,.",
_ .'_'m. ,.,'_, _ ,._,_,__ ..S~~~.J~i i

l~¡iif!lll=l4iæi~~~~~0:
sta11 Reslroom ! 'i: I " ! i 1 unsex slall provided; others use public

_ ____ _____.0_ ._____.__.____.--.._.__.__.__L______j.___--__._ n_.. t .... ___._._. J_..~._.._...._..__.__. __..~!~~L°..mJ.n_ÇLo.r!.dor.§__ -____."_..." __ __.. .
_______._ __.___.Ç.an1ereace Roo!'L._.ÇF5. . .;__tê9_-L__L_-L_1~.Q__ ~'h_.____.__._L...l§9t_~._~~se ç:9_rifJ2.qn)_k:tb~J~!!Y.m~.nLÇ~IJ~L.._... -."Judicial ,"!;
~,.:~:~g,~rtg:a~~~=~f~~~t~!,:ç~~:Td,:~~=':i~::a~~:::,~-~1:s'!___(isoi:L:.,.~ ,:... ,_,.,

__. ,.,. .m_ h,_h' ,§1p!!ctal~~~L,§L.1._,_, ,!SS__L,-i_,..,:,.,,_E?9Q__, ;___,34~_.., ':h~~_ :,._,~, _., ....., , .. ," ....,_
Sound LockNesilbule : SL 1 ' 82 ' 1 ' 82 : 163 , 61 : . '

_ ~'_~-~ _..: ~_~~~_.'~JH~:i'~bMi~~d~._IQj~.~~~ ='.~fÖ~J~~=L=~~~~~lj_~~~C- - _. ii19.~~::~:;:~.'~Q~f=~C_~-.~~~~ ~:~_:_~ ~'.'. _.' __~~- .=~_-.~~~~ ..:_~..,...
... ,~)'_~o!!.CnCJJc:m.r9Q.r!,L_C£~, .:, 24Q._.L.",,1._.: ,~,,!L__ :,.__,:ti.~nn_:_J;i_.__,L ","._,:Qo r,,..~Q.,!,____Counroam 2 - Room E3~ ; i ¡ i

~'_--:_ ~ .--~'~ _=~ :: ,ijñt~!i,~L=,~__ ,.,',~65-~::-=1=-;:::!'T=r__-507: _ _~r;'~_::..'~=.-- ~ ' , -- ,u ~__:: =:d-~_~: ==, :_,:~::=:-=~~.:::
,__.,_,._ ,..e!Ql'!.Qr-~~,~1.__Sl1,.. ~_..rs-, __,_ nL__;,..6QQ, _ :_, _'!~L _:_OLêL: ___ ,._C_._., i_ __ , . "n.u'_ _

Sound LockNesibule; SL1' 62 : 1 ' 62 " 219 : 137 : . ,

'.:~~:~~~~~~~~~~~.:~~~Td~Ita-_j=~,~~-~j~:',.~Tgd_J=-J~r::~F3~j.:=E~:,~~'=~¡~~i~,ornCOlJrtroom 3 - Room E341 ¡ : ~ ; ; ; ¡
::_-',~~':=::~:==-Li1IÇJ"rI~Area¡- '~R-ì- '-=l...:j£$.==:::,:_T' '':L:_ßš5,::L::-S22" __:::l~~LL=_~=:,_i..~::::=':____,,__,_ ",,_, ,_____".__, ,..__m','
,_, w________ SpectalorArea! SL 1 l_~!--l_-L,__§'QQ,,.,..i,__ 39B___.;_,l-202Li_,?___~---,.,.----,..,''" . ,____,__ __,__.,.._'.. ....__.___.m,

-~_~=::~Ury'i;¡~æiii;~¡:=i1:::'t-i=tJ:~J~~d.-¡::=1~i,..~E:~ :£~l,j:;Z~1:~~~;:::;,~=~~~~~~~¡=
COlJrtoom 4 - Room £338 i ; i ! ! : ; i

=:~~-~:~-.:~::~~~~~..;,~~l.,~~f~t:_~~,._~r~fd~.I__~:Ir:C~1f=Ct~~FJ==~,=~:.E-~_~.:~~"~~.:=--__d_~-d:~__~:..:.~".:'~~::,~~,~:

_,Úy__;:~l~rK~~~l¡'.:~l .~- :.~t:,dd*' ~:Jit ~ ':~n.i_, -~(~t_-E:.'l. ;hq restraq!n
'...._ __çaYI1r:a9?y.S_-:lJ.!Ql..tS~.?-a.i.__ _.._._._....___..._~ __:~._..u_._.._ ......... ......__.___._.... :__...._______ --, .., ...-... -.... ...

~:;~,~~~~~1~~~I~~I~-i!fti~~~~~~~~~
,-, -.- AtiõrñeY1C~~~~~~~r-~;~ '--!"-:H~-h-I-n's-.f 5~O -in, -g--!,¿k'+- -;;n--l::.:~~~e~!?~lC;~E!-iq9!1~~J~1L -". .,.,-
_==___._________L__-=L-=c=~~.J=-_==c__.__i__.~.l=______.___.___.._~_====_~~~:~~=.~

;-_~~::c:_-.~~~_~~~~~_~~_f~t_=~.',_~,-_~-_~.,~, -lif:-r.:,,--'f=t_-.ilJ=~I::-f;r~,;,'::~f~~~r.:-.:-~:::~~~s"tfæ~;;l_h~~'öiï;¡;~:~r!iq:rr,~'.,.,d:::=:=:::_ ~. _ _ _ _ _ ____ ..---~J!.Biiiib9l!~nq.se~.-=.~~~=~=~~~~~~___..___

i:¡~ë~iij~q;:;: ~~r.Q~~l~~',:~~::t~~-~~:!~~=:~:.,";~:~:=::i:====:1:~-=-=:,-r=--d.,~=~~~=~~?::~~~~~~Hi~~:'::~::.d: ,."Public Defend"r ~c!,,,~rn.' __ SF1 ,___13!5__L_____..'n65 .'85' __==~=:_::=:-... L_, ,_.n,. ,____.__ "
"Probation" _ _~._.. ._ __ __ _ ____ t._....._.. --. - . .'1'.'-~~=~ - - -_._" _. _ __ . .. ... .. _ .. .. .!.P.r2.a~-lD lDG' ilQ~a-QP_...S_p'~_~~_p'r.99r~_l!.
Oiher'"----'..-- ,.._,m.._...,..,.., ,
:_-=:::',~,=_~=:..: =,:d,r?ii~Çl-9?,~::,:Q~:F:=::,:.-=¡::::,--:::=::~:,:--, ¡-:=,:~::,._,:;,:=,:',:d.:,~_:: . , _~!"gl~_~_'!Ø-i;;_q",",r~~_ç9!i:tiq\!~Ú~~in,. "

Iõi~L~-SP.lr;~__,,_=-..==~=:::¡:::-.::::Tn:~d,=-::.¡=:=:=,:~:js.13sIi~F~l!ì,~~I!L¡-, =1:i:C¡:',-::==¡=,. ..__'m___'_u__, , ,. .,-----,. 'h' '

~:~~~~!~ri1itk,.n :,-'--::~=:=::t:~~,~dj~=_:::::::,:_j:.:~.~~,=I=:::=:.:t:.:,::::':':;..:__.Does Not Meet Gutdelines 0 " , ' '

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 97



: ¡ i;i¡: ig'..'
Acoustics/Soundproofing 18i
Confdentiality .------.., --- --------- u____n__
LighÎiiig'--'-'-
Ventiation ----
Grand Total

1

~":

"',

it'

'1
Ll

,
tl

n

:1

j.'..'

"

i:.

J

J

:i

J

King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

b. Space Survey Results

1. Environmental Conditions

Many of the surey respondents indicated that the Probation and Clerk's area had poor acoustics
and that confdentiality was a concern in their work areas. Also, ventilation in the clerk's area was
an issue for about a half of the people working ths space.

Environmental Assessment Chart - Seattle
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4. Building Code Issues - Seattle

oJ

Prioi'ity Code Issues Status Priorin" Comments, Results, Answers

LIE SAFETY SYSTEMS*
Means of Egress Adequate Completed durg CASP

Ecress signa.e & Licltinii
Locking devices ~ exIts

Fire Protection Adeciuate Completed during CASP
Detection & Alar
SUPPression
Vertical openigs

ACCESSIBILITY
Site Work Needed 

Route of Travel 

Parkig Stals
Siiinage

Building Work Needed
Door clearances
Door opening force
Interior accessible routes
Alan
Restrooms
Water fountans

Signage
Services Work Needed

Counters
Couroom bench
Ctn Jur
Ctrm gallery
Security Screening

SEISMIC RISK
Structual Adequate Completed per code during

CASP uDirade.
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5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schednle for Seattle Courthouse
(The list below represents the entire Courhouse.)

1,',

;.1

Site :-3J1C S~stcm ID F3cilly S~stcii Adjusted Estimaled 1st 211d Jril
NOl1ual Repl Cost Replace Replace \"" Replace

Life \r )"r
Courous C1030 Fittgs 23.75 317,205 2002 2026 0
Courous C2020 Sta Finshes 23.75 102,324 2002 2026 0
Courous 0010 Wall Finshes 9.5 184,184 2002 2012 2021
Courous Dl 090 Oter Conveyig Sysems 67.5 102,324 2002 0 0
Courous D20io P1wning Fixes 36 236,11 2002 0 0
Courous 02040 Ra Water Draiage 36 12,789 2002 0 0
Courouse 02050 Hot Water Heaters 27 157,579 2002 0 0
Courouse 03090 Oter Hvac Sys and Equipment 27 6,651 2002 0 0
Courouse D5020 lighg and Brach Wirg 27 1,699,708 2002 0 0
Courouse 05090 Oter Electrca System 22.5 518,784 2002 2025 0
Courouse EI020 Intitutiona Equipmet 28.5 511,621 2002 0 0
Courouse Gl040 Hadous Wase Rematon 9.5 102,324 2002 2012 2021
Courouse G2040 Site Development 14.25 6,165 200 2016 0
Courouse G2050 Ladscaing 28.5 4,316 2002 0 0
Courouse B2040 Exenor Wall Finishes 9 451,250 2003 2012 2021
Courouse E2010 Fixed Ftushigs 23.75 7,162,697 2003 2027 0
Courous D2030 Santa Waste 36 429,762 2004 0 0
Courouse D2090 Oter Pluming Fixes 36 26,604 200 0 0
Courouse 03040 Heaing Distrbution 38 18,495 2004 0 0
Courous C3020 Floor Finhes 7,6 1,488,562 2005 2013 2020
Courouse 03010 Ener Supply .. - 40 61,395 2005 0 0
Courouse B2020 Exeror Window. 47.5 1,360,912 2006 0 0
Courouse 03010 Water Supply 57 5,549 2006 0 0
Courous 03020 Santa Sewe 57 9,248 2006 0 0
Courouse 03030 Stonn Sew 71.5 18,495 2006 0 0
Courouse 0910 Servce and Pedestran Tunels 71.25 24,660 2006 0 0
Courous B2010 Exteror Wals 95 2,716,709 2008 0 0
Courouse D5030 Communcaions and Seurty 13.5 834,966 2010 2024 0
Courouse Dl030 Elevator Cab Intenors 9 266,043 2013 2022 0
Courouse B2030 Extenor Dors 47.5 122,789 2014 0 0
Courouse B3010 Roof Covergs 19 601,667 2014 0 0
Courouse C10íO Interor Doors 47.5 342,786 2014 0 0
Courous 03070 Testig and Balancing 9 268,601 2014 2023 0
Courouse 02010 Roadways 47.5 12,330 2014 0 0
Courouse G2020 Parkig Lots 47.5 6,165 2014 0 0
Courouse B3020 Roof Opnigs 19 18,418 2015 0 0
Courouse 04030 Fire Prtecion Specalties 22.5 102,324 2015 0 0
Courous D5040 Fir Alan System 135 587,955 2015 0 0
Courouse 03080 Boxes (' A V, Mig) 13.5 1,765,861 2016 0 0
Courouse 03060 Controls and Intnntaion 13.5 577,109 2017 0 0
Courouse C3030 Ceiling Finshes 47.5 759,246 2018 0 0
Courouse 03060 Fuel Distbution 19 46,28 2019 0 0
Courouse C2010 Sta Constrction 95 552,551 202 0 0
Courouse D3050 Temal and Packae Units 22.5 3,292,282 2022 0 0
Couruse 04020 Stadpipe 90 173,951 2025 0 0
Courouse 03030 Cooling Generating System 22.5 3,188,551 2027 0 0
Courouse 03020 Heat Generating Systems 22.5 610,997 2028 0 0
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6. Security-Seattle

a. Single Point of Entry:
The Seattle location has several points of entr at the KCCH, however, both staff and the judges
are restrcted to entering the facility though one of three secure entries; one at 3rd Avenue, one
at 4th Avenue, and one in the tuel connecting the Administration Building with the
Courouse.

b: Circulation Zones:
There is one circulation zone: A public zone that all sta, judges and prisoners must use. There
is no secure zone. Prisoners are brought in from the iih floor of the Courouse down a secure
elevator and then to the courooms via the public corridors.

c. Weapons Screening: .
Weapons screening occurs at the thee public entrances as noted above. All staff are required to
use one of the screening entrances. Many comments in the surey stated that the screening area
was too smalL.

d. Security Systems ,
Key Card Controlled Doors: As there is only one zone in the Courhouse, there is no key card
controlled access system at this facility that separates the public from the private securty zones,
nor at any of the staff or judge's chambers.

Duress Alars: Duress alars are provided in the couroom, judge's chambers, probation

offces, clerks' area, and public counter area.

Surveilance Cameras: Securty cameras are located in the corrdors and courooms of the
Courhouse.

7. Site Issnes-Seattle

a. Survey Results Site Assessment Chart

As shown in the char to the right, the only major
complaint was crossing stb A venue to access the new
parking garage. This has recently been addressed with
the installation of a signal. The next item of concern
was the lack of directional signage to the Courhouse
and directional signage in the Courhouse.

:~ii~J .
~ ,-

Building Signage 301 8
Exterior Ughting - '~: 2--,-

_-==::~~~=_~~,~13From Parking Lot .._--,-
From Street/Sidewalk 37, 4~-----'------

-=-=="'~-==~:~:~=-=~:!Lobby
Parking -.._,--- 22, 9
Security SereninilÄrêã--

,_no..__m'_-i--_'-'- - - ------381 4
Grand Tolal 2201 41

b. Parking

, Parking is generally not an issue as public transportation to the downtown area is relatively
good.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 101



King County District Cour
Facility Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

~1

M

i
J

~

J

a
'U)

'1

J n

:i

J

n

:i

J

~1

8. Areas Needing Improvement-Seattle Courthouse

a. Space:
i. Administrative: Pay station and waiting area is too small, no separate conference room for

video conferencing (curently located in the Payment Center), ineffcient space layout for
clerks.

2. Judicial: Courooms are too small, jur rooms are too small, no attorney/client conference
rooms, benches are not designed to meet curent cour stadards, four of the five jur rooms

do not have private restrooms.
3. Entry/Lobby:

4. Attorney/Probation: Waiting area in probation is too smalL.
5. Other:

b. Building Codes:

i . Life Safety Systems: Upgraded durng CASP.
2. Accessibility: Work is needed in most areas.
3. Seismic: Adequate, recently upgraded in 2004

c. Major Maintenance:
The curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated each
year for a 6-year span oftime to verify that ,the priorities have not changed. For the puroses ofthIs
study, the following list identifies only those major building systems that wil need work in the next
6 years.

i. Site:

2. Exterior: Reseal and repoint the masonr, replace the windows, clean the exterior (especially
the sils where birds accumulate).

3. Interior: Paint the walls, replace the caret, replace the toilet partitions, upgrade the casework
and judicial benches.

4. HV AC:

, 5,._ Plumbing: Replace hot water heaters, ,upgrade the santary waste system, ieplace plumbing
fixtues .

6. Electrcal: Install new lights.

d. Security
1. There is no separation between prisoners and the private, sta zone.
2. There is no key card access system to the private zone for the staff and judges.
3. There are sureilance cameras in corridor and courroom spaces occupied by District Cour.

e. Site
1. Upgrade exterior and interior directional signage.
2. Improve access to the new parking garage across 5th Avenue. , 1

i
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H. Kent (Aukeen and RJC) Courthouses

1. Court Overview - Kent

....j

a. Operations
There are two District Cour locations in Kent. One is referred to as Kent (or Aukeen), and the
other is located at the RJC. The Kent! Aukeen Cour has 4 courooms, 3 jur rooms, and 5 judge's
chambers. However, a substantial porton ofthis building is leased to the City of Kent. District
Cour has the use of2 courrooms and 2 judge's chambers; the Kent Municipal Cour has the use of
2 Judge's chambers, and Pro Temjudges use the 5th office. Space is also provided for an OPD
Screener, Dispute Resolution Services, and 5 Distrct Cour Probation staff. The County uses 16
clerical cubicles and 2 public counter work stations. The Relicensing Cour is conducted for the
state cases at the Kent! Aukeen location.

,'!

i
, !

At the RJC, Distrct Cour has one dedicated courroom, one dedicated judge's chamber (with
restroom), one jur room with a restroom, clerical work space and public counter space all located
on the Ground Floor. The jur room also serves as the staff lunchroom when not in use for juries.
Jur assembly is a joint effort with Superior Cour so a separate jur assembly space is not required
at the RJC. One additional couroom on the 4th floor is on loan to Distrct Cour by Superior
Cour. There is a jury room with this space. Distrct Cour has use of this space 4 1/2 days a week.
Jur trials must be assigned to other courrooms that are not being used by Superior Court so

computers, supplies, phones, etc. 'are moved about'the building by Distrct Cour staff on a cart
during jur week which is 1 week per month. Space for the Prosecutors and Public Defenders
including screeners and DV advocates is located in other pars of the building. Loaned space,
previously a law librar for Superior Cour on the 4th floor, has been converted to provide offce
space for a South Division Judge. There are no meeting rooms for Distrct Court use. Video
conferencing is used at the facility via a ViPr System but there is no dedicated space for these
conferences. Curently, the ViPr equipment is located in the same converted law librar on 4th
Floor which also serves as a South Division Judge's offce. The Director utilizes ajudge's offce

when at the RJC as there is no separate office space for this fuction. Parking is limited especially
'during peak times and there is insufficient space to guarantee a separation of staff and public

parking. Staff is screened when entering the facility but judges utilze a separate entrance with
secured key card access. There are securty cameras in the courooms, judge's chambers, and
public corrdors. There are duress alars in the Courooms, the judge's chambers, the public

counter, and in the DV Probation Staff offices on the Ground Floor.

b~ Existing Staff

Existing staff for both Kent (Aukeen) and the RJC includes 3.5 full time judicial offcers and 1
Cour Director who manages operations at the Kent(Aukeen), RJC, Buren and Vashon locations.
There are also 3 Cour Managers, 23.5 Clerks plus 1 Office Aide, 2 securty staff, and 8 Probation
staff combined at the two locations. The OPD Screener is an employee of the City of Covington
and is on site at Kent (Aukeen)l day every other week. Dispute resolution services have staff at the
cour 2 days a week. There is assigned space on the RJC Ground Floor for the OPJ Jur
Coordinator and Interpreter Coordinator.
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c. Existing Case Type

Jurisdiction: State, King County, and City of Covington

Case Type (Aukeen)
Criminal:
Infractions:
Civil:

Non-Traffc, Criminal Traffc and DUI
Non-Traffc, Infactions Traffic and Parking
Orders for Protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, Small Claims Filings, and civil actions less than $50,000.

~
;1u

Civil:

Criminal Non Traffic, Criminal Traffc and DUI
Non-Traffc, Infractions Traffc and Parking
Domestic Violence Jur Trials, Contested Accidents
Orders for protection, Orders for Anti-Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, and Small Claims Filings.

!1
~j

J
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Hearing Type (Aukeen)

Criminal: Araignent, Pre Trial, Non Jur and Jur Trials, Motions,
Sentencing and Reviews

Infrctions: Mitigation and Contested

Civil: Hearngs held for Temporary and Full Orders, Jur & Non-Jur

Trials, Pre-Trial & Motions

Case Type (RJC)
Criminal:
Infractions:

Hearing Type (RJC) In-custody video hearings for Federal Way, Tukwila and Sea Tac
Municipal Cours

Passport applications are processed at the Kent! Aukeen location (Passport Acceptance).
RJC (Jail) hears in-custody cases for all jurisdictions and holds video hearings for several
muncipal couts.
One of the Domestic Violence Cours is located at the RJC; the other is at the KCCR.
One of the Relicensing Cours is held at Kent!Aukeen; the other is at the KCCH.

d. City Contracts
ijThe Distrct Cour provides contract services to the City of Covington at the Kent (Aukeen)

location. All Criminal and Infraction case types are administered for the City of Covington at the
Kent (Aukeen) location.

"1

1

, j
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King County District Cour
Facilty Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

2. Existing Conditions - Kent

a. Building Characteristics - Kent (Aukeen)

Facility Address:

Building Information
Lot Size:
Number of stories:
Building Size:
ADA:
Number of Courooms:
Heating system:

Year Built:
Addition Built:
Parking Stalls:
Occupancy
Construction:

Zoning Information

Curent Zonig:
'h ,.zoning Restrictions:

Max. Lot Coverage:
Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:

Maximum Possible
Courrooms Additions:

b.' Building Characteristics - RJC

Facility Address:

Building Information
Lot Size:
Number of stories:
Building Size-Cour Building:
Distrct Cour SF:
Number of Courooms:
Heating system:

Year Built:
Sprinklers:

1210 Central Ave S. Kent W A.

69,553 s.f.
1

15,270 s.f.
ADA accessible lobby
4 (2 for Distrct Cour, 2 for City of Kent)
Electrc Heat Pumps1988 Sprinklers:None Fire Alarm:
132 shared with the City of Kent
A-3, B-2
Slab on Grade, Wood frame, brick veneer

Yes
Yes

CM 2 Commercial Manufacturing
2 stories, 35' max. height.,
Setbacks; Front 15', rear yard 0', side yard 0'
50% building, '1 00% impervious
15%
Abuts Green River, Retention pond on site, 100-year Flood
Plain

Addition of Courooms require construction beyond existing
building footprint. New constrction could be sited to the

,north of cours building or in a second story.
~,
~

if

401 - 4th Avenue North, Kent, W A 98032

646,430 s.f.
5

233,440 gsf

5,198 s.f.
Only 1 is dedicated for District Cour use
VAV Fan Coil
1996
Yes

i.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilties Management Division Page i 05



Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis
:)

"i

'."

JJ

,'.,'1~j

~

J

rJ

.:1

'i

J."
,',
"

Il

1J

:i

J

cl

King County Distrct Court
Facility Master Plan

Addition Built:
Fire Alarm:
Parking Stalls:

None
Yes
Garage: 551 stalls for use by public and staff. None
specifically dedicated to District Cour except for a
portion of the 45 stalls secured for judges.

ADA: ADA Accessible

Zoning Information
Curent Zoning:

Zoning Restrctions:
Max. Lot Coverage:
Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:
Maximum Possible
Courrooms Additions:

Downtown Commercial Enterprise (DCE)
None on height or setbacks.
100% allowed
2.3% (District Cour only)
None

None at this time.

c. Existing Floor Plan

1. Kent (Aukeen) - Floor plan shows areas used by District Cour and City of Kent Muncipal
Cour.

~
ri ..~EE _d 1

1
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King County District Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

2. Regional Justice Center - District Cour Space

"::!¡

goa:DeTliea.iu_.-m..=.~fØß. ei

RJC Ground Floor RJC Fourth Floor (on loan)

3. Space Comparison - Kent

~

J
Curently, the Distrct Cour operations in Kent are split
between the Kent (Aukeen) site and the RJC. The
Distrct Cour Operational Master Plan directive is to
consolidate these two operations into a single location. In
Chapter 2 of this report, the program guidelines were
developed for ths. _consolidated facility. At the present
tire;there is insufcient space to move the Cour into the

RJC without moving out another tenant or expanding the
facility. Therefore, this report did not compare the recommended space requirements to the curent
space used by the Cour at the RJC.

RJC First Floor

A significant amount of the Kent (Aukeen) facility is presently leased to the City of Kent until July
2008, and Distnct Cour occupies the remaining portion. The space curently occupied by Distrct

Cour is not suffcient to meet the recommend space requirements for a consolidated facility~
therefore, the companson chart below analyzed the entire facility. For the purose of this report
òn1y, a determination was done to evaluate whether or not the building would be suffcient to

satisfy the recommended space requirements, if the space currently leased to the City of Kent
became available to the District Cour in the futue.
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a. Space Comparison Chart - Kent (Aukeen) "'I

.. __n__.__.u__..____......

t~ ._._.______._._._. .._.____._

_......_-- -_._-.- Space Comparison Chårt

,~,=~~~=~~=~=-.._~"'_h__~~J~ting ~rsus ~~~eifiIë:§~£~~n,~~~a~~~~-~~.~-.~====.:~~d==~-==:=:=:______ _,_,
Kent-Aukeen

J

r-----r--'-~-r----r---T-----.-----.-..--..--.., , J

¡ Adnininstralin ¡! ¡ j : : ' !
r ,-, ,- ----", -Di-ekirsOtficet-Põ'-¡----- 150--r-"'I--T-'IšO--r-'"'1Ú:ï"- "-(31-iT--;'---:-' --..---.,,-, '-"--,,, '-' ---.-,-- -, ,.. ,-, "

~~~~~-1~k: ~.-~¡tt~~i~!-fètt~;::~;~+~~T~2-~
r-'---- Staff Restroom I ¡ j ¡ 1 ¡ --a--:------- ----------

f~~~~i~~~Conf~re:ee~,", CF5_ ¡ _180 -i,_,~_=,- 1:~___+~-:'~~=FIf9~-- :'__ a l~~ibra_~~~~~~~~~~~==_~=:_=~~.:=~

l_~-,~'~~~_:~~~s~~~i~¡~:~ll~~i~ ,:~:=~i:.~,~l___~1w~=l~:~~;;~=:1-~iW~-~~f~~~~~t~~:;j!4:~~~~~,~~~~~==::~:-~~.::~
Judge's Oiamber; POL : 210 5: 1050: 882 ; (168),: 0 :5 existing offices

¡.~~,::.-:~~~ü~~~~~;::L~::~~f~;,:,-'~:~~~;1~~:~T~=~:~~,~T(;~6:~~;~,'~;~:~~~t~J~~~~õ:'~:.-'-- '_-:~_':~ ::',

; , Library ¡ ; 150 : 1 '. 150. ¡ 90 ',(60) ¡ , 0 .'

~Sd~~~-.~~î~~-F~1-,~f~gi-!$~~~:;1~:r~~!~~b~-:
1_'__________,.0_ Pay Wating AreãT PWL -T-vo-l-1--r 270-r-"o'''T(270j' ..j-'--~- - linel in lobby area - ,

~~::::~9~-ll~f=!j~~J~=~~;t~~~-j~~~=~~~~-~~~f~==~~~¡ " AllornèyOfficel-SF5! 120', 2 ¡ 240 ¡ 453 ¡ 213 ¡ . ,5existingofficeseurrentlusedforstorage

f:~--~-='P~= s~¥~ rf~=i'=r~E-2=~i~~--~r~~~~~~:=~~:~:=:::
¡ Work Areal ! 64 ¡ 1 ¡ 64 : 0 ,(64) j 0 ¡
~~~:d~ .:;::1 -=+-;~.P::i :: £~gZ~:¥~ -¡~~::====-~__~::= _===

r.~=:=--- Wailing 
Areai 

S"'2 80 l' 8!l__+__~_¡ (80) ¡ 0 ._____._____,.. ,,__,___,L OPDScreener: r 106 2; __212__t-_~_LJ.?12) :~L___,______..______

r:~~~~--, A-obalion Officer~F2_,_L.~~__.i:-'7- 595 -t~~ 756 =J~~~!--r-'. J===~~~~~'~_':~::'~,~=~_=:::===:::L___,___ Office ,~r~r~----i-~-~,_L~__~QL_~_~lri~~~__ _,__
J Work AreaIilng: ,164' 1 : 164 l 386 ' 222 ! . :

F=== .- ~::i cd ::~ ,I~ J,.~~) l~=f~~~~=~:==-::~
~_'__'______'__",'.o__h__"_____""_"+"__"__ ---..,;, ,-_,____".._,_..,_.',..,...__ -1' ..0' h,_...o.. ......... .._,_.:..___....__..__,.., ....,.... _.._n.o__...._.._ ..,m.. .... ,_...._, ,.,.' ,.0,.0, _..,

~TÕ~§ljpã~~::-~'-' '==~==j,~..,~=~=~~~~=,~_ t 20'04'4r!~~~==E~~5)~:t=-~:~~:~~~:==~~~-~,~'~~~:~:~~~~,~~~::=~-=~:~,.,_:'

¡Meets Guidelines (Gl) . i.:... :.. ¡ . .. : : "__ho- h_'....,____,.., __"

i~¥J~~=~~~dii~~~:==-l==-~~~::=~~::=:;,~::d~~:~~..,,--- --~~=;~==:=,~: ~~-..--- ----,---'-', : --- -- . .. ... ,......oo-, ,.... .----- --....-

'~".

';'.
.;.

J'
, ,
;:

~Jc

:-1

:J

J,o.
"

J

II

j-'
~. .'-,

:C)

"1
J

.. J

1

.J

--
Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page i 08

OJ



I
::,1

j

i
J

I
i

. !

King County District Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

b. Space Comparison Chart - RJC

-- _,"___n'm , Space Comparison charf.. mno_____

t::o~~d~d,-d~-':.,., ,==:_~~~__:=~~=~~=====~~~~~:~_~~~~:~~Ë~l~~§më~dati~~_,-d=:_~=~,-::-'~~':~~~~~dd ::':~=~~=~:~~,':==

'i
i

iAdnininstration L! ¡ ¡ I ;
L,______,_.P.!ectors Ofice! F03 i 125 ¡ 1 I 125 ¡-o__, : (125) - ---í-----'--'-----'----

f---------------- "Oerksi SF6 i81on;24-,r-1~ r::~~~==Tí9_~.:r_=:,::_=I.'=:,:__==-======='-, Pay Stations ¡ SF6 I 81 ! 3 : 243 i ¡ (243) ! :
!r:=~==~:::Ç?urt ~nagerl~~!--_i:1õ.:-3 !~~8 -:t::==-:::='2'j318) .::-=l~,::::~,~=,==:=:=:=:~=-::--::: -==
,~_..__ FiIeStoragel ; 280 ¡ 1 ¡ 280 ; _ (280) ; ;
l",,-- __,_ _________. ..-'d,:-=:."YE!~~l___,___.L_~.3....~'nL_..~~.3___L_____ no'.. " j~=-..-=~:J=::::=:::d,::==::-=::::=-:::--=:::=:-=::===

L, n "., "Lunch Roo, BR1 ¡ 180 : 1 ¡ 180 ! ; (180) ; :n____~___,_,____'=:_-,___,
¡ ,,__ 0 _,..:::_:: ::Siaf13str~-n:;od:::::=_~_, --:::.___C=:.:::I::::.'::::¡:,::::':::-_---_:::,_Cl____L.::::: '::',:'.::.::::::_::_::__, _ __, _....,___

Confeir_~~~RDErn¡ çis.._;._ ~aQ._',__1____:..J8,O '__,_,__J~~_()L,__ _,__:..__ __,___
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c. Space Survey Results:

i. Kent (Aukeen)

Environmental Conditions: A major issue as reported by respondents at Kent (Aukeen) is the air
quality in the facility. Also noted in the clerk and
probation area was the lack of confdentiality and
poor acoustics.

2.RJC

Environmental Conditions: Many of the
comments received and noted in the inadequate
category concerned the clerk's area. Items noted
were the poor air quality, bad lighting, and poor
acoustics.

Environmental Assessment Chart - Aukeen_ _, lt~,:
Acoustics/Soundproofing 8\ 5,- ,- ------'---¡----- ,-,..",,---,,-Confidentiality 5: 6
Ughti~_____,__,==~ ~~~:~=-=~-1ii¡~=:=,~~..:~:=l

Ventilation 51 12
Grand Tolal 36: 26

Environmental Assessment Chart - RJC

.. ,:,:'.. eÁ'CL, -, ____
Acoustics/Soundproofing ________, 41 6
Confidentiality_,__ _______,~_________~lighting 5: 5
Ventilatiõn--'-'d'------.. _'d' un -, "--4;- - ,-,,----- --'''S
Grand Tolal 16i 25

- 1J

'I
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4. Building Code Issues -Kent

a. Aukeen

':1
, \

L

Pl"ority Code Issues Status Priorit:y Comments, Results, Answers

LI SAFETY SYSlEMS
Mean of Egress 

Egress signe & Lighting Adequate
Lockig devices § exits

Adequate
Panc hardware tyical &
I appropriate

Fire Protection
Detection & Alar Additional stobes and anunciators

Work Needed would be an improvement.

Suppression Adequate Fully sprinered
Vertcal OpeIUgs NONE

ACCESSmIL
Site

Route of Travel Work Needed 1 Over- sloped walk
Accessible Parkig Stals Work Needed 1 5 van stlls

Signe Work Needed 2
Building

Door clearances Work Needed i Jur rooms, Ct 2,3, Entr
Door openig force Work Needed 2
Interior accessible Routs Work Needed 1

Alar
Work Needed 2

Add strobes, test anunciators

regularly.
Restooms Work Needed 3 Jur, Public

Water fountain Work Needed 4
Signe Work Needed 2

Servces
Counters

Work Needed 1
Lower one pay widow counter to
36"

Couroom bench Adequae 2 Alt accomodation requied.
Ct Jur Adequate 1 Alt accomodation requied.
Ct gallery Work Needed 1 Remove ar rest

Securty Screenig Work Needed 1 Clearces

SEISMIC RIK

Strct Adequate
1994 stdy scored 5.9. Some
liauifaction risk

.-.:1

J

._,

b.RJC
No building code issues at the RJC site.
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J5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schedule for Kent (Aukeen)

a. Kent (Aukeen) -i

SiteName System ID Fa cilty System Adjusted Estimated 1st 211d 3rd
Normal Repl Cost Replace Replace Replace

Life Yr Yr Yr
DC Aukeen D5030 Communications and Security 15 14,441 2006 2021 0
DC Aukeen B3020 Roof Openings 20 1,644 2007 2027 0
DC Aukeen D5090 Other Electrical Systems 20 2,672 2007 2027 0
DC Aukeen G4020 Site Lighting 20 8,764 2007 2027 0
DC Aukeen B2040 Exterior Wall Finishes 10 23,978 2007 2017 2027
DC Aukeen 02020 Parking Lots 20 50,078 2007 2027 0
DC Aukeen C3020 Floor Finishes 8 15,209 2011 2019 2027
DC Aukeen C3010 Wall Finishes 8 27,437 2011 2019 2027
DC Aukeen 02050 Hot Water Heaters 15 9,043 2014 0 0
DC Aukeen D4030 Fire Protection Specialties 25 2,740 2016 0 0
DC Aukeen CI030 Fittings 25 4,713 2016 0 0
DC Aukeen D3070 Testing and Balancing 10 75,535 2016 2026 0
DC Aukeen E2010 Fixed Furnishings 25 86,320 2016 0 0
DC Aukeen B3010 Roof Coverings 28 118,382 2016 0 0

DC Aukeen D5040 Fire Alarm Systems 15 . 34,132 2018 0 0
DC Aukeen 03040 Distribution Systems 30 5,130 2019 0 0
DC Aukeen D5010 Electrical Service and Dist 30 7,980 2019 0 0
DC Aukeen' C1020 -Interior Doors 30 23,676 2019 0 0
DC Aukeen D5020 Lighting and Branch Wiring 30 37,808 2019 0 0

DC Aukeen 03060 Controls and Instrumentation 15 75,535 2019 0 0

DC Aukeen D3050 Terminal and Package Units 15 233,249 2019 0 0

--
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b. RJC

SiteNlU System il Facilty System Adjused ß1imated 1st 2nd 3rd
Norml Repl Cost Replui'e Replace Replace

Ufe Vr V.. Vi'
RJC-mt B2040 Exenor Wal Finshes ie 2%,989 2005 2015 2025
RJC-mt G204 Site IXvelopirnt ie 219,517 2005 2015 2025
RJC-mt 0010 Wal Finshe 10 144,40 2008 2018 0
RJC-Comt 0020 Floor Fines 10 414,127 2008 2018 0
RJe-mt Dl050 Hot Wat Hea 15 103,820 2010 2025 0

RJC-Comt 0306 Contls and Inon 15 236,584 2010 2025 0
RJC-mt D30SO Boxe (V A V, Mig) 15 723,910 2010 2025 0

RJC-mt DS030 Communcaon and Sety 15 178,277 2010 2025 0
RJC-mt DS04 Fir Alar Sy 15 120,515 2010 2025 0
RJC-Comt G2010 Roys 15 109,759 2010 2025 0

RJe-mt 04030 Communcaons and Sety 15 1,053,683 2010 2025 0
RJC-mt B3020 Rof Opnigs 20 5,034 2015 0 0
RJC-mt 03070 Tes an Baancing 10 110,112 2015 2025 0
RJC-mt DS09 Ot Elecca Syim 20 40,899 2015 0 0RJC- G2020 Pai Lots 20 219,517 2015 0 0
RJC-Comt 040 Sit Lightig 2G 384,155 2015 0 0
RJC-mt B3010 Rof Covergs 25 669,483, 2020 0 0
RJC-Cin C1030 Fitt 25 119,131 2020 0 0
RJC-in C2020 St Finishes 25 4,195 2020 0 0
RJC-in DIOIO Elevatrs an Lif 25 1,295,131 2020 0 0
RJC-in 03010 ly 25 25,169 2020 0 0
RJC-in 03020 He Geg Sy 25 92809 2020 0 0--

RJC-in 03030 Colig Gene System 25 185,618 2020 0 0
RJC-in 03050 Ten and Packa Un 25 1,349,663 2020 0 0
RJe-in E2010 Fix Fmnsli 25 1,057,079 2020 0 0
RJC-in DSOlO Elecca Sece and Dist 30 213,765 2025 0 0

RJC-in DS020 lightig and Brah Wir 30 651,865 2025 0 0

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 113



King County District Court
FacilitY Master Plan Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

6. Security-Kent (Au keen)

a. Weapons Screening:
i. Kent (Aukeen):

Weapons screenig occurs at the main entr. Staff for both Distrct Cour and Kent Municipal
Cour enter the facility through a side door and are curently not required to go though weapon
screening.

ii. RJC

Staff and the public are required to go though the weapon screening at the main entry. Judges
access the RJC though a key card accessible separate entrance.

b. Security Systems
i. Kent (Aukeen):

Key Card Controlled Doors: There is no key card controlled access system at this facility that
separates the public from the private securty zones of the staff or judge's chamber. Key Card
control access is not provided at any of the building entrances.

Duress Alarms: Duress alars at front counter, judge's chambers, probation offices, and in
Courrooms.

Sureilance Cameras: There is no camera system at ths facilty.

ii. RJC:

Key Card Controlled Doors: Key Card controlled access is provided between the public and
private zones in ths facility.

Duress Alarms: Duress alars are provided in the courrooms, judge's chambers, probation
offces, and front counter.

Sureilance Cameras: The RJC has a sureilance camera system in place.

7. Site Issues-Kent (Aiikeen)

a. Survey Results
Site Assessment Chart - Aukeen

i. Kent (Aukeen)
Comments from respondents stated the lack of parking
and the crowded lobby.

0- P1ij~'f\1);. ;4~liil~~ --

Building Signage 8: 0=---'-----_.... .. .. ,-- -.., -.., _hg:__,_ ,u.. --"-"1-
Exte nor Lig hting
Frñi PIDingi:õïn,---------'------11"""..- ----'0
From Stret/Sidewalk--'"

_n_ -------iQi----'n-2"

Lobby ..--------,..--.....",
n ..h_ '..--T---'....,.. .. i

Parking --,--,----..,---.... ---',.----'....4-¡-.-----'-..--7
Security ScreeninliArea-' ----'---,..,..'Sr--------,..'o
Gra nd Total 55, 12

, ..
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ii. RJC

Most comments received cited the lack of parking.
Surey results also show the lack of signage to
District Cour services and the crowded lobby
conditions on the ground floor.

Site Assessment Chart - RJC
.;' ~~_~~1~i..

u:l
'''1

=Building Signage _~__ 7
ExleriorLighling _u___ ,__ 19j ______--
From Parking Lot 221 1
From Streiišiëlëwaik ",- "un--,u'2¡-'-- u----.Õ

Cötiby---'----u- ------,.'151....---..-----7

~~~~~fs~~eiIii~;;~~~ =-~~~~=~lFd--'ud:'~.,~.jGrand Total 129; 25

'_~:.i b. Parking

I.- Kent (Aukeen)
There are curently 132 existing parking stalls available for all employees and the public, but ths
parking area is also shared with the City of Kent Jail and Muncipal Cour. Ths is above the
curent zoning code minimum of 86 stalls, but is not enough to meet the parking demands of high
volume cour calendars. As the parking analysis in Chapter 2 details, the average number of stals
required per cour to meet the peak demand is 53 stalls. With 6 courooms, a consolidated
operation for Kent/J C District Cour would require a minimum of 318 stalls during the peak
periods.

ii. RJC
There are curently 551 parking stalls available at the RJC but these stalls must serve all the
agencies and the public who use the RJC. There are 89 stalls in the detention area for DAJD sta,
45 secured stalls for Superior and Distrct Cour Judges, and 26 secured stalls beneath the building
for the Sheriffs offce. An analysis of the RJC parking availability completed in May 2006,
indicated that there was a deficit of 83 stalls that is sustained for more than 4 hours during peak
periods.

8. Areas Needing Improvement - Kent (Aukeen)
i

. !
i a. Space:

i. Kent (Aukeen)
1. Adminstration: Clerical work area is undersized and shared with Kent Municipal Cour

Staff.
2. Judicial: Insuffcient space for cours, jur room, chambers, holding cel~s, and jur assembly.

3. Entr/Lobby: Lobby and screening area are too smalL.
4. Attorney/Probation: Insufficient space for attorneys, police and witness waitig.
5. Other: Data closet is shared with file storage; no ViPr conference room.

Capital Planning & Development
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ii. RJC:
Insuffcient space without other tenants moving out or an expansion to the facilty.

b. Building Codes:

i. Kent (Aukeen)

1. Life Safety Systems: Minor fire alarm.
2. Accessibility: Entire facility is not accessible.
3. Seismic: Adequate, recently upgraded in 2004.

iì. RJC:
No building code issues at this location.

c. Major Maintenance:
The curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated each
year for a 6-year span of time to verify that the priorities have not changed. For the puroses of this
study, the following list identifies only those major building systems that will need work in the next
6 years.

1. Kent (Aukeen)
1. Site: Exterior lighting, re-pave parking lot.

2. Exterior: Painting.

3. Interior: Replace flooring, paint.

4. HV AC:

5. Plumbing:

6. Electrical: Replace fire alan and securty systems.

ll. ' ,RJC:

1. Site: Site infastrctue, pave road.

2. Exterior: Seal exterior brick, paint non-masonr items.
3. Interior: Replace carpet, paint walls.

4. HV AC: Replace mixing boxes, upgrade controls.
5. Plumbing: Replace hot water heaters.
6. Electrcal: Upgrade/replace fire alan and securty systems.

d. Security
i. Kent (Aukeen)

1. Single Entry: Staff and public enter through separate doors. Staff entry does not have a

security check.
2. Zone Separation: There is a public and private zone, no secure zone; prisoners enter court

though the lobby.
3. Weapon Screening: Small, congested, screening area.
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4. Card Access: No card access system.

5. Duress Alars: Clerk's offce, courooms, front counter, probation offces, andjudicial
chambers.

6. Sureilance Cameras: No caieras in facility.

11. RJC
1. Single Entr: Yes
2. Zone Separation: Yes

3. Weapons Screenig: No issues
4. Card Access: Yes

5. Duress Alars: Yes
6. Sureilance Cameras: Yes

.'. !
, e. Site

i. There is insufcient parking at both Kent (Aukeen) and RJC.

2. Limited expansion abilty at Kent (Aukeen).

3. Expansion at the RJC requires tenant relocation or facilty addition.
4. Frequent vandalism at Kent (Aukeen) location a growing and expensive problem.

, ,
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Facilty Master Plan

I. Vashon

1. Court Overview

A. Operations

The Vashon facility is a leased facility with an agreement that requires no rent. The communty
expressed interest in having District Cour services on the island and were able to fid space where
this could occur without the county incurg facilties costs. Calendars are heard once a month

every thrd Friday. There are no jury trals heard at this facilty. The Cour is co-located in a
buildig with the SherifP s office that serves the island. The area used by the Cour is considered
flexible space and is utilzed by a number of communty services. There is a couroom which is
large, a lobby where security screening is done and attorney client conferences can occur, public
restrooms, and adminstrative space that is dedicated to the Cour for us~,as secure storage for fies
and equipment. A clerk works with the judge and uses office space that is shared with other users
of the building. The judge uses the bench in the couroom as offce space. The ViPr video
conferencing system used by the Cour is not available at this facility. There are no duress alarms
or securty cameras at this location. When the Cour work is completed, all their equipment is
moved back into the secured administrative space that is dedicated to the Cour. There is a private
restroom for the Cour staff to use. The Cour believes that this is a good example of flexible-use
space that provides service to an outlying communty in the County.

B. Existing Staf
One judge and one clerk who are normally assigned to the Burien Cour make the trip to Vashon
once a month plus 2 securty.

: 1

J
C. Existing Case Type
Jursdiction: State and King County J

~..".j
:J

Case Tvpe

Criminal:
Infractions:
Civil:

Criminal Non Traffc, Criminal Traffc and DUI
Non Traffic, Infractions Traffic and Parking
Order for Protection, Orders for Anti Harassment, Orders for Name
Changes, and Small Claims Filings

~lJ
D. City Contracts
None J

i

J
l

.J
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2. Existig Conditions

Existing Floor Plan - Vashon
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J. Offce of the Presiding Judge

1. Overview-Office ofthe Presiding Judge

a. Operations

Central Administration
The Offce of the Presiding Judge (OPJ) covers most of the administrative duties governing the
Court's various locations and is primarly located on the i oth Floor of the Courouse in downtown
Seattle. There is a reception counter and small lobby area, i 0 workstations, 3 private offces
including the Offce of the Chief Presiding Judge. There is a small area for layout work and
minimal space for storage. There is one small conference room that is also used for staff lunch and
breaks. There are 3 single fixtue restrooms for the staff. The public does not generally have
occasion to come to these offces although security is an issue as anyone who has passed through
securty in the Courhouse can come into the offces. The County's work release program is
located in the vicinity, and occasionally, Work Release inmates come to the OPJ for assistance.
There are some cameras and duress alarms in this area. The ViPr System is used for conferences
and is located in the conference room used for the staffbreaks and lunchroom which is not an
appropriate space for this fuction. There is a separate larger ViPr station located in the offce of
the Chief Presiding Judge.

Call Center
The'IT, Call Center and Payment Centers are all fuctions of the Distrct Court and are par of the
OPJ's office. The IT and Call Center are located in the Yesler Building on a portion of the 5th

Floor. The Call Center was created to anwer incoming Distrct Cour calls numbering more than a
half milion a year thus reducing the number of calls received at the individual cour facilities.
There is a private offce for the Call Center Cour Manager, and i i workstations used by the Call
Center Cour Clerks.

IT
The IT fuction provides ,all of the central data administration fuctions for the Distrct Cour. This
inchides creation of user accounts, Distrct Cour techncal help desk for employees, application
support, forms creation, Electronic Cour Records (ECR) support, data base administration and
liaison with other County and State agencies as needed. There are 3 private offces which are used
by the IT Director, the Electronic Cour Records (ECR) Administrator, a Project Manager, and the
LAN Tech. There are 2 workstations used by the PC Techs, i workstation used by the ECR Cour
Manager/Trainer, and 4 workstations for the Compliance Clerks. '1

.J
Payment Center
The Payment Center is also par of the OPJ fuction and is located on the 3rd floor of the
Courouse providing a centralized service for payment of most accounts. The public does not
access to this area although it is located off of a public corrdor. There are 8 small workstations, 2
private offices, a storage area, a lunchroom, and a ViPr conference room that is used by all of the
District Court staff as needed. However, the conference room is not acoustically treated so
confdential matters should not be addressed in this space. In addition, the conference room area

J
¡
i

J
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does not have direct access from the corridor causing interrptions to the Payment Center staff.
There are no private restrooms for the staff. The entr is locked but there is no securty sally from

the public corridor. Ths is especially problematic as the Payment Center processes large sums of
Cour payments.

Probation
The Distrct Court Seattle Probation Offices are also located on the 3rd Floor of the King County
Courhouse. The Director of Probation is located in this space as well as the three Mental Health
Cour Probation Officers, and three Probation Offcer Ones, and one clerical support staff.

í
,i

i b. Existing Staff
....11

¡

~
For the Offce of the Presiding Judge central administration, there is 1 Chief Presiding Judge, 1

,- . Chief Adminstrative Offcer, 3 Directors (H, Technology and Budget/ew Development), 4
Cour Managers, 1 Mental Health Cour Manager, 3 Program Managers, 1 Executive Secretar, 1
Receptionist, i Interpreter who works at all cour locations as needed, and 1 Cour Commissioner
who is assigned to several locations. The Technology Director works in space located on the 5th
Floor of the Yesler Building in the Distrct Cour IT space.

IT Staff: 1 Director, 1 Cour Manager, 1 ECR Administrator, 1 Project Manager, i LAN Tech and
2 PC Techs.

j

Call Center: 1 Cour Manager, 11 Cour Clerks, and 3.75 Compliance Clerks.
Non-Cour Related: Healthy Incentives utilzes District Cour space for 2 staff.

Payment Center: 1 Cour Coordinator, 5 Cour Clerks, and 1 shared space for the Revenue
Manager and Budget Analyst. The Director of Budget and New Development, who is located on
the 10th floor in the OPJ's office, supervises this group.

Probation: 1 Director, 1 support staff, 3 Mental Health Specialists, and 3 Probation Officers. Three
, -(3) Compliance CÎerks are located in the Yesler Building, 5th Floor and report to the Call Center

Supervisor.

2. Existing Conditions -Office of the Presiding Jndge

a. Building Characteristics

1. See the Seattle Cour section for building characteristics of the King County Courhouse.

2. Yesler Building:
Address
Lot Size:
Number of stories:
Building Size:

400 Y esler Avenue Seattle W A 98104
16,266 sf

7 plus basement
Distrct Cour 5,659 useable sf 114,395 sf total building

Capital Planning & Development
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Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

Nwnber of Courooms:
Heating system:

Year Built:
Fire Alarm:
Sprinkers:
Parking Stalls:
Construction:
Occupancy:
ADA compliance:
Curent Zoning:

Zoning Restrictions:
Allow. Lot Coverage:

Curent Lot Coverage:

Sensitive Areas:

b. Existing Floor Plan

Courhouse ioth Floor. NW Corner

Courouse 3rd Floor. Center Core

N/A
Terminal boxes and central plant
1909, 1981

Yes
Yes
None
II - FR
B
moderate
PSM 100-120
Max. Ht. 120' Setbacks - front 0', side 0', rear 0'
100%
100%
Nonp.

i8 Jac.~TR~Te~l'fLe£11Il-i

Yesler Building 5th Floor
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3. Space Comparison-Office of the Presiding Judge

a. Central Administration

'1
!

r Space Comparison cilart ~ Existing wrsus "Guideline Recommendatioñ ...._.--_. --.._...-

r -~~'-'---=~-- -'------------- o~:en~~:::.~;~~:~e: '-~=-=--=~===~=~=:==:-~',=~~:-=r------ -------'-T---T-T

~-.-.._-.--.u .__.__..._ ..__._.___l____._~---..-; ,".ow ..__"._', _. _~._. __..~.
: Olief A-esiding Judge ¡ FD1 ! 225 1; 225: 410 ¡ 185 : · :_--________u_--__..¡- -1-- ._____.i-__..___.__i-_______________-;______ ___n_ _.._.....___.__H ._.________n _______ _..__.___...__
i Olief Adrrnistrative Officer : FD2 '200! 1 , 200: 259 \ 59 , · ,
~~~~~~~~~,Ju¡¡ë'-=~_j-~.r~~T25° '-TJ~J5~'r~~':~~~=_.t=-(56) '~,="~~,~,::ti~rI~:~r.¡:~~~~f!rc~ ~~~==:"_==,'_::d ~d ,:
!Wailg Room :;, 1 ¡ 125: 227 : 102 : . :
i-----,.. ,-----------l-------, -- :--,---"----,_,____,__-+_,___", ,_u_ ,,--,.. -- ---,-----_, - -- ........'_____ _u_.. --....-..,.....,
I 
Conference Room(iæ~~-- CF4_: 300. ~_l_ 300_¡~~__J,_J125) ~__~_.._;----..----------..---_,----------
ICopy/SUpply Room ¡ CS1 i 120; 1 ! 120! 0 ! (120.) ! 0 i

~geRoOlTi-'----'¡ ST1 ,¡ 180 , 1 1180 t' 0 ¡ (180) : 0 j ---,,---,-,,---,,--,-
~ --------;- SF6--'¡-69i- 138 ¡---i'--T~-;--,j,--..------..,--u-----'-'----'---u--'-

I Hum;n ::':~rce '-=~~=r'---'=r-==,=--F~=~-=r-:~==-.~F-=-==-r-,~-~,='I:-~=--=~=~==~-=-==~~==:=::=~--..::--=~:¡-_____________.______.___ ____L_____..__-i____.._-L____~_______.__._=._...____.~____.._.____.. __.... .........." _...:.____.._ __.._ .__.".____.___.__...' ..._....___..____.._. _ ".. ._.'"

! Director! SF1 '150: 1 : 150.. 152 : 2 '. ':=--~"_~:~~..d=!:¿i~~~~~~~:;~=-~Ë~~--=:----~~,-,:,___1=~~:---~5I-,:d:'1:a-Ó---=~:~d--!~::::-d' ..~ -,no __u_ -"-..,, -, -- h_

j 8cecutive Secretary: SF3 : 80 . 1 . 80 . 91 ,11 ·¡-__h____.______._..._~._,...___...__.___u.._____.__._..;._______._.__.. __J..____ .__ ..._......___..____.__.,.__.._._........__... .'.. ....... '.. ._ ._.O__n__._... .... _..... __." ._n_._..'_ _.. ___......
¡ Reeptionist; SF6 ¡ 80 i 1 i 80 , 0 ¡ (80) . 0 : incl in waiting room areaL-__.___________. ---..----.~'--------._--.-_.~------~-_.-__..----------,..----...-_..~_--------------. .._.- - .-_.-._-.._-..' .._.'-.-
~,___,__..1P~~~~ TeS!~l0reaj _ .§~~,_¡__, 65 _~m_!'_:__ _ ,,6~_l.,,__~__ __L,~~~L__;__o,_J_!~,pr~~te cir~ci __, '" __ _ o_h,____'P '_'d"

!___.._.~__.___..______.____._______l.~.._ __.__~_.._____L____,_..__;... _.. __._ .___....... ___ ~._.....____.___ _.__..__..__._ __.__~_.._~'.. ._____._.._...~_._ .~_.._. __ .un_.__... ...._.~ _. .., 'Budge_t¡i~~~pev~:~t:rt FD ! 1S0f--:'1SÖt-' 146---i~___ __ (4) '-L--,l_,======:=--===_~~::

Revenue Analst SF2 ¡ 85 ¡ 85 : 172 i 87 ¡ · j _

~__--'--'- J~~d~:~~~~:;1 ~~~ I :: L1 ! :: r_-l~+, ;;~~ J--~---t~ur~;i~~t-RJC:--:==:==
~_ Ofice Technician i SF5 , 80 1 J~----___,-L (80) i_~,_-icurre~~~~~_o__,________

Spanish Interpreter I SF3 ¡ 55 ¡ 1 ¡ 55 ' ! (55) ¡ 0 !currently at RlC
-,I -.-----+----i'----"---,-~---,------__-----------,----'--..----,----

, fontal Healt Court lvnager! SF1 : 85 ; 1: 85 ; 77 ! (8) , D ¡r-----------------.-..--.--------.__._____u_____.__.____-.-.-.,--~.------____'__.~......-._.___.___.. --.---.-.----. - .-,.~-.._-~..---.-.-.~,.--...-
! ,. OPJ Court lvnageri SF1:.. 85 1, 85 ¡ 102 : 17¡ · ,
!~='~~=~~,::£~~~~~g~r.c~s~f___L~~~=X~:__:__E:~;__-__,~:.i~_=~I=J17T_~~L~=~:~:_T_=_=d__':~,~~=_d='=~,- - "'u,___",,,__ ,,'

¡~~~~~ Si~~~=,~~=~=~'~=~~=d==I::=~"'-:=~;:,~iI~-.--_',~~:,~,3~3_t:d=(5~~L~d~,=~L-,:'d~ ,.. "_'"'_____,_,~=',~_:-~~:-~~__:~:d:~:-:

~:=:~:. 47- ¡i~---f=~~~l~=f~f-=-=-~~=~~~~~~~

-I
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b. Call Center

r--==--=_~,_:-"----spãcticooiparoñct-------------¡--------- ''_____'__________'__h'__'',

¡ ,__ ____u____ "_____9~~=~!!_~_~!=~i~~~_~,~~~e: _"", ___~~ ,___,_J_~==-,':==~~~,=:=-~=_:-_'=~==:~=::; Call Center
¡-------. -----T----¡-l------r---._----T--

~;¡~~-~l~i!i¥:l:!J~~~~hif~f=~~=~~~=-:=_:~:~~~==:=-~
,Lunchroom j BRl ; 180 i 1 ¡ 180 ¡ 0 ¡ (180); 0 : Lunchroom incl in copyfsupply room '
::-.=--====~~ ~~~-'~=~'=::~='~~:-~~:=-T=:j--=~,~==:d~~=--: '-::1'====:-=-===-=-'===-,':-',-- ,,'~___ __ i ! : ' 1,297 ¡ 1,759 _ 462, . , ;

~=~~~~~=~=d-~-==i~11tt~~-~~~t?f~:~~==~=;~::~

c. IT Center

Space Comparison Chart - Existing versus Guideline Recommendation... ........._._ .0____._.. ... ..'__.___________....._.___....____.__...._. __ __.__...______._.._____._________,__b..._n_.__._______u_.__...____..___.__..__.__..______.__
Offce of the Presiding Judge:..____.____.._.__ .....__. _~__ ____.~_ ..._.u___.._..____..._______.____ ._._____.._..______.____._.._._u~u___.._ .. ,__,_",_,,_ ~_u_ ~~.._._.....

IT ._-------------_._-----------------
!

D'r~io~r._________,~~~~,_,j:~~-~QiJ,,!so__T .1_" _l~___m____~'l~___ __ __,(~~____ L...,_,_"".1,- ,. ~~~~_~-~__u___n

~ÇI.'!'___,___"__j,_~~~__,~,..__3_~--~_, ,.,_,~~,~__L, _~~_,_,_:_,____~"_,_____,___,_______
(;0lJrtl\a-ii:Q~r , __ :_'s.F1u, L "8~",, :__~"__n__85_.. ." 111 '__~~___"__,___:nCJ_in£'!ivate offlc~ __ _____LAN Tech , SF3 ' 65 , 1 ' 85 118 , 33, '

~~~~:;:1~~;~~~:~~f~:r~~~E~tJ~1'~~~~l~~¡_~:-~~~1~~~~f=~~~~:~~~:~~~~:~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~
~op\:lsu~r:~5'_o'." ________ __ L__ CS1___..m:i2.~_L_!.__!,_"1~_,,.___,,:i~4__n L_,_':oo_L_~__,___"... , ___ _____,__,_
Data Room ¡ DR2 i 180 ¡ 1 180, 124 ' (56) ¡ ;
~~~~~;;.;;~~i-~- '=------::--:'-:T::~~6-- T:~+..~=--;'-- --j~6~:~--l~f' ; ,00' (Ö1)-=--t------~:--::::-----:: d-:__':'::='___:'=,:~'=::=-:--__=:=__=d:___

~aINSF Spac~~------~-=j~~ -'-¡==:=Fl :2,135 r,.",,2:16~t:=__~':==i- . -E_=::~=========:=::-=:,

Mees'öuidëíiï,s (GLjU ,-I '----rn -l....-----!-- n_ -,-,-- n'n';' ,-,----!

Minõr-DëviiiõñFrom GL'--I:--=~:d-:--'-'¡--u--d_L, ., -...., .. -----'---,' ----,
Öuës--N-;TM"ëef.Guidèiiñes--" -¡---._.. '.-a i
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d. Payment Center

,______''_..__ ""_n_..'_~~~ Co~arison Chart. Existing IAISUS Gu¡~eline Rêcommenda.l,i~,____u______._mu_,_",__

- .---,--,-..-,- ,---~.--.. _,_,_,____,..____,___"__9.c~_~!~~~l_reJ~~~_~~~J!~: __, ___,._ u, _ ,," __'_____n_ ...., __ ..__.,,__ ___ ._...n, , Payment Center
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Chapter 3- Site & Building Analysis

~l-j

f S/Jace Survev Results

Envionmental Conditions-Courhouse: Major
issues reported in the surey were the acoustics in
the Probation and Payment Center areas,
confdentiality issues on the 10~h floor, and poor

ventilation in the Payment Center.

Environmental Conditions- Y esler: The
respondents in survey noted that the ventilation
system was inconsistent; some areas were too
hot, others too cold, and some indicated that the
area was too stuy. The second issue noted the
lack of privacy in the workstations.

J
Environmental Assessment Chart- CH OPJ

: i
."

,~ ~i:ll¡¡:$!'il¡~'\I1tR.~líllt~'t;tB'!~
Acoustics/Soundproofing 9: 12
,CÕñfidë'n~~Jity '-~==~,::=-~:~:::::::~~,::~ ~8I,::::::::~:::.__=::J~
Ughtng 21: 2
Ventiaifõn-'---'- ----,- --"'"" .-'-'."16T '--------'--8

Grand Total 54: 34

~J

~.'.~.,

)~J

Environmental Assessment Chart- Yesler OPJ
.. '. mQfi:. ",. ~ :.'~l4,'Q;¡J.â.~~~;r~ It ,: : ¡a::',,~

Acoustics/Soundproofing .15' 4
~~~nj~2~~.'~~::~~~~~~ ~~:_:::~:'.:=~r.:-:' ~__:.~~_~~=:_~~

Ventiãiin __n 14; 10Grand Total 6T 22

n

~i

: J

J

J
;1
~j

J
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"
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J
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4. Bnilding Code Issues -OPJ
!

.1
i See the Seattle Cour section for issues relating to the building code.

5. Major Maintenance Replacement Schedule for Office of the Presiding Judge

a. See the Seattle Cour section for issues relating to the building code.

b. The table below lists the major maintenance needs for the Yesler Building

SiteName System Facílt~ S~'stem Adjusted Estimated 1st 2nd 3ril
ID Normal Repl Cost Replace Replace Replace

Lite Yl Yr VI'

Yesler Budig B3010 ' Roof Covergs 20 118,259 200 2022 0
Yesler Buidi 83020 Roof Opgs 20 12,067 2002 202 0
Yes1er Buidig C2020 Sta Finhes 25 20,112 2002 2027 0
Yes1er Buidig 03040 Dibution System 30 53,398 2002 0 0
Yes1er Buidig 02010 Roadys 15 585 2002 2017 0
Yes1er Buidig 02020 Paig Lots 20 5,850 2002 2022 0
Yes1er Buidig D5020 Lightig and Brach Wing 30 334,082 200 0 0
Yes1er Buidig C3020 Floor Finhes 8 292,581 2006 2014 2022
Yesler Buidig B1010 Floor Conscton 10C 1,179,576 2008 0 0
Yeser Buidig BI020 Roof Constron IOC 49,275 2008 0 0
Yeser Buildig 82010 Exteror Wals 100 533,977 2008 0 0

Yeser Buidig C2010 Sta Conscton 100 108,605 2008 0 0
Yeser Buidig C3010 Wal Finshes 10 36,202 2008 2018 0
Yesler Buidig CL020 Interior DoIS 30 67,376 2010 0 0
Yeser Buidig 02050 Hot Water HeaelS 15 36,60 2010 2025 0
Yes1er Buidig 03030 Cooling Geerg Sysem 25 88,996 2010 0 0
Yeser Buidig 03060 Contrls and Intrentaton 15 11,432 2010 2025 0

Yes1er Buidig D5030 Coinincaons and Secwity 15 133,343 2010 2025 0
Yeser Buidig B2040 Exor Wal Finhes 10 177,389 2012 2022 0
Yesler Buidig 02010 P1inbing Fix 40 46,409 2012 0 0
Yes1er Buidig 02020 Domesc Wate Distbuton 4C 25,623 2012 0 0
Yes1er Buidig 02030 Santa Was 4C 84,471 2012 0 0

YeS1er Buidig 02040 Ra Water Drage 40 24,135 2012 ° 0
Yeser Buidig 03070 Tesg and Balancing 16 52,794 2012 2022 0
Yes1er Buidig B2020 Exteror Windows 50 80,247 2015 0 0
Yeser Buidig D410 Sprer 50 78,437 2015 0 0
Yes1er Buidig m030 Elevator Ca Interors 10 90,505 2016 2026 0
Yeser Buildig 04030 Fire Protection Speialties 25 20,1 12 2016 0 0
Yes1er Buidig C3030 Ceiling Finshes 50 149,232 2020 0 0
Yes1er Buidig 03050 Tei and Package Unts 25 647,107 2020 0 0
Yesler Buidig 05040 Fir Alan Sysem 15 210,000 2020 0 0

Yesler Buidig 03080 Boxes (V A V, Mig) 15 2,000,000 2022 0 0

Yes1er Buidig C1030 Fittgs 25 62,348 2023 0 0
Yes1er Buidig ElOIO Fixed Furshigs 25 1,407,848 2023 0 0
Yes1er Buidig 03090 Oter Hvac Sys and Eqpment 30 26,146 2025 0 0

Yesler Buidig 03020 Hea Geerg Sysem 25 44,498 2027 0 0
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6. Security-OPJ

a. Weapons Screening:
Weapons screening occurs at the thee public entrances to the KCCH as noted above. Staff are
required to use one of these entrances. Many comments in the surey stated that the screening
area was too smalL.

b. Security Systems
Key Card Controlled Doors: There is only a public zone in the Courhouse, there is no key card
controlled access system at this facility that separates the public from the private securty zones
of the staff or presiding judge's chambers. District Cour has been recommending a gate be
placed between the public and private areas in the 10th Floor OPJ offce space. Card control
access is provided at the Call Center and IT office area.

Duress Alarms: Duress alarms are provided in the Payment Center. The Probation Offces have
4 duress alarms in the individual office areas and 1 at the front counter. There are 2 duress
alars in the OPJ's office area on ioth floor.

Sureilance Cameras: Curently there are security cameras in the corrdor spaces adjacent to
offces occupied by District Cour.

7. Site Issues-OPJ
Site Assessment Chart - Yesler

Q. Survey Results SJfi\~.¡'itintE~~~l;;i¡.. Itt.a:q:ll'm~fin¡'i!í~itllttØJ
Building Signage ..'______'.,,, ..,_.J?L____,. ___9ExlriorUghting 1T 1
-.'-,----,--_.,....-..---,.--.. -".... --.._,-,--".. '..'.,--..,.."..

From Parking Lot 13: 1
Froiñ~štreìíSid.eWâík--'-- =._~~:~2~'=~..=~~=lLobby 13: 8
Parking..'-..--....,---,.-- ----------16r--.--- .....--'.'7
Security sÚeeìïiñg-Äreã'" ----..'..'----13('..----' "---4

(biãnk) --,-, , ----'..--oT------'---'O
Grand Tolal 1111 24

See the Seattle Cour for surey results on the
Courouse site.

The main issue with the tenants at the Yesler Building is
the congested lobby and no secure access to the elevator.
The lack of free or affordable parking was also an issue

. .. . to some respondents.

b. Parking

See the Seattle Cour for a discussion on parking and transportation.
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1

, i

8. Areas Needing Improvement-OPJ

a. Space:

2.
3.
4.

; 5.

1. Central Administration: The general area on the ioth floor is approximately 400 n.s.f. short of
the required space. The layout of the area is very inefficient. There is a need for a separate
conference room, storage and copy areas. There is no space for staff who curently work at
the RJC because of space limitations, and there is no space for interns or a testing area for
applicants.
Call Center: No major space issues with the Call Center.
IT: No major space issues with the IT area.
Payment Center: 'The Payment Center lacks a secure entry vestibule. A Secure vault is not
located in the space.
Probation: Probation needs a larger lobby for clients waiting to see their Probation Offcer.

b. Building Codes:

1. Life Safety Systems: Completed as part ofCASP.
2. Accessibility: Work needed.

3. Seismic: Adequate, recently upgraded in 2004.

c. Major Maintenance:
The'curent major maintenance plan looks ahead 20 years and determines what systems need
replacement based on the baseline study completed in 2002. The project list is re-evaluated each
year for a 6-year span oftime to verify that the priorities have not changed. For the puroses of this
study, the followig list identifies only those major building systems that wil need work in the next
6 years.

1. See the Seattle Cour for maintenance issues regarding the King County Courouse.

11. Yesler Building (entire building):

1. Site: Replace rusted steel under sidewalks.

2. Exterior: Replace the roof, re-point and re-seal the exterior brick.
3. Interior: Replace the flooring, repaint the walls.

'4. HV AC: Upgrade the HV AC controls softare, test and balance the system.
5. Plumbing: Replace the plumbing fixtures.
6. Electrical: Replace the electrical panels.

d. Security
i. There is no key card access system separating the Offce of the Presiding Judge, IT/Call

Center, and Payment Center from the public.

e. Site
i. Upgrade exterior and interior directional signage.
2. Improve access to the new parking garage across 5th Avenue.
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King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan

Chapter 4 - Facilit Alternatives". :~

Chapter 4 Faciltv Alternatives

A. Areas Needing Improvement - Facility Summary

The char shown below summarzes the finding identified in Chapter 3.

;

, i
j

, !

..

- .. .
. ... . . . .-. .

. . . . . .. . . . . .. . II . . . . .
Space Adequacy _...-

Administratil.e a . . . . a 0 0 . 0 . .
Judicial 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 nla nla nla nla nla

EntrylLobby 0 a a . 0 0 . nla nla nla nla nla
AttomeylProbation 0 0 a . nla 0 0 nla nla nla nla nla

Other 0 a a . nla 0 0 nla nla nla nla nla
--

__n._.
Building Code

.."0Life Safety Systems a a a a Q) . a . . . . . .1i ,___u

Accessibility 0 0 0 . :: 0 0 . a a a a aãi
Seismic :-. . . . w . . . . . . . .

õz
Security

Single Pa-int of Entry 'a a a a a a . ii nla nla nla nla
Zone Separation 0 0 a a 0 a . nla nla nla nla nla

Weapons Screening 0 0 0 . . a . . 0 . 0 ."'_~.h
Card Controlled Access 0 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 . 0 . 0

_........
Duress Alarms . . . . . . . , 0 nla 0 nla nla

_"_ON

SUl'ilance Cameras 0 0 0 0 0 0 . nla nla 0 nla nla
~...._.

Parking 0 0 0 a nla 0 0 nla nla nla I nla nla
¡ i i ! ! ; , i

..

,---'----------------'.'---'-'i-'-t----j---i-----'-¡----T"-----t---i---t------"t--¡'-'i"----i--'-i'---i',---ji " I I i ; I . ~ I' i . i i ¡
l¥eets G0!eline~ (GLL_,___l_,-i__-l~_J-_-L --L_l-_L-+L--..-L__L-L,__l__..)
! Minor Deviations From GL ¡ ¡ ¡ a! i ! ¡ ¡I! i ¡ ¡¡I 1
,- '------'---.-'--.---'--..-' . --l-. -'-'-'-'-;"--------~.L Does Not Meet Guidelines ! i ! 0 i ¡ ¡ i ! ¡¡i ! ¡ ¡ ! !. "".,. , , 1 .
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B. Alternatives to Facility Deficiencies

1. General Requirements

The options described below are mindfu of the District Cour OMP directives while attempting
to address the facility and space issues faced by the Cour. Each option was subjected to a life
cycle cost analysis which included an evaluation of potential operational changes suggested by
Distict Cour staff. Should the jursdiction of Distrct Cour change substantially over the next
five to ten years, or the number of cities contracting with the County dramatically change, the
options presented may not meet the District Cour space requirements. However, the intent of
this report was to provide realistic solutions to meet the space needs of District Cour with
sufficient flexibility to address minor changes in caseload and operational procedures. Limited
County resources were always a consideration in the evaluation of any alternative suggested.

Because the District Cour Operational Master Plan recommended it, and the County Council
agreed, all options assume that there wil be a consolidation of the two facilities iñXent. In
addition, the County will continue to work with the City of Bellevue to identify a solution to meet
these Cour facility needs.

There were two approaches considered for combining the Kent sites. One possibilty is to expand
the RJC facilty which would also require a parking structue of some sort. The other alternative
is to build something on the property adjacent to the RJC (presently not County-owned). The
property being considered has suffcient land to provide surface parking for the Cour but would
not address the parking problem that curently exists at the RJC. During peak operating days, the
garage is rung a deficit of at least 83 parking stalls that is sustained for over four hours. On a
tyical day, parking maintains a one-hour deficit of about 5 i stalls.

Whle the options presented for consolidating the facilities in Kent meet the long-term space
requirements of District Cour, there is an immediate need for two additional courooms in this
Electoral Distrct. Two possible solutions for providing ths interi couroom space include 1) not
renewig the lease with the City of Kent for use of the existing Aukeen Cour so that all four
courooms at-his location can be used by Distrct Cour, or, 2) finding an alternate space to lease
which can accommodate four courooms and their ancilar support space. District Cour should
not be moved from the Aukeen Cour facility until an alternate space is completed that meets ths
interim need.

The City of Bellevue and the County will continue working together on a plan for addressing the
needs of the Bellevue Court caseload. A preliminary program plan has been developed and
various site options reviewed but no decisions made as of the date this report was published.
Although Bellevue would like to have a facility in their downtown core, close to the new City
Hall, land is scarce in that area and parking would most likely need to be addressed through the
construction of a parking structue. Existing buildings, available for purchase or lease, have been
investigated but all would require substantial renovation to meet he needs of the Cour. In some
cases, the location was not acceptable. Should a site not in the downtown core be considered,
there might be a possibility for surface parking which would substantially reduce the cost of
providing a new space for Bellevue.
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King County District Court
Facility Master Plan

Chapter 4 - Facilty Alternatives

2. Option 1

Operational Changes, Minor Capital Improvements, and Building Code & Security
Improvements

"'1

'1

a. Summary of Improvements

l) Improvements to address Space Requirements

The greatest need for space withn the District Cour is for courroom space which is driven
by the high volume cour calendars. These calendars tyically require space for large
numbers of spectators in addition to the litigants and litigant area. Ths option attempts to
lower the number of high volume cour calendars by spreading thesè cases into off-peak
periods thus lowerig demand for increased space in the facility and parkig spaces. Some of
the operational changes considered would also free up limited courhouse space that could be
reprogrammed for other uses.

Operational Changes considered under this option were:

· Clear file storage rooms by scanng all existing pre-2005 paper files. (This wil
require a temporary, short-term increase to the number of staff.)

· Night Cour

· Swing Shifts

· Centralized Processing Unit

· Satuday Court - at RJC and Seattle

· Conduct virtal presence hearings at city jails

· Hold hearngs at alternate locations

. -:"1
¡

Each of the above items were reviewed by District Cour to determine the impact on the cour
calendar and ifthe space needs of the facility, as recommended in the Design Guidelines,
could be reduced. Based on their intial review, the Cour determined that establishing a
central processing unt would not likely have signficant impact on the futue space needs of
any facility. However, the cour felt that it would increase efficiencies and their ability to
maintain the schedule for cour hearings as established by law, without continuing cases over.

Ths would ultimately lead to some reduction in caseload because the same people would not
be retung to Cour multiple times. At this time, the Distrct Cour cannot quantify ths
impact, and therefore felt that ths operational change would not have a significant effect on
space as it relates to courroom needs.

The District Cour also determined that the virtl presence hearings at city jails and alternate
hearng locations would not have an impact on space at the court facilities. Space is still
required for the participants to be taped, and the cost of possibly having additional prosecutors
and public defenders at multiple locations (courooms, jails, and offices) could be

Capital Planning & Development
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considerable. Securty also becomes an issue for locations other than jails. There is some
concern in the defense communty about whether video hearngs provide an equal access to
justice.

The District Cour did feel that implementig night cour, Satuday cour, and clearng the file
storage rooms could have an effect on the facility space requirements. Clearing the file
storage rooms would require a one-time operational cost to complete the move of pre-2005
cases to the Electrornc Cour Records (ECR) system. Once that is accomplished, the scannng
of present time case materials could be consolidated to one location. This would reduce the
requirement for fie storage and provide more space for other critical fuctions. Night and
Satuday Court would only have an impact on Cour calendars that utilize a Commissioner.
The types of cases Commissioners tyically hear are mitigations which may number up to 25
per hour. This often means up to 40 people or more being present as frends, family and
witnesses often accompany the litigant. Whle the mitigation calendar is considered "high
volume", the Distrct Cour has some ability to even out the number of people ariving at the
Cour simultaneously by scheduling defendants to specific time slots. This is in contrast to
arraignments and pre-trial hearings where cases mayor may not move through the process
quickly. In order to keep the calendar moving, you want to have the next case ready to go as
quickly as possible.

2) Building Code Improvements

This category includes improvements to the existing life safety systems, building
accessibilty, and seismic strctual upgrades. As indicated in the summar char at the
beginnng of ths chapter, no existing District Cour facility requires improvements to their
life safety or strctual systems. This would only be required if a substantial remodel is done
which exceeds more than 50% of the value of the building. However, the following facilities
will requie accessibility improvements in order to comply with the Federal ADA
requirements:

· Buren

· Redmond

· Shoreline

· Seattle

· Offce of the Presiding Judge

Each of the facilities identified above would have work accomplished to improve accessibility
in the parking lot, exterior travel routes to the facilty, interior travel routes, doorways,
restrooms, signage, and the jur/witness box areas. The detailed requirements of this work are

identified in Appendix B.

3) Securty Improvements

Ths category addresses security improvements related to movement of inmates, staff and
public within the facility; weapons screening; and installation of security alars and cameras.
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Under this option, the followig securty elements wil need to be improved at the identified
facilties:

Zone Separation (Holding Cells)

o Buren (new), Redmond (new), & Shoreline (expanded)

Access Control (alars, key cards, motion detectors)

o Buren, Redmond, Shoreline, Issaquah, Office of the Presiding Judge & Seattle
Sureilance Cameras

.

.

i

.

o Buren, Redmond, Shoreline, Issaquah, & Seattle

· Weapons Screening

o Buren (expansion), Redmond (expansion), Shoreline (expansion)

4) Site/Parking Improvements

::::i'¡

)

Based on the "Parking Needs by Peak Cour Demand" in Chapter 2, the operational changes
considered under ths option would reduce slightly the demand for parking at Shoreline, and
Kent! Aukeen. There would be no impact on the peak parking requirements at Buren and
Redmond. A new parking strctue, or an off-site joint use parking agreement, would still be
required at these two facilities.

b. Option 1 Conceptual Space Diagrams
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c. Options 1 Cost Summary

1) OperationalChanges

The proposed operational changes were estimated by Distrct Cour using curent staffing

costs as a basis. The Central Processing Unit costs were not included because this change
would not signficantly affect Distrct Cour space requirements. Costs for holding heanngs at
alternate locations were also not included because, depending on the locations, costs could
var greatly and the overall impact would only move mitigation hearngs from the facilities.
Therefore, the costs shown below do not reflect the total increase in operational costs for this
option.

i

j

Operational Change Type Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Night Court 127,00O/yr 190,OOO/yr

Satuday Court (Kent & RJ C) 25,00O/yr 38,000/yr

In-Custody Video (initial cost) 129,000 194,000

Clear Storage Areas (one time cost) 230,000 460,000

Totals n1a n1a

2) Constrction Cost

i

i

Accessibility (ADA) Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien 220,000 413,000

Redmond 233,000 437,000

Shoreline 99,000 186,000

Seattle including OPJ 146,000 275,000

Totals 698,000 i ,311 ,000
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2) Constrction Cost (cant.)

Security Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien

Zone Separation 477,000 894,000

Access Control 63,000 118,000

Surveilance Cameras 107,000 201,000

Weapon Screening Expansion 134,000 250,000

Totals 781,000 1,463,000

Redmond

Zone Separation 470,000 882,000. , ,.. ,...
Access Control 65,000 122,000

Surveilance Cameras 117,000 220,000

Weapon Screening Expansion 120,000 223,000

Totals 772,000 1,447,000

Shoreline

Zone Separation 471,000 883,000

Access Control 66,000 122,000

Surveilance Cameras 116,000 2l8,000

Weapon Screening Expansion 155,000 216,000

Totals 808,000 1,439,000

Issaquah

Access Control 42,000 80,000

"' Surveilance Cameras 89,000 167,000

Totals 13 1 ,000 247,000

Seattle (court)

Access Control 20,000 38,000

Surveilance Cameras 37,000 69,000

Totals 57,000 107,000

Office ofthe Presiding Judge

Access Control 20,000 38,000

Surveilance Cameras 20,000 38,000

Totals 40,000 76,000
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Parking lmprovements Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien 4,560,000 8,550,000

Redmond 4,400,000 8,100,000

Totals 8,960,000 16,650,000

Option 1, Pros/Cons

.. Pros: Gain space from clearing of file storage rooms; provide improved customer service

with expanded hours, locations, and video cour.
· Cons: Operational changes do not significantly reduce volume impact on Cours and are

costly over time. Stil required to build two new parking structues at great expense.

J
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3. Option 2, Expand Existing Facilties

Expand Burien, Redmond and Shoreline; Renovate Seattle Courts and Offce of the Presiding Judge
Space

a . Option 2, Summary of Improvements

1) hnprovements to Address Space Requirements

As stated in Option 1, the greatest need for space within the District Cour is for couroom space
which is drven by the high volume court calendar. These calendars typically require space for large
numbers of spectators in addition to the litigants and litigant area. This option assumes that there
would be no changes to the way District Cour curently operates or assigns cases to a facilty. This
option would address the space needs by expanding or renovating facilities to fully comply with the
Design Guidelines established in Chapter 2. Specifically, ths option would propose the following
facility improvements:

· Buren

Construct a 6,400 SF addition and fully remodel the existing 12,000 SF to accommodate the
space needs of the Buren Court.

· Redmond

Construct a 3,500 SF addition and fully remodel the existing 12,000 SF to accommodate the
space needs of the Redmond Cour.

· Shoreline

Construct a 3,000 SF addition and fully remodel the existing 12,000 SF to accommodate the
space needs of the Shoreline Cour.

· Seattle
Remodel the 18, 700 SF of existing space occupied by District Cour on the 3rd floor of the King
County Courouse to accommodate the space needs of the Seattle Cour and the Payment
Center. An additional 1800 square feet of space wil be required in the Courthouse or other
facility to meet the space needs of the Payment Center.

2) Building Code hnprovements

All building code improvements for Burien, Redmond, Shoreline, and Seattle would be completed
as part ofthe addition and renovation required to meet the space needs of each facility.

3) Security Improvements
All security improvements for Burien, Redmond, Shoreline, and Seattle would be completed as
par of the addition and renovation required to meet the space needs of each facility.
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4) SitelParkig Improvements

Based on the "Parkig Needs by Peak Cour Demand" in Chapter 2, the facility upgrades
considered under this option would not decrease the parkig demands at any facilty, A new
parking structure or some type of off-site joint use parking agreement would be required at the
Buren and Redmond sites.

b. Option 2, Conceptual Space Diagrams
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c. Options 2 Cost Summary

-'1

Option 2. Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range
Burien 2,060,000 3,850,000
Redmond 2,580,000 4,840,000
Shoreline 2,020,000 3,780,000
Seattle 3,720,000 6,975,000

Totals 10,380,000 19,445,000

Parking lniprovenients* Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien 4,560,000 8,550,000

Redmond 4,400,000 8,100,000

Totals 8,960,000 16,650,00

!

*Because of space limitations at the Redmond and Buren sites, a 2-story parking structue is
required.

d. Option 2 Pros and Cons

· Pros: Provides Distrct Cour facilities at all locations the capability of handling all case
types and high volume calendars. Flexibility is maximized.

· Cons: Operational effciencies gained are minimaL. Option is expensive. Stil need to
build parking strctures. The County's caseload alone does not require this expansion.
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4. Option 3, Replace Existing Facilities

Replace Redmond, Shoreline and Burien; Renovate Seattle

a. Summary of Improvements

1) Improvements to Address Space Requirements

This option assumes that there would be no changes to the way the Distrct Cour curently operates

or assigns cases to a facilty. This option would address the space needs of District Cour by
constructing new facilities at some locations, and expanding or renovating other facilities to fully
comply with the Design Guidelines established in Chapter 2. Specifically, ths option would
propose the following facility improvements:

· Buren

Construct a 20,150 SF new cour building in the City of Burien.

· Redmond

Construct a 20,000 SF new cour building in the City of Redmond.

· Shoreline

Construct a 16,000 SF new cour building in the City of Shoreline.

· Seattle
Remodel the 18,700 SF ofthe existing space occupied by Distrct Cour on the 3rd floor of the
King County Courhouse to accommodate the space needs of the Seattle Court.

2) Building Cod~ Improvements

All building code improvements for Burien, Redmond, Shoreline, and Seattle would be completed
as part of the additions and renovation required to meet the space needs of each facility.

3) Securty Improvements

All security improvements for Buren, Redmond, Shoreline, and Seattle would be completed as
par of the additions and renovations required to meet the space needs of each facility.

4) SiteIParking Improvements

Based on the "Parking Needs by Peak Cour Demand" in Chapter 2, the facility upgrades considered
under this option would not reduce the parking demands at any facility. A new parking strcture
would be required at the Buren and Redmond sites. Depending on the property purchased, surface
parking could be utilized instead a parking structure.
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b. Option 3, Conceptual Space Diagrams

i
i. ¡

I) Buren. Redmond and Shoreline

New facilities for Redmond, Shoreline and Buren would be modeled per the adjacency diagram
documented in Chapter 2, Facilty Design Guidelines, and shown below.

I

Staff .
g G: Ôlbrary bJ bJ -- i-~ i '''- p~~
Jury Rm Judge Judge Judge D i=

DD D D ø D D.-~__~ _L_~__ __~____=_=__~_~
! 0l! G;~D Workm 1
D Jury Rmi l

l! ~

Jury 1
Assmbly .

ClerIcal

l!
Holdl g
Cell

l!
Courtoom Courtoom Courtoom

Jury Rm

ISOU~dl D Iso~ndl r; iso~ndl n gL~ ~ Lock b Lo~ ~ ' LObby ~.0 D 0 0 0 o. .D
OOOOOOOODO ODD 0 0 0 000000 00 DODO 0 0 0 00 000000000 0000 000 Doe DO 00000000 0 0000 00 0 0 0 00coo i:o 0 0 0
~~o:~nspa~:: EJtJ ~IAUy I O~g lDDDDO~Or.O;,~o~~~Y1arnng
Domestic VIolence WaIting, EJ ' , ~ - ,

Symbol Key Other Programs ' . All ~. ~O :~~~~om
= = Secure Circulation' - L-
00 D 0 0 PubDc Circlation PublIc Defender D ecurlt

Pros All å ScreenIng. Accss Control PoInt g~ ~~ ~~
2) Seattle

Seattle would be expanded and/or renovated according the conceptual space diagram shown
under Option 2.
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c. Option 3, Cost Summary

Option 3, Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien 4,850,000 9,100,000

Redmond 4,560,000 8,550,000

Shoreline 3,800,000 7,125,000

Seattle 3,720,000 6,975,000

Totals 16,930,000 31,750,000

Parking rmprovenients* Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien 694,000 1,300,000

Redmond 694,000 1,300,000

Shoreline 500,000 935,000

Totals 1,888,000 3,535,000

'*The assumptions under Option 3 is that the new site -selected for these locations would be where

surace parking could be constrcted.

*Land costs are not included in the costs shown.

d. Option 3, Pros and Cons

· Pros: Provi~Ies District Cour facilities at all locations the capabilty of handling all case types
and high volume calendars. Maximizes flexibility.

· Cons: Operational effciencies gained are minaL. Option is expensive. Stil need to build
parking structues. The County's caseload alone does not require ths expansion.
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s. Option 4, Hear State Criminal Cases at Specific Facilities

Hear State Criminal Cases at Kent, Seattle, and Issaquah Courts Only.

a., Option 3, Summary of Improvements,

i
:

1) Improvements to address Space Requirements

I
i

The greatest need for space withn the District Cour is for courroom space which is driven by the
high volume cour calendar. The starting point for this option assumes that the majority of these
high volume calendars are associated with state criminal cases. Under this option, the Distrct Cour
would modify how they assign calendars to each cour and hear state criminal cases only at specific
facilities. By limiting the assignment of state criminal cases to specific facilties, the Distrct Cour
could then reduce the number of high volume courts needed thoughout their system. This would
also decrease the parking demand at the facilities where state criminal cases were not assigned. This
option would taget certain facilities to be designed to the Design Guidelines established in Chapter
2. Specifically, ths option would propose the following facility improvements:

) · Hear state criminal cases at Kent, Seattle, and Issaquah.

District Cour would assign state criminal cases to one location in the South, East and West
Divisions. State criminal cases would no longer be heard at Burien and Redmond.

· Burien

No space would be required for prosecutors, probation, or in-custody holding cells, other than
that required by the City of Burien. No high volume state criminal calendars would be heard at
this location. High volume calendars required by the City of Buren could be spread out over a
longer period or on separate days.

· Redmond

No space would be required for prosecutors, probation, or in-custody holding cells, other than
that required by the City of Redmond and other contracting cities handled at this site. No high
volume state criminal calendars would be heard at this location. High volume calendars
required by the City of Redmond and other contracting cities could be spread out over a longer
period or on separate days.

· Shoreline

No space would be required for prosecutors, probation, or in-custody holding cells, other than
that requied by the Cities of Shoreline and Kenmore. No high volume state criminal calendars
would be heard at this location. High volume calendars required by the Cities of Shoreline and
Kenmore could be spread out over a longer period or on separate days.

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 148



King County District Court
Facility Master Plan

Chapter 4 - Facilty Alternatives

· Seatte
Remodel the 18,700 SF of the existing space occupied by Distrct Cour on the 3 rd floor of
the King County Courouse to accommodate space needs.

· RJC

Construct courrooms that meet the Design Guidelines established in Chapter 2.

· Issaquah

No signficant facilty changes would be required at ths location to handle the state criminal
cases for the East Division.

This option does not provide "flexible" courooms thoughout the District Cour system as
outlned in the Facility Design Guidelines. However, when fully implemented, ths option would
create a courtroom system where 50% of the èolis wöüld bé'''flexible'' and capable of handling
the high volume calendars tied to the state criminal cases.

A possible addendum to this option would be to have District Court in Seatte consolidate their IT,
Call Center, Payment Center, Offce of the Presiding Judge, Probation and Probation Compliance
fuctions together with the Courooms in one location. This would improve access to services,
faciltate better communcation, and increase effciency. The spaces presently occupied by these

" " services could be freed up for other County fuctions.

2) Building Code Improvements

Ths category includes improvements to the existing life safety systems, building accessibility, and
seismic structual upgrades. No existing District Cour facility requires improvements to their life
safety or strctual systems uness a substantial remodel is done which exceeds more than 50% of

, the value of the-building. However, the following facilties will require accessibility
improvements in order to comply with the Federal ADA requirements:

· Burien

· Redmond
· Shoreline

· Offce of the Presiding Judge
Each of the facilities identified above would have work accomplished to improve accessibility in the
parking lot, exterior travel routes to the facility, interior travel routes, doorways, restrooms, signage,
and the jur/witness box areas. The detailed requirements of this work are identified in Appendix B.
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3) Securty Improvements

I
i
i

This category addresses securty improvements related to movement of inmates, staff and public
within the facility; weapons screening; and installation of securty alarms and cameras. Under ths
option, the following security elements will need to be improved at the identified facilities:

· Zone Separation (Holding Cells)

o Burien (new), Redmond (new), & Shoreline (expanded), if required by the
respective cities

· Access Control (alarms, key cards, motion detectors)

o Burien, Redmond, Shoreline, Issaquah, & Office of the Presiding Judge

· Sureilance Cameras

o Burien, Redmond, Shoreline, & Issaquah

· Weapons Screening

o Burien (expansion), Redmond (expansion), Shoreline (expansion)

i

í

J

j

i

4) Site/Parking Improvements

Based on the "Parking Needs by Peak Cour Demand" in Chapter 2, both Burien and Redmond
would continue to experience peak parking demand over the number of available spaces in the
existing parking lots. However, when facility upgrades are completed in Kent and Seattle, and state
crminal cases are heard only at Kent, Seattle, and Issaqua, parking demand at Burien and
Redmond wil decrease to the point where the demand meets the available supply. In the interim,
the Distrct Cour could seek off-site parking through joint use agreements with adjacent property

owners.

b. Option 4, Conceptual Space Diagrams

Buren, Redmond, and Shoreline expansions for the weapons screening area and holding cells would
be similar to the space diagrams in Option 1.

The Seattle renovations would be similar to the conceptual diagram shown in Option 2A.

c. Option 4, Cost Summary

Option 4. Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Seattle 3,720,000 6,975,000

Totals 3,720,000 6,975,000
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Option 4 Accessibilit) (ADA) Low Cost Range High Cost Range
Construction Cost

Burien 220,000 413,000

Redmond 233,000 437,000

Shoreline 99,000 186,000

Offce of the Presiding Judge 20,000 40,000

Totals 698,000 1,3 II ,000

Option 4, Security Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Burien

Zone Separation 477,000 894,000

Access Control 63,000 1 18,000

Surveilance Cameras 107,000 201,000

Weapon Screening Expansion 134,000 250,000

Totals 781,000 1,463,000

Redmond

Zone Separation 470,000 882,000

Access Control 65,000 122,000

Surveilance Cameras II 7,000 220,000

Weapon Screening Expansion 120,000 223,000

Totals 772,000 1,447,000

Shoreline

-- Zone Separation 471,000 883,000

Access Control 66,000 122,000

Surveilance Cameras 116,000 218,000

Weapon Screening Expansion 155,000 216,000

Totals 808,000 1,439,000
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, Option 4, Security Construction Cost Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Issaquah

Access Control 42,000 80,000

Surveillance Cameras 89,000 167,000

Totals 131,000 247,000

Office ofthe Presiding Judge

Access Control 20,000 38,000

Surveilance Cameras 20,000 38,000
.~. , Totals 40,000 76,000

"

d. Option 4, Pros and Cons

;
.J

· Pros: Provides flexibility that withstands shifts in city contract numbers. Least expensive of the
options. Provides for a phased approach to improvements allowing time for assessing impact of
case relocation. Eliminates the need to build additional parking strctues (except at the RJC
where that is anticipated as part of all the options). Retains sense of local Courhouse for contract
cities providing more space for their activities. Provides opportties to verify if relocation of

case tye does free up space as anticipated for other uses at vanous cour sites.
· Cons: Does not provide space to meet established Guidelines at Bunen, Redmond, and Shoreline.

Extends the time frame users must wait before seeing major improvements in their spaces.
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6. Options to Consolidate Kent (Au keen) Facilties

a. Consolidate at the present Kent (Aukeen) Site

This option would consolidate the District Cour ftctions in the Kent area. The basic requiements
for this consolidation are outlned in Chapter 2 and would require a building of 3 1 ,900 gross square

feet (gst) (22,000 net square feet (nst) x grossing factor) and 318 parking stalls (6 courrooms x 53
stalls/cour). This would requie a minium lot size of at 200,000 square feet with surface parking
or 1 18,000 square feet with an elevated parkig strctue

As stated in Chapter 2, the lot size of the Kent (Aukeen) site is only 69,553 square feet. Therefore,
the space is insufcient to expand the facility and increase adequately, the number of parking stalls.
The site would also have development limits because of its proximity to the Green River. Because
the site is located some distance from the RJC detention facilty, there would stil be the need to
transport prisoners to and from ths site, increasing operating costs and security risks.

Therefore, it is not recommerided that the Kent (Aukeen) site be considered as the location for a
consolidated Kent District Cour facility.

b. Consolidate at the present Regional Justice Center Site

As directed by Ordinance 15328, which was approved by County Council in February 2006, this
option would reserve'space at the Regional Justice Center vacated by the Sheriffs CID unt when it
is relocated into a downtown Seattle facility. The curent space occupied by CID is approximately
20,000 square feet and is not suffcient to house all of the Distrct Cours ftctions curently heard
at the two cour locations in Kent. Additional square footage wou.1d be required~ The curent
parkig demand for the two cour locations in Kent exceeds the supply as defined in Chapter 2.
Distrct Cour would require an additional 318 parking stalls on the site which could only be
provided by expanding the existing parking structure and/or building a new one.

This option is depicted in the following conceptual space diagrams:

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division

Page i 53

'1

;fl

J

J
-~.';.

~;-.
..

J

")"

"

~1

.J

J

J
Co)

J
-,'j-,

'j
, .

J

J

J
lj



-,I
"1

:C':I

,":_1
" 'i

!
,

:")

King County District Court
Facility Master Plan Chapter 4 - Facility Alternatives

REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER

SI Pl

I
i

I

r- L.Il""..~

r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - --

¡ r-4'~Gt:~/..,

("U_j
HE 4TH AV

PROPOS PAMG STRUCE

ti

l
..

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page 154



Kig County District Court
Facilty Master Plan Chapter 4 - Facility Alternatives

ø ~, ~ (s. :ft \ê r;;~ l:) ~1 ," ~~ (¡, €', \i ~ e.:
"Jp¡)lnÓ,l/

'ì~-",7õ .~u

(~" ~- ------lQ

I '---
GI

~~¡
I G~ !. f-

\ ~i. .__--: D ¡, ..
;
!

, I

!
!

,
;'1"'"1

; : r

":aI,. i:.";"
, .,._'_ .

"- ~_£.L D. ~~~ 2. _A~'d

L (t

'~

i'~ "'õ

O'~rE""~
~¡;,O"~

I ! I,~ c'l t~~I~,

u.,--_i ,__I i iJ
J. i c~ ifT

I '~1"":J'iI l ', ,
I _.~_~ L"~:: i~- -FF-l :~~- ~""~'~ ~"'lì' i:k~ ,~/ : :" I J. ¡ r

i. F.: :.:, */0 cr 6 , !.. L.. ,.i_, ~::"'r", :!nirl ~ Tl.__f" 1 :-0-- -:i ~ HEN ~ l t-L.= I/fi c: :3 : .'klt ~TR"" i ~ ~'" ZTRN~' ii'I ' EC ¡. I i -L ~
¡-,;',¡-~-GII~~..l:,,:¡~ ¡~ h ~"~!~~ ~ r-.~ ~i :iN¡n~ I +. c.. CÕ-=-~---- Ð ~

,PAO (r_ - ~ - r ".0 i _.. I-í ._. ~':i~~~
-D'- .--------- -:;.lo.""_"'~-'- 'J.FT-~ r~1~_"'l:--i_J:c:-. iß _ ~-~ß~~--,li_::__r..: "'

.:01':~

,~.. i';

HAG l JAr, ~2A""'" i.. ,. '--.
~o~C0UJ,f'-=" 3' l - ii

.,qwi:~

.~~ '''to"hi,! Z'.5l ii,.'s.e1~
'l3J.O f$

RJC CC¡q§ aLaG 1ST rl_ A/
"I'T'~ 'II""::/~~ltt:..&

~ ø (; CN 0 0 e ~~ o ~ ~ !. ~ o e
.lPDr.a
'~..!'?dW

li---'~

'~1I,~
re. -~ ' . m

~~~-- ;;~:~~..~ """:IQ::

--1-- ",-1 -:. iI I 1:.: I'-~ii--_" I~ " 'i ,0 0
Z=i.~:: i

t,," i r':'.'~~n'''~ ~----'

~y-, :¡ 'l!--'!

~"" :;on,-l:Cad,.
;

i: ¡:

0°:. o ,ll,:
'1

~..,.. ;

" I' j c: 0

.:.",.
;.." £r"r'A~"'io'"':U:.~"' :.:.~ ¿,., J:rr

;ht~o:: .... ,R.-ie COUP:S ~- 6/iI:JtMÐ ,t: Aoml)N
¡:.,.Q. !), t.."P YIf,~.".D'

Capital Planning & Development
Facilities Management Division Page i 55

'-1

, j

~1

JJ
'fl
d

~

~

"1;...

:J

:j

:J

~lJ

J
~.1,J

" ')

. .

I
~j

" J

. J

j
l
¡

.J



'':'1
';j

,

"1

i

)

I

..,J

King County District Court
Facilty Master Plan

Chapter 4 - Facilty Alternatives

c. Consolidate on New Site

This option would constrct a new facilty and surface parking on nearby propert (if available) and
could meet the Distrct Cour requirements of a 31 ,000sf facility and 318 parking stalls.

d. Interim Issues at Kent
The options presented for consolidating facilities in Kent wil meet the long term needs of Distrct
Cour in this area but the time frame for implementation of these options would be a minimum of six
years. In addition, these long-term solutions do not address the immediate need for two additional
courooms in Kent. In this electoral district, there are curently five judges but only three
courooms. Therefore, until the long-term solutions are completed, the District Cour requires that
an interim solution be put in place to solve the curent shortage of courrooms.

There are two possible solutions to provide the necessar àdditional courrooms in the Kent area on
an interim basis. They include 1) do not renew the lease with the City of Kent for use of the existing
Aukeen Cour and assign all four courrooms to District Cour, or, 2) find an existing building to
lease that is suitable for four courrooms and all ancilar cour spaces. If using all four courtrooms
in the existing Aukeen Court is determined to be the most feasible interim solution, then King
County should allow for sufficient notice_ to the City of Kent of its intent not to renew the lease. In
order to fully occupy all four courrooms at the Aukeen facility, King County must follow the terms
and conditions of the curent lease which ,expires June 30, 2008. If the lease option is determined to
be more feasible, District Cour shall remain at the Aukeen Cour in their curent space until the
leased facility is ready to occupy.

e. Summary of Kent facilty options

Kent Consolidation at the RJC Low Cost Range High Cost Range

Expand at the RJC 10,160,000 19,050,000

Parking Structure at the RJC 10,560,000 19,800,000

Totals 20,660,000 38,850,000
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Kent Consolidation at Ne\\' Site Low Cost Range High Cost Range

New Single story Facilty 9,520,000 17,850,QOO

Surface Parking 1,280,000 2,400,000

Land Cost (assumption) 3,200,000 6,000,000

Totals 14,000,000 26,250,000

f Pros and Cons

· RJC Consolidation

o Pros: Meets the directives outlined in the OMP and the District Cour space requirements.
Allows for sharing of space and resources with other RJC users. Provides flexibilty for

other uses which may become par of the Distrct Cour jursdiction. Provides full palate
of services at one location for the public.

0- Cons: 'Requires -the constrction,ofa parking strctue which is expensive. Size of

property at RJC may not be sufficient for the buildout necessary to meet all futue needs
of multiple users. May not be allowed by the City of Kent permitting agency.

. Consolidation at New Site near RJC Campus

o Pros: Allows for surface parking which is less expensive than a parking structue.
Provides the space needed for District Cour fuctions. Close proximity to RJC provides
ease of access for some sharing of resources. Provide campus of services for public.

, Allows for possible futue expansion.

o Cons: Separate structue reduces ability to fully share resources, i.e., security. Inate
transport may stil poses some securty problems uness a physical connection to the
existing RJC detention facility is par of the plan. Adjacent property may not be available
for County use.
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C. Life Cycle Cost Analysis of Alternatives

¡
i
i,/

1. Options 1, 2, 3 & 4

Burien, Redmond, Shoreline, Issaquah, and Seattle Courts

~.: -J

i
¡ LIFE CYCLfCOST '-l,m -~--' iS~i:';~m~:-~~en, lssaquah,& Seattle Cos ,

i(PRESENTWORîlrMEllOD) '---l--'-f-'-T----T----~ '--¡--'- - --T------TProject : ~ i ,,¡
Location: ------i-¡-- ---~~~:~~::~y ~~D~~--'-

__ ______~Oleenls_____

__J___, OPtloii-Z-!- ,-,
-----oo Expai ExistingFaciJiiëŠ-----'--

-=i-~~=--=::=~,'--
~lL~I~ty Impr\e~~~-.~,___~__'_,_ 0 1,311,00 1,311,00 0
_~lL~ngCeils ___,__,L_..______,_o -- 2,65,00 -' 2,659,OO --,,----- ---oo'----n"------'ÕC); :Access Control j: 0 516,00 -, 518,00 ,--,.. ..- 'h____,_ -----..,"' ,,--. ,-, °
W" - ¡SUMilãñce Cameras ------.~-.---;_ 0 486,00 48,00 ---'913.ÕÕ ---'-913; -... Om...____ . --.......... u.õ' -- n__. - .n_." - - --.~'. . 0
'EF-'-'TNewpai1iri Garägë'----T---- ----ã:OO,oo(i -8,96,00 -16:SS-; 16,65,ooã:ii:e --e~96,õöà 16,65,00 __,~~~oo-
'Fj,-'- -':WeaPõñSSereeing Area fipanSioñ--'-- 0 40,00 '----40,OO' 689,00 689,00 ,-----,- ------ - -----Õ ------- °
G(~.:~J.xpã~oiReno\ati~,.._i -1 __ - ----=-- ,=~--~= ~------ _'m__ 1Qjã--~ __,~õ-:3ã~ =J.9.445,~ --=:',1~¥~,~

H)¡ ¡NeN Facility :1
i

-.' - :;1t'l~: ' :?f.: ~ , ..t~¥
A): : Expad ViPr Selce :¡ 1 : 0,93 129,00
s¡-¡--'-------m'-l: 0,6227 --'129,00 80,33
iC-- --, ,--- '~iL~"Bl50 '~~~-i~oo ::~~d~,~~~ _"..~OOD)¡ ; 19 : 0,2765 129,00 35,669 190,00
E)r-' :- _~J~Odll -oo---'-------'--Ò _00_ ,---F)¡ ¡ ¡ 0,~~ 0Gl¡ ;'- ¡ 0,~~ 0H) ~ - :.j .¡ 0.~~ 0
Total ReplacèmenllSalvage P\y Cosl ii_r-i I :1 i¡ : ¡
AJI ¡Night Cort ,
BlI ¡Cetra Processing Unit !I 3,0%1 15,816 0
eii ., ¡Expand Saturday Court '--00o! 15_816 ----, 25,00 - 395,40 38,000

,~f~- :o.-----=-m~~--=:::=~r--, ~:E'~ ~-=-- -==:~~--:r=:::~~ ' --Gl! -'--=: 0,00 ---- °

3,00,087 ° 0o 0 --- ---'---0
601,01~ ~ ,~=-,=__:--~_uo-= __=:=-~

o ----'-'---'-'--õ' '''-=__00'..''_ ---Ö'-----õ _ ---'---0- ---=='-"'-"-0
..,----0 --,-'..-" ------0.--0 --- --Õ; _ ._--

!olal Op~ralion/Ma¡nlenance IPWI Cosl -¡ 2,A-,Q?9 3,60,104 0--- 0-

fobl pre~nïwöiÎ Ute Cyc/e ~~ ~ ____ ,_ _-====_ 15, 171,162 ~_:- --; .E~~~Î! ~_ 19,34,000=--==.,_ __, 36,095,~

!:~~~J~~l!lavings -----,---l--..'~-m-oo------,-,---,u----------- ,_____,__________(4,1~~,~3.B) ___ , ___00 "j~~1.g~
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,LIFE CYCLE COST
i(PRESËNIwORiì¡MEOOÕ)

f.f!ject 1__'_'_00_'_ _
Location ¡ ___,___"__; I
PRO.ECT LF-EVCLE (YSj----

ii'COUN RAlE (% in deeimaIS) -

--.-=-----.------------.:-.-_______ ____~_l~___._____, L ,_,_ _", Option 3 ,,-- Optioñ4-- ---,---,--,-- '".. '"-
" - -- Build NewlSunace park¡¡--------- _____h"_,, --HearSfaieCiiminai---u-------- __'_n

-==¡iñcludes ~maled..ošiOi~~~=~~-=~- '---,-- nneãëšãi3Localioñš--------u- '- "

A __,____-- 572,00 ,__ 1,076,00
L_~HlldingCelIS _" _,__c,__J_O n__ ° 1,418,00 1,418,00 2,659,00 2,659,000
Cli ¡Access Control (! 0 -- ----,--- ---'-'--------'--O--'256.000'-2s6,OOO~~_=~~480,00 _=~:::3~~E
'O¡-- !Sul\manceëãir~--Tu--:-- --- 0 449,00 __~,OO ___~.oO _______~~_
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~)L !ExpansìoiiReno'óion ;.: 3.720,000 3,720.00 6,975,000 6,975,00 -- 3,7~~, ~~:¥20.l~ ~=~,-:~~p?O ~~:_~~,~,~!J~~§

H): "Ne¡¡Faë¡¡--------'-~---T ,--" îÙïo,ooo '--13~210,OOÕ ,,-- 24,775.O -,- ï4,ñs,oo

A)l iNighlCourt 0 ___!Bll ¡ Central Processing Unrt 0 0
~)i _=t~pand Saturday ~~--=-=_i-,O%! 15,816 ~ __ ,__,_,~ --~=_~=_=== -:~=~=~O)¡ . ,. ! 0,00 ___.._ ____=_ 0
'al=;:_,_____,____L~! O.OO n'-_,_____ ,____~_____~_ __=,____..F)¡ i _: 0,000 0 0"'G¡------ --.--~__... 0.000 0 ---- 0
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2. Consolidation of Facilities at Kent

~.::¡

i LIFE CYCLE COST
¡(PRESENT WORlH MElHOD)

f- î~ ;
-r--T-:1 !

¡Cosolidation of Kent Facilities , ,
r-_.__._.._;

Project! __,__~,__
Location ,_____'_,____': ¡ i,

RJC Expansion , ' New'FaciliiY' '--'--j

, _J:='_-~',=-l==~~:~----------

o_._--- -- ---_._-- --.'_._-,-- ----- ...-

14,00,00

_ -, ':u:Ki¿õ,~_::u__:,', .',

26,250,00 :

'1Z6r00 '

O ~~.lofi ~i%~f~i ~~~å!t&Wtitio~~ ~~1l~lBi~ Æ~3~t.%f~&:~rt~-o~ii; , 1.~~..' ....u,__,__,...... ..',---- : 1.00 ---, ---u..-,O' -'- ,---,- '- '------'-'() 'u_, ,--..- ----- ,""-, -"õ -'-'=_ 0,

: 1.~~ --'-----0 _____u_,___,_ --,---- 0 _----'0 -'~_==_~=, ~:=:~_ _O

___ _______Lt~ .,u..------'m'O 0 ....== '-',.-''0 _ "0-
: _ I 0,~~ ---== ..---, ""0---'-'--------'..0 --== --'-------..0 -'-==" ,--- 0'

-- 0.~~ ------,- -'----0 --0 ~~'--'-- -=_-~__y ,_~~_::-'-- ,:~.--::-~~.:'Q: 0.~~ ..,.--0 _ ° _ ° ° ¡
t 0.000 -,--- ----0--- ---_.._- ° --------- -Õ-° ° ° 0'----__0 ._. .._____._ ...._ ..~..__....__.____ _____ ___"__.. _____ __._..______

i..~--_..-

~~~~t ~~~i~ri~
A~~_,_,_..__..,__.._ ___n'_'"'____--!1.65 _____,___u__ ________0_ _....___B)¡ ; ¡ , 11.654 °

ci¡-'--'----', _u.. ----'-----:',.. ',- 11.65 ---,-- ,_,u_ ---,,-- Ö 'm'__'
.Q_.,_,~,_,.. '_'dn_ ,-.. '-'-'r- -T'õ.õö -,----,- --,--, 00"0 ...-=
Eli: - '----';-_==r 0.00 ----- ---,.---ö ---~

,~ -..-....-'-,..-.....-------,..,-'-....-.~-'-'---.õ.oo --_...._-- -"--0 -"'--~G)¡ 0.00 ------'--0 ,_m__I _ ~.__
Total Operation/Maintenance (PW) Cosl ° ° '

-, ,. ¡
Total Present Wort LIfe Cycle Cosl ,.i-i --_____._=-:-=1=_: _
Life Cyle !!~t SaYln9S,___,.___~- ,-,__

'PV;l-~~~Woi fW~:I!,:!,n!ymrt of !'':'II!Y---',------,---

~72O,00~, 38,850,00 14,~-,~ ____ 26,250,000 ,

_______ 6,720,00 , --!~,~Q!!~-

'.Anua! S~~in9s/Cost ~()C-iunty $0' 57~,647 1,081,213
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D. Preferred Option

Distrct Cour and the Kig County Executive acknowledge that a number of factors exist that could
affect how Distrct Cour facility needs are met in the coming years. As decisions are made during
the integration process of the County's criinal justice system planng efforts, situations that may

have impacted Distrct Cour operations previously may no longer be an issue. That may cause
individual elements from the varous options proposed to be combined differently ifthat proves to
be the best model for District Cour. Cost analysis to determine feasibilty will continue as plans
evolve throughout the decision-making process.

Factors that could impact the course of events for District Cour facilities include but are not limited
to the following:

o Integration of other County criminal justice operation and facility planng effort;

o Fluctuations in Distrct Cour staffng levels or caseload including case type;

o Legislative changes to state laws that may impact the Cour's organization and jurisdiction;

o Judicial rulings related to limited jursdiction cours;

o Cost-sharing agreements with contract cities; and

o Availability of fuding through the King County budget process.

Pending the resolutioñ of these issues, the preferred option"ofDïstrcfCourt ana the King County
Executive is Option 4 which combines operational changes and capital improvements. It suggests
moving the State criminal caseload to the Seattle, RJC, and Issaquah facilities, making minor
revisions to Shoreline, Buren and Redmond facilities, and remodeling the Seattle facility to meet
program needs. It also assumes some type of consolidation of the Kent facilities and the
continuation of efforts with the City of Bellevue to identifY a solution to address their cour facility

needs. Because this option is a combination of operational and capital elements, adjustments may
need to be made should case load/case type volumes change. An interim solution to provide two
additional courrooms in the Southeast Electoral District, which includes Kent, may also impact

'where case types are heard.

However, it is because Option 4 provides this level of flexibility that it is the preferred approach,
paricularly now, as the integration process for the County's criminal justice plannng effort is
taking shape. Option 4 defines long-term goals but by adding operational changes and interim

facility solutions, it establishes a process to address Distrct Cour facility needs even if
circumstances change withn the County.
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Section One

!'

i Executive Summary

i
..¡

The Kig County Space Plan ~004 reaff the conclusioIi drawn in the 2003 Space
Plan with regard to the need to contiue effort to reduce the County's reliance on outside
leaed space. Siice the geogrpmc size and population ofuncoIporaed Kig County is
shrg due to anexations and incorporations, one might expect correspondig

reductions in staf Ths is not the case with the core County servces located ii

downtown Seattle. Many County servces are provided regionay to incorporated areas
as well as uncorporated King ,County. Examples of County agencies tht provide ths
tye of regional servce include PiÌblic Health the Deparent of Traorttion.
Records, Elections and Licensing Servces Pivision, Supenor Cour, Prosecuting
Attorney, and the Deparent o(Adult and Juvenile Detention. Oter County offces
such as the King County Sherif provide a mix of regional and unncorporated serces.
Additionaly, some County agencies that provide direct servce to uncorpraed Kig
County also provide seryces to incorporated'cities on a contrct bass. The Road
Serces pivision and 'the Kig County Sherff are good examples of ths. Since a.
multitude of CountY serices and corresponding stag levels are not diectly related to

, anexations/incorporations or curent expene fuding, it does not appear there will be
sigificat overall reductions in Kig County staffg levels in the near futue,
par~cularly for those fuctions occupyig downtown office space. Rather, there will be
slight reductions in stag to individual agencies created by anexations or other
reductions to revenue sources that will be more than offset by increases to other agencies
that provide regional servces or who expand contrcted servces. Overal, County

agencies expect stamg to increase from thee to foureen percent over the next i 0 years.

: j

I

Even though we conclude that the County's overall staffig requirements will most liely

not dec)ine over the long term, parcularly in the downtown area, there wil be specific
consequences to certain agencies diectly attbutable to upcomig anexatons. These
agencies provi~e muncipal tye servces to unncorporated Kig County or have smfted
from providing servces to uncorporated King County to providig contracted serces
to area that have converted to cities. Ths change has the most signficant impact on the
many smaller suburban buildigs tht historically have housed agencies rendeIg
serces to uncorporated area residents and may rest in a small amount of vacated
space in the King Street Center Building and the Black River 900 building located in
Renton. Ths condition applies to the Deparent of Trasportation Roads Servces
Division, the Water and Land Resources Division of the Deparent of Natural
Resources and Parks, and the Deparent of Development and Envionmental Serices.

Section Four, Sumar of Existig Conditions, highights those suburban buildings that

'I
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have been placed on a watch list as potentially not beig needed for futue County
operâtionS.

The 2003 Space Pla was tranmitted for County Council c01)ideration in late Februar
2003. The County Council Budget and Fiscal Mangement Commttee (BFM were
briefed thee ties on the 2003 Space Plan; in October 2003~ early Febru 2004 and
finaly in March 2004. At the Marh 2004 briefing the BFM concluded that it would be
best not to tae action on the 20c;n Space Plan Rather, the Commttee decided that the
upcoming 2004 Space Plan would have more ùp-to-dte inormtion about the County's

workforce projections and -would better tie to the space progrg of the new County
offce buildig (NCOB). Accordigly, the 2004 Space Plan updates the lat adopted
Space PLan the 2002 Space Plan.

The agency assignents to the NCOB have been reconciled to the stag projections of

ths Plan resultig in a buildig large enough to house 1280 employees, consistent with

the high end of the to-year stprojections for these agencies. Ths is a revised estiate

to that presented lat fall (in ~e report titled An Approach to Reducing Kig County
Offce Space Costs) with the revisions described in more deta in the body of ths Plan.

Just under two floors of the new buildig will satisfy growt needs for the County tenants
assigned to the new buildig up though 2014, the plang horion for the 2004 Space'
Plan. Furermore, the preliinar space programg in the NCOB is being used to

develop a :fl draft of County-wide space stdads, that will be fialized and adopted
with the next Space Plan. Proposed changes and expanion of the curently adopted
sPace standads are presented at Section Tbee, Space Policies.

A probable range of staffg outcomes for County Deparents over the next 10 years
does not result in a signcant reduction of downtown Seattle offce space needs. Rather,, .
the staffng forecast shows a slight grwt in space needs as the probable outcome. In
short, staffig reductions caused by the curent plight of tlè County's Curent Expense

, fud will afect primarly suburan specialty locations with requied staff reductions for
stafflocated downtown apt to 'be offset by staffg increaes projected by those agencies
not reliant on the 'Curent Expense Fund. .

The Kig County 2004 Space Plan also clearly establishes the Courouse as,a specialty
, facility for agencies that require securty screeg and a higher level of secuIty

thoughout their buildig. Cuently the County's detention facilities and courouses
have this level of screenig. Duplicatig this level of screening foI general offge settings
is cost prohibitive. Projected growth as .well as suburban specialty buildig
consolidations may add to the demand for secured space in the Courouse. It is likely
that over the next 10 years some fuctions not in need of the heightened level of securty
may be moved to other locations to make room for those functions that do have a
heightened secuIty requiement or fuctions neeng the heightened level of securty may
be moved from the Courouse to other secured buildigs. Such moves are less likely if
staffng levels at the lower end of the forecasts prevaiL. Neverteless, there will in all

2004 King County Space Plan3
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lielihood be moves out of the Courouse over the long ten to accommodate grwt in
fuctions requig heightened securty.

Î

With that in mid the Facilties Management Divion recently evaluate the feasibilty of
movig the Work Release Program from the Courouse. That study concluded that
whie it is curently not cost effective to move Work Release frm ~e Courouse to
create general offce/comt backfL, there will be a tie when ths tye of move may
nee to be considered açai.

, j Major Maitenance will contiue to :be fuded conistent with County Code expectations.
The plan to reduce deferred maitenance has been developed with intent to maxime
usfu life of facilties and thtleby avoid exceSsive repai and relacement costs. The
Facilities Management Division is workig to address conditions foUnd from a
Countyde buíldig assessment suey and to strengten management of the County's
Facilties Major.Maitenace Prog.

--I
, J

i

l-

i.

The 2004 Space Plan addresses anexation/incorporation impacs 1?y placing on a watch
list those suburban facilities tht may'be afected by changig County servce delivery.
Suburban buildigs placed on the watch list wi be suject to reduced levels of

refubishment and rehabiltation unti it is confed that individual buildigs will be
needed over the long-ter for County operations. Upcomig surlus actions on the
Renton and Federal Way Distct Cour buildigs are examples oftbs condition and the
FMD expects that other small suburban buildigs will more than likely no longer be
needed for County progIs. Capital investments in watch list buii(lIngs will be lited
to near term and diect risks to health and safety or the physical integrty of those
buildings. The 2004 Space Plan proposes a policy to address ths condition.

The Kig Gounty 2004 Space Plan also includes a draf set of revised space progrg
stadads tht are being tested and verified with the constrction of a new offce building.
An impl~mentation step accompanyig the 2002 Space Pla called for a pilot test of
modular fuitue effciencies. The Assessor's Offce remodel was selected as the test
project. Although afected employee ofthe Assessor's Offce are priarly field '

employees, the Assessor reduced their 8th floor Admstaton Buildig space by over 20
pecent freeing up space for other. Counry fuctions and fuer reducing ,the reliance on

, leased space. Thus, under many circumstaces, investment in upgrded modular
fushings may prove cost effective. Modular futue will be a featue of the NCOR

The Assessor's Offce has taen ths concept even fuher. Each work station is
persona1ed ergonomically for iidividual employees by adjusting desk heights, proViding
ergonomically advanced chais, and adjustig the heigIts of files and other work station
featues. If employees are moved or new employees arve, individual work stations are

agai adjusted. to meet those individuas' unque ergonomic circumstaces. Assessor
Offce representatives report tht employees are very happy with their new work
envionment. 'Thus, modem work station confguations not only provide opportties to

2004 4 ' King County Space Plan



save space, but also provide an opportty to dratically improve the workig
, conditions for employees. The 2004 Space Plan proposes a policy that 'embraces ths

concept by calling for a feasibilty study of systematic offce 'futue replacement and
on-call ergon~mic assistace to size and coiigue new work stations. The
implementation plan for tls policy will include a request for 2005 :fØig to 'perform the
feasbilty study aid begin offce upgrdes as appropriate. These ~pace improvements

should also be c1òsely coordiated with the County's technology plans and upgrades to
computer equipment and other hardwar.

The average occupancy for offce workers in both owned and leased core facilities is 273
" square feet per employee exclusive of courooms and cour affliated spaces. (See Table
2 for a list of buildigs and sta included in this calcuation.) TIs compares favorably to
national occupancy benchmar for simlar tye spaces. Accordig to exchange data for
2002 presented by the Buildig Owers and Managers Association hitertional
(BOMA), average occupancies by relevant categorieS compared to the County average areas follows: .'

Category Average Square Feet
øer Offce Wòrker

*King County General.Office Occupancies - 273
BudGeted
*Klng County General Offce Occupancies, - 287
Actual
Private Sector - All Buildinas 333
Private Sector - All Downtown Owner Occupied, 332
Buildinas
Private Sector - 100,000 to 300,000 'Sq Ft Owner 322
Occupied Buildings
Public Sector''' All Buildinas 386
'Do not include tre temporary employee. Includes TL T's.
The FM goal with regard to space occupancies is to reduce the average squar foot

, occupancies for Comity agencits even furter, parcularly for those agencies that have

. square foot occupancies materially higher than the County average.

With the completion of the Courouse Seismic.Prject and the programng of a new
building or buildigs, expectations are that futue tenant improvements in both the Yester
Building and Courouse will be designed using these space standards. Proposed space
stadards will then be tested against the results of ths programing effort but in the
context of accommodatig probable staf growt over the next 5 to i 0 years. A
combination of space effciency intiatives ard long-term offce building strategies will
result in an optimum sized buildig or buildings for CountY agencies and more efficient
use of the larger downtown core offce buildings.

2004 5 King County Space Plan
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Followig is the Kig County Space Plan 2004 in its entiety. ~e detailed data th

served as the foundation for the analysis included herein is presented in the Appendices to
ths plan.

A sumar of the key recmmendatioii follows. '
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Section Two

Introduction
The King County Space Plan 2004 (2004 Space Plan) is an Executive intiatve that
documents existig space conditions in the County, and gudes effort to remedy curent
space deficiencies.

, i

¡

i

Space plang is an ongo~g fuction of the Executive who. on an anual basis, is to
: produce documentaon of the process. provide a snapshot of the curent space conditions,

and recommend a road map' oehow to address County sp'ace requiements in the futue.
" The:Space Plan then creates the foundation for decision-makg about the advisabilty of

makg signcant capital investments in buidigs.

'On July 10, 2002 the County Council Budget & Fiscal Management Commttee approved
the ~002 Space Plan and moved it foiward for approval by the full County CounciL The
ful County Council passed the Kig County Space Plan 2002 as an amendment to the
Countys Comprehensive Plan on November 25, 2002. TIs was the fist Plan to
incorporate recommendations by the Space and Facilties Peer Review Panel (peer Panel).

hI Februar 2003 the County Executive transmitted for County Council consideration the
2003' Space Plan that was a contiuation and enancement of the County's plang
effort and was proposed as par of the King County Comprehensive Plan Update. The
County Council's Budget & Fiscal Management Commttee w~ briefed thee ties on
the Plan but elected, to defer approvig a County space plan until the ,Council received the

. 2004 Space Plan and was ready to consider and approve the New County Offce Buildig
(NCOB).

.'.j

¡

. 1

i

, j

". j

The 2004 Space Plan now 1?eing trantted for County Counci consideration serves as a

foundation for the sizng and progrg of the NCOB and is proposed as par of the

Kig County Comprehenive Plan Update. This plan by King County .Code, is due to the
County Council by August 1st of eaCh year. The trantt of the Space Plan has been

acceleraed to better tie to the prelimar phases of the NCOB project. The 2004 Space
Plan contains the followig sections: .

Space Policies
Section Thee suares the County's proposed space policies an,d describes any
signficant proposed changes to the space policies approved by the County Council as
par of the 2002 Space Plan. Appendi I presents a policy matr listing major space
policies as approved since the 1993 Space Plan and those policies accompanyig the

. 2004 Space Plan. '

2004 8 King County Space Plan
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Summary of Current Conditions
Section Four contais nartive and suar tables descrbing curent conditions by

deparent and faility with reference to:
· Curent authorized FTE levels includig budgeted term lited employees.
· Cuent actul Pm levels not including tre tempora employees.
· An identication of the deviaton between actu space occupancy and the

application of average space occupancy and a discussion of varables afectig

space occupancy.
· Sumar ofleased and owned offce space, priary in the Downtown ara.
· Summy of buildig conditions.

· Sumar of buildig locations. ,
· 'Curent major maitenance nee (with reference to the Major Maitenace Plan).

A new featue added in the 2004 Space Plan is a discussion of the smaller suburban
buildigs and the maintenance stregy associated with those buildigs that may be
fowid surlus to County need with a reconfguation of those County program that
have historicaly delivered servces to uncorporated Kig County., .
Of note here is that the methodology for id~ti:lng square footage occupancies and
number of employees workig in genera offce settings have been improven. The

, squae footage occupancies identified for most County buidings have been plotted on
softare tht calculates the square foot occupancies based on ùpdated Building

Owners and Managers Association (BOMA) defitions of rentable squae feet.
Recent chages to the BOMA defitions of rentable square feet have actuallY,
increased the tyes of spaces included in those calculations. Furerore, the
identification of staff occupancies now excludes those employees who do not require

, dedicated offce space. These; changes have resulted in an increase to the rentable
squae feet per employee previously reported. However, the County occupancy per
employee is stil substatially under the averge occupancies for comparably sizedbuildings. '
Long-Term Projections
Section FiVe presents narative describing projections for FT growt and space
needs by deparent. It also references deparent operational and facilty plan as
appropr.ate. Appendix il presents projections by deparent for one, thee, six, and
10 years into the futue as well as curent space occupancy. Section Five also
presents inormation on sizing the new County offce building.

Implementation Plan

Section Six provides a 3 to 5 year irplementation pl~ tied to the proposed space
policies. The implementation plan documents how the 2004 Space Plan's policy
goals will be realized in the mid-term. A description of how the County fiances .both
leased and owned space is included along with specific issues atout leasing, buyig or

200 9 King Countý Space Plan
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buildig space, movig or consolidatig facilties, and a timeline for decision makng.
For specific propósà1s, the 2004 Space Plan presents:
· The reason it is beig proposed and how it relates to space plan policies;
· A tIeline identifYg major decision and imlementation points; and

· The specific alternatives being considered in addition to the proposal.

i

,¡

Assessment of Space Plan Policies
Section Seven explains the continuity or discontinuity between the 2004 and 2002
Space Plan policies and how :well the space plan policies are being achieved.

...1

The general methodology of data collection and anysis used to generate the 2004 SpacePlan was as follows: '
Each deparent was asked to fill out space plang templates iii early Janua
ard submit those templates by Febru 28tb.
Each deparent was asked to sumit a business plan as par ofthat deparent's
2004 budget request. , '
Each deparent was asked to attend an intervew to resond to specific questions
regardig 10 year space projections as well as follow up on issues generated from

, the space planing templates. .
Each deparent was asked to respond in wrting to a seres of questions about
stg and stg projections. .
The" Offce of Management and Budget (OMB) provided information about
expected futu anexations and Council actionS in the adoption of the 2004
Budget that would afect stafg levels.

A review of the anexation forecasts was undertaken to determine whether there

were substatial forecas nsks asociated with futue anexations,
A review of Council actions was undertaken to determe whether or not those
actions resulted in matenal staf shift not contemplated when forecass wered~cl~oo. .

-'-.:1-'

..

.

.

.

.

.

.
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, !

The result is a 2004 Space Plan that accurtely portays curent conditions and predicts a
probable range of growt or contrtion in County deparent offce space needs over a
10 year period.
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Space PoUcies
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PURPOSE
The 200 Space Plan provides inormation regardig agency location, area occupied,
potential for growt or shrge, and other data that indicates,the offce space conditions

of the County. It indicates whether agencies are overcrowded or have underutilzed
space, if the space is owned or leased, .and ifleaed the rate and expiration date of the

lease. The 2004 Space Plan addresses adnistrtive office space, cour space and other

support spaces where the executive, legislative andjudicial business of the County
occur, whie excluding specialized space such as jails, health centers, distrct coUrs,
police precincts or other program defined facilties. The 2004 Space Plan also presents
inormation about the 'staf projections related to those agencies that are planed to
occupy the New CoUnty Off~e Buildig (NCOB).¡ .

I

Followig are the 2004 proposed Space Polices and an explanaton of changes to the
space plan policies approved with the 2002 Space Plan. A matr presentig a
comparson of pas curent (2002 Space Plan), and 2004 pròposoo policies is presented at
AppendI i.

Proposed Space Policies Explanation of Changes to 2002 Adópted
Policies

Co-locate services where functional No change.
relationships and/or user accessibilit warrant.

Retain, upgrade, and restore the King County The language speclfcally acknowledges the Courthouse
Courthouse for those functions requiring as a specialty building serPing thQse agencies that
weapons screening or heightened levels of require enhanced off hour securit and weapons
security though-out one building. screening. As such, exansions of space needs for these

fu.nctions will be accommodated, when pflssible by
space from within the Courtouse. This is pørularly
true for court functions. Under these circumsùinces,
functions currenay located in the Cóurthouse and not
requiring weapons screening and enhanced securit will
be candidates for moves out of the Courthouse.
Alternativelv, these circumstances could also lead to

2004 SPACE PLA
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Proposed Space Policies

Locate $ervices outside of the regional centers
when warranted by the need to serve particular
lOclities, the need for a partcular specialized
location or' environment. the abilty to reduce
cost or improve functioning in cases where
public accessibilty and visibility are not
significant issues or a use which is not
appropriate in an urban center.

Develop and maintain safe, attractive public
-buildings that create a good' ímagefor
goverment and that are sound financial
investments.

Start moving from high dependence on short-
term leased space in the downtown area to
owned space or long-term leased space with the
option to own when lease space excees 10
percent of downtown, general offce space and
when it Is shown that building oWnership wil pay
off in the long run.

Consider and select ownership options in the
suburban areas when it can be clearly
demonstrated that ownership wil payoff in the
longmn.

The cost ènd disruption of short-term moves wil
be avoided unless:

· Warranted by the inadequacy or
Inappropriateness of curren' space.

· Necessary to achieve flexible lease
terms in contemplation of an ultimate
move to a County owned facility.

.' Necessary to economically reclaim

pockets of vacant space created
through budgetary reductions.

. Necesary as an interim measure

during capital improvement projects.

Established Programming Space Standards wil
be prescribed as per square foot ranges for
various categories of County Employees and
specialty programmed space. These Standards
are to, be used during planning and design.
Adjustments to the actual square footage
standard may occur during design as a result of
the physical constraints of a given building or

2004

~U

Explanation of Changes to 2002 Adopted
PolicIes

consuleration of moving functns such as Work

Release, that do require the enhanced securit, from the
Courthouse to another Count owned highly secured
facility. '
No Change

~'.i'.,,"
,'.,,'

;,.:

1.,J

'1

J

No Change ri

~l

I1lJ

~

:i

Recogniz the need to keep to'a minimum the
disruption associated with moves unless securing
appropriate holdover leases in contemplation of a new
County office building or recapturing blocks ,of vacatd
space for use by exanding agencies or agencies
vacating leased or owned space.

J

J

')

Use of Space Standards during planning and, design is
clarifed. Deviaiions from Space Standards during
implementation are also clarifed along with an
identifcation of the Facilities Management Division as
the certijing agency.

d,d

"1
, j

EstabUshes goal of achieving highly effient

environmental friendly and sustainable ,butldines,
, 1

. J
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Proposed Space Policies
, , Explanation of Changes to 2002 Adopted

Policies
specialty prorammatic requirements of the particularly when planning new buildings. Introduces
tenant agency. The Director of the Facilti~s

the concept of using modern modular furnishings to
Management Division wil certify that designs increase effciency and create a work. environment that
fully comply with the space standards except for has less ergonomic rik.
specific conditions noted.

County employees wil be provided with offce
,space that:

. Is highly functional and handicapped
accesible;

.. Is kept cin, reasonably secured, and
well maintained;

. For County-oWned buildings, complies Clarifies that the Green lluilding Initiaive applies
"n~ ' with King County Administrative policies primary'to-County..owned huildinn. However,

and Proceures (FES 9-3) or future "Gren" feaures should be considered when tenant
County Council polley direction, Green improvements are installed. on ~ehalf of the Count, in
Building Initiative. The FES 9-3 directs leased space.
Offces and Departments to support the
use of LEED methods and techniques.
The lEED criteria cover sustainable '
sites, water efflçlency, energy effciency 

and quality of the atmosphere, materials
and resources, indoor environmental

- quality, and innovatións. Thus, this
includes practices that conserve
resources; use reccled content
materials, maximize energy efficiency,
and otherwise consider environmental,
economic and social benefits in the
design and construction of a building
project. The County Council may adopt
legislation related to achieving LEED
certifications.

. Is in a building designed to protect,
health, and safety in the event of a major
earthquake; and

. Uses, to the maximum extent po~sible.
modem modular furnishings and
configurations to enhance the
functionality and efficiency of offce
space, and to substantially improve the
ergonomic of the work environment.

'1
i

d¡

I

:1

Proposed Program Space Standards
The space stadards curently u'sed by the County were initially adopted as par of the
i 993 King County Space Plan. The data for these standards was compiled frm a surey
of several similar governent agencies' space plans, from 1984 to 1990. Ths

. information is now largely out of date and does not account for today's modem

2004 13 King Courity Space Plan



workstation confguations. The space stadards are gudelines that establish the
techncal foundation for space progrg in new or refubished space.

Appendi n compares 'the existg space standards to stadards prescnbed by the "Goat
Hil" H3 stdy, standards applied to an Assessor;s Offce pilot upgrde of space and, , ,
fushigs, stadnds recently applied by the City of Seattle, and drft stadards -
prosed with the 2004 Space Plan. The draft standads with the 2004 space plan are
based on preli NCOB work performed by the firm of Gensler and Company and
preli NCOB programg beig performed by the development team ofWnght
Ruistad and Company and architect :f of Zimer, Gunul, Frasca Parership.

There exists a need for,new. moderned space stadads th bett adere to modem
:work practices and envionments and taes ~vantage of new matenals and ergonomic
frendly offce fushigs. A recent pilot test of these concets for the Assessor's Offce

on the 8th Floor of the Admstration Buidig has resulted in 20 percent more effcient
use of space and a 5-year payback on investments in modem offce fulngs. Tls
level of effciency was achieve.d in an environment where a majority of employees are'
field staf spendig many hours' away frm the offce. Furher application of these
concepts may result in simiar'levels of effciency in settgs where the employees spnd
the majority of their tie in the offce.

Following are the proposed programg space standads for general office space for
Kig County.

200 14 King County Space Plan
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Category Personnel Space Low Sa Ft, Hiah Sa F't
Elected Ofcials
Executive* 250 400
Councilmember* 250 400
Assessor* 250 400
Prosecutina AttorneY* 250 400
Sherifl 250 400
Presidina Judae* ' 250 400
Superior Court JudgeII 200 225
Distrct Court Judae* 200 225
APpointed Ofcials

Executive Appointees
Deoartment Director* 200, 225
Division Manaaer* 150 175
Secton Manager* 120 130
Council APpointees

Ombudsman* 200 225
Board of Appeals Chair* 200 225
Hearing & Zoning, Chair* 200 225
Other AóoóinteesU 120 130

, County .Staff
-Administrative

Executve Desianated** 120 130
Manager 85 100
Administrative Assistant 85. 100
Assistant Manaaer -= 85 100
Suoervisor 85 100
Supervising Attornev _ 120 150

Professional
Executive Desiçinated** 120 130
Planner ' 70 85
Architeèt- 70 85
Enaineer 70 85
Soecia.lst 65 80
Accountant/Fiscal ' 70 85
Techriician 65 80
Attorney 120 130
Field Staff 55 64
Clerical
Offce Technician, 65 64
Secretarial
Confidential Secretary '65 80
Secretary 55 64
Temporary
Extra Helo 55 64
Intern 45 64
Work Study 45 64
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The space standards adopted in 1993 did not address the issue of had wal offces. Kig
County AdnsttivePolicies and Procedurs, RPM 9-1 (A-EP) dated Septembér 14,

, 1987 is the only authoritative County diective on private offces. Accordg to those
policy/procedures, offces should be provided for. elected offcials, deparent diectors,

division managers, section heads, and admstrative assistats to deparent directors.

Special space requiements were'to be handled on a case-by-case basis. The space
stdads cited above also identify the categories of employees who wil be provided hard
w.a offces. Those càtegories are i~entified with an asersk. Note t)ie categories
identified with a double aserisk are those categories tht the Executive or designee (or
chief elected offcial) can authonze had wall offces. The plang and design of space
will include formal approval of any hard wal offces for categories identified with a
double asersk. ', ,, ,
Specialty space, intema circulation. floor, and building common areas can account for a
signficant porton of space assigned to individua agencies. This is much higher for .
specialty fuctions .such as the Distrct or Superior Cours. Standards related to these
tyes of spaces, ~xclusive of the Cours, will be developed as the program plan is

established for the County's new offce building or buildIgs but were drafed'in the early
phases ofNCOB development as:

Cateeory Size SuFt Assumptions
Conference Room Extr Lage 875 1 for every 201 staff rounded 

20+ people down
Conference Room Large 525 1 for every 101 stafrounded up

14-18 peoDle

Conference Room Medhun 300 1 for ever 51 staff rounded up
8 - 12 people

Conference Small 180 1 for every 21 staff rounded up
Room 4 - 6oeople
Traing Room 40 people 1350 1 for every 201 staf rounded 

down
Copy/Supply Room 120 1 for every 151 staf rounded UP
Mail Room 120 1 for every 301 staff rounded 

down
Coffee Station 120 1 for every 151 staf rounded UP
Break Room

,
180 1 for every 301 staff rounded up

Shippmgleceiving 180 1 for ever 301 staff rounding 

" vares
Storap;e Room 180 1 for every 101 staff rounded up
Mai Data Frame 180
Intermediate Data 54
Room
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The above space standads will he tested and refied as par of the programg of the
, , County's new offce buildig. . .

. Application of these space stdads does not account for specialty progrc needs
, ofb1.ldig'tenants or specific space requiements created by the varous lies ofbusIness
undertaken by individua agencies. These gUdelies requie tht specialty need and

unque business drven space reuiements be considered when programing space.

'i
i

!

. ";

2004 17 King County Space Plan



,,I. .j Appendix B

ADA Accessibilty Summary Report

i

.'"i

:!



K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

P
R

E
LI

M
IN

A
R

Y
 A

C
C

E
S

S
IB

IL
IT

Y
 S

U
R

V
E

Y

3.
.."

...
.,.

 .'
,

.
'.,

'..
,.

. 
",

' 
",

.,.
.t'

,..
,'.

,'.
.,'

.' 
""

""
,,"

";
'Y

"'
:"

"'
;"

".
',.

",
., 

' ,
..:

::.
;::

:.:
:..

..'
.',

.~
A

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
p
a
t
h
 
P
r
o
b
a
t
i
o
n
 
E
3
1
0
 
R
e
m
o
v
e
 
f
u
r
n
i
t
u
r
e
 
i
n
 
f
r
o
n
t
 
o
f
 
r
e
c
e
p
t
i
o
n
 
d
e
s
k
 
,

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
30

2
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
30

8
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
Ju

ry
 R

oo
m

E
31

0
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
Ju

ry
 R

m
 V

es
tib

ul
e

E
32

3
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
Ju

ry
 R

oo
m

E
32

5
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
32

6
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
33

9
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

B
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
oa

t r
ac

k 
+

 s
he

lf
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
34

1
Lo

w
er

 e
xi

st
in

g 
to

 4
8"

 m
ax

im
um

 o
r 

ad
d 

ne
w

 a
t l

ow
er

 h
ei

gh
t

C
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
ou

nt
er

 (
R

ec
ep

tio
n)

Pr
ob

at
io

n
E

31
0

M
od

ify
 p

or
tio

n 
of

 e
xi

st
in

g 
co

un
te

r 
to

 3
6"

 m
ax

. A
F

F

C
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
ou

nt
er

Pa
ym

en
t C

en
te

r
E

32
7

M
od

ify
 p

or
tio

n 
of

 e
xi

st
in

g 
co

un
te

r 
to

 3
4"

 A
F

F

C
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
ou

nt
er

 (
R

ec
ep

tio
n)

C
ou

rt
rm

 V
es

tib
ul

e
E

33
8

M
od

ify
 p

or
tio

n 
of

 e
xi

st
in

g 
co

un
te

r 
to

 3
4"

 A
F

F

0
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
ou

nt
er

 (
fu

rn
is

hi
ng

s)
Ju

ry
 R

oo
m

E
32

2
A

dd
 lo

w
er

 c
ou

nt
er

to
p/

ta
bl

e 
fo

r 
co

ffe
e 

+
 te

le
ph

on
e 

us
e

0
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
ou

nt
er

 (
fu

rn
is

hi
ng

s)
Ju

ry
 R

oo
m

E
32

5
A

dd
 lo

w
er

 c
ou

nt
er

to
p/

ta
bl

e 
fo

r 
co

ffe
e 

+
 te

le
ph

on
e 

us
e

0
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

C
ou

nt
er

 (
fu

rn
is

hi
ng

s)
Ju

ry
 R

oo
m

E
33

7
A

dd
 lo

w
er

 c
ou

nt
er

to
p/

ta
bl

e 
fo

r 
co

ffe
e 

+
 te

le
ph

on
e 

us
e

E
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oc

um
en

t r
ac

ks
Pr

ob
at

io
n

E
31

0
Lo

w
er

 to
 4

8"
 A

F
F

 m
ax

im
um

 r
ea

ch
 h

ei
gh

t, 
15

" 
m

in
im

um

E
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oc

um
en

t r
ac

ks
Pa

ym
en

t C
en

te
r

E
32

7
Lo

w
er

 to
 4

8"
 A

F
F

 m
ax

im
um

 r
ea

ch
 h

ei
gh

t, 
15

" 
m

in
im

um

E
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oc

um
en

t r
ac

ks
C

ou
rt

rm
 V

es
tib

ul
e

E
33

7
Lo

w
er

 to
 4

8"
 A

F
F

 m
ax

im
um

 r
ea

ch
 h

ei
gh

t, 
15

" 
m

in
im

um

E
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oc

um
en

t r
ac

ks
C

ou
rt

rm
 V

es
tib

ul
e

E
33

8
Lo

w
er

 to
 4

8"
 A

F
F

 m
ax

im
um

 r
ea

ch
 h

ei
gh

t, 
15

" 
m

in
im

um

E
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oc

um
en

t r
ac

ks
o 

P 
J 

R
ec

ep
tio

n
W

10
34

Lo
w

er
 to

 4
8"

 A
F

F
 m

ax
im

um
 r

ea
ch

 h
ei

gh
t, 

15
" 

m
in

im
um

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
C

ou
rt

rm
 V

es
tib

ul
e

E
30

1
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#

F
i

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

C
ou

rt
ro

om
E

30
2

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

..
..-

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
30

8
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
Pr

ob
at

io
n

E
31

0
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#
F

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

C
ou

rt
rm

 V
es

tib
ul

e
E

31
2

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
Ju

ry
 R

m
 V

es
tib

ul
e

E
32

3
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#
F

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

Ju
ry

 R
es

tr
oo

m
E

32
3A

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
Ju

ry
 R

es
tr

oo
m

E
32

3B
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#
F

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

Ju
ry

 R
oo

m
E

32
5

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
32

6
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#
F

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

Pa
ym

en
t C

en
te

r
E

32
7

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
C

ou
rt

rm
 V

es
tib

ul
e

E
33

7
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#
F

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

C
ou

rt
rm

 V
es

tib
ul

e
E

33
8

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
C

ou
rt

ro
om

E
33

9
D

ec
re

as
e 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
on

 d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

 to
 5

#
F

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e
D

oo
rs

C
ou

rt
ro

om
E

34
1

D
ec

re
as

e 
op

en
in

g 
fo

rc
e 

on
 d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
 to

 5
#

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
M

en
's

 R
es

tr
oo

m
W

10
61

R
ep

la
ce

 e
xi

st
in

g 
kn

ob
s 

w
i c

om
pl

ia
nt

 d
oo

r 
le

ve
rs

F
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e

D
oo

rs
W

om
en

's
 R

es
tr

m
W

10
63

R
ep

la
ce

 e
xi

st
in

g 
kn

ob
s 

w
I c

om
pl

ia
nt

 d
oo

r 
le

ve
rs



)-
w
¡¡::

't en

5 ~() :i
:2 ii
ti iñ,- t/Ow
.; ()
c C,
:i c(0)-ü ii
g' c(.- z::_

~
:i
wiiii

;.,

;\

"... l! l! l!
11 11 11
.0 ci ci''''" II II II

',; l! .l l!
", ,Q ,Q ,Q

I:: g¡ &l &l
g g 8
11 11 11

v'; .g .g .gr,:" .- "- -I:: ~ ~ ~
",. a. a. a.

g:g~~~
C' C' C' C' C'wwwww

i-.',,,

,',':

EEEEE00000ooeoo-e-rtt-e
:: :: :: =i ::,00000üüü()ü

aio
::
II
OJC.¡;

-a alCõ :õai ëiiÕ II
to ~
:5 iï
";: Q)
II .cII .9
8 ~~ :i
(Õ ~
"5~-gëi II II
~ ~~
~ .l';; Q)
J2~~t!NC (/ ~ ~ ~o~.!!cc
E iï ~ ~~a.Q)l!"!!ig

:! II ~ :i
~eg.~Ì3.3a.ii.9C

ai:iXXXXX Q)00000 eaiailDlDm Q)
.'. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ :B

.: .: .: .:.: S2

Q) ai Q) ai ai ai(/UJU)CfU) VI:J :: :: :::: ::000000
.. oJ .. ...t .ittttt t
:: :i :: :::: ::000000c,üü()ü ü.;.;.;.;.; .;cc:cc=c c:
:: :: :: :::i :i000000ü()()()ü ü
oi OJ OJ OJ oi OJccc:i=c c:

:: S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2

.."..

I........

IGGGGCJ
I

"..-- -1-

"0C
II
a.
IIo
II
2
~o
~

ai
:ë";;
II
Bo
II
"5
oi
C

OJ OJ oi oi oi"¡;CCCCCQ)'~ "~ "~ "~ '~ g-

oS; -s oS; oS; oS; ro

Q) Q) Q) ai Q) LL
:ë :ë :ë :ë :ë LL
";; ";; ";; ëii ";; c(rnøf/cn(/
g8g88~tUcucumca.9
-2.E-E.eŠêDth"E"E"E~"ti:
II II '" 11 (; Q)oooooi¡~~~~~'õ
"5"53:;SQ¡"0"0"0"0"0;:
ai CD CD CD (I 0.c.c.c"5.co~~~(/~m
igigmigiiig~~~~~.æ-----~II '" II '" II 0_
ûi 1ñ 1i ûi U) Q) mEC..£Eo:-ø

NN
C'
W

~C;~~~t; N
C' C' p) p) C' C' p)wwwwww w

Eoo
0:
~:i,

Q) CD CD CD CDi-SS3:iS
.æ :f :Q .0 ;Q .0

æ0tQt;1n1n()~~~~~
~EEEEE~§§§§~"'00000a.()üüüü

~
"Ó "Ó "Ó "Ó "Ó
CD (I (I CD ai
.i .. J: .J .c(. 0 U 0 u~~~....

~~~~~~000000
m CD CD CD ai CD

"lL~ ,~ "~ "~ "~õõõoõõzzzzzz
3l 3l 3l ig ig 3l 3l
:J :: :: :: :::: ::000000 a.. .c .i .. .c.c ..tttttt t:: .: :: :: :::: ::0000000()()üüüü ü.;.;.;.;.;.; .;c:c:c:cc:c: C:: :: :: :: :::: ::0000000üüüüüü C,
OJ OJ oi oi oi Ol Oli:c:i:c:c:c c:
S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2

:c --,-,-,....

E
ii
Q)
0:
th
.c
CD
Eo
~

oi
C
:a
E:i

¡¡

::

th
CD"¡:

~ ~ ~2 ~:; .s .9 L: ...! II II 0 0;: ;: C eIi .! .! 1l 1l
~~~~ ~cecO 0'" '" '" E E(/WUJo 0
~~~~ ~'ei "ei"- a. a. a.
"O"O~ri ri ~
~mm"O -gi--g..
~ 0 ~ :¡,!: Q)"_ Q)"__a.xai"'Q)'" 11
~ ~ CD;:"5 ;:o:§ ~o:§
a.a.a.0Qi CD Q)
I. I. I. EaiEQ)ECD~~~~î~î~î

IQ)ue
"!!
a.
Eou~
~
th
Eo
e
ii
l!
Ole
t$
'i(
CD

Õ
CDea
Õ
'5 "0~õ
.! ti

.~ -*ë-
Ol Ol

~:5
"8 ~
:: "5

CD

~
N
C'
W

N ~
C'
w

Eo
e
ii
Q)
0:
~:i,

E E Ewoûi
0:(1 e CDêi 0:
th Q) th
'e 0: .e
Q) th Q)
E c E
o Q) 0
~:: ~

Ole
:a
E
'"
¡¡

Ol Ol oiC C C
:a :a :a
E E E'" '" ::
¡¡ ¡¡ ¡¡

Q)
II::o.ct
'"oü
.;c::oü
Ole

S2

ai Q) (I
II th th
:: :: '"o 0 0
.c .c .ct t t'" :: ::o 0 aü ü ü
.;.; .;e e c
'" :: OJo 0 0üüC,
Ol Ol Ole c e
S2 S2 S2

.. :: :: ::

I

p)
coo

~ ~

.. ~ ..
.E .E -EB B l!II 11 11a. a. a.th II th
Ol CD CD"0 "0 "0oS; oS; oS;

e e ea. a. a.
ui
th
l!o
II

~
2.!

No
p)
W

Eoo
1:
'"oü

Ole
~
CD
II
"~
:0
'"
a.

CDII
OJo.ct
'"oü
.;e
OJoü
Ol
C

S2

z

uiII
l!o
II

~
2.!

coo
C'w

Eo
et::aü

Ol
£:
ro
CD
II
.2
:ë::
a.

Q)II::o.ct::o
()
.;e
OJoü
C)e

S2

z

ui
th
8o
11

~
2.!

~.~
.c

g' g' :5

:; 1i '§Q)aic
th th Ol
OJ OJ ";;C c: L-
o 0 Q)

~ ~ ~~ .. ::
ëõ Ii c:
.s .c "q
~ ~ E
CD CD ~
î î E
.e ~ ~
U)U)~~ ~.c
l! ~ ';;
~ ~ ~ththo
Q) CD '"
"0 "0
'S; OS;
e e
a. a.

~
.E
.cu
c:
(J.c
Q)
c:o
E
,g

~~~~~~~~~~.~ Om .~ .~ .~ .~ 1~ (6 .e .~

.s.o.a...a.o.a-D.o.o££i:5:55:5:5:5L:£
';: '§ ";: ';: "§ ';: ';: '3 '§ ';:ccccccc~ccOlæOlOlOlæOJææOl'eñ 1i) '0 'ëi '¡; ëñ '0 ëñ ëi ëii~møømmøømm
.c .c .c .c .0 .c .c .c .c .cEEEEEEEEEE~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~EEEEEEEEEE
II m 11 '" 11 11 II '" 11 '"ccccccccccEEEEEEEEEE0000000000eeeeeEee~e
Q)Q)CDQ)Q)CDQ)Q)CDQ)
:ë :0 :ë :ë :0 :ë :ë :ë :ë :ë
(ñ ëñ 'Vi "ii. ëñ ëñ ëñ 'w ëi) üi~øøwwøøwø~~~8Š8g8g~8
II '" 11 '" '" II '" ro II 11

1U ëü ëü ro ro ~ Jg ¡g ëu ~ ãjûiû)1iû)1i (J U) (I(i cn(;E i:EE c.EE.5.E.E..
~
C'
w

co 0) II 0 C' 0) 0 N (' r- 0) C' II('('OT"T"T"c\NNNNv-.
C' C' (' C' C' C' p) C' (' C' (' (' C'wwwwwwwwwwwww

Eo
et
'"oü

E Eo 0o 0t t
:: OJo 0Ü Ü

Ol
.s
ro
Q)
th
"~
:ë
'"
a.

Ol C)
.~ .~
10 m
CD Q)th II
"~ .~
:0 :ë:: ::
a. a.

Q)
th::o.ct
'"oü
.;
C::oü
Ole

S2

Q) ~'-
~ :9JBQ) ü êi äi

cOl CDE~üo~ §gE~
~ëi "áO:O:Ee~~o'*~~~a.~ 1-,,0.

Q¡

Q) ~
¡g ü
~ B
B t
.¡; Ol

-. ¡¡

OlQ)Q)(IQ)Q) CD Q)CD Q)CD
Ol Ol c) Ol Ol c) Ol Ol Ol Ol Ol111111",,,roll"'l1mrocccci:i:ccccc
æ Ol Ol Ol Ol Ol OJ Ol Ol OJ Ol
ci ci ci ci i: ii ci i: i: ci ci

Q) CD Q) Q) Q) Q) CD Q) Q) CD CD (J Q)(JU)wwøøWW(J(/wU)ø~~~~~~~~~~~~~0000000000000
'É'É:ê'É'É'É'É'É€€:§:§:§~~~~~~~~~~~~~0000000000000üüüüü()()ü()üüüü.;.;.;.;.;.;.;.;.; .;.; .;.;ccccccccccccc~~~~~~~~~~~~~0000000000000ü ü ü ü C, ü () C, () () () () ü
Ol c) c) Ol Ol ci Ol Ol Ol C) C) Ol Olci:ccccccccci:c
S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2

z o 0 a. a. a. a. a. a. a. a. a. a. a.

'1
,,~

J
..~J

, .'.

'j

'.'"J
f-
~J

1
¿j

f1
f...

;J

:1

J

J' ,

~J
~,"1,.j
'"J

J

J

)

i

..

¡

¡_3



-,
i.~

_

K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

P
R

E
LI

M
IN

A
R

Y
 A

C
C

E
S

S
IB

IL
IT

Y
 S

U
R

V
E

Y

,
,
;
;
,
:
;
;
:
 
.
.
.
.
;
,
;
'
.
.
:
.
.
'
,
;
;
,
;
"
,
,
;
;
,
.
.
;
,
.
.
,
;
 
:
,
.
.
.
.
,
 
1
,
"
;
;
.
.
/
;
.
.
.
;
,
,
:
'
;
;
;
:
;
 
;
'
,
 
'
:
;
;
;
;
:
:
;
;
:
;
:
;
;
:
;
,
;
,
;
,
:
.
.
'
 
,
"
;
,
;
;
;
;
:
;
 
,
;
;
,
'
:
;

P
 K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

S
ig

na
ge

 J
ud

ge
 E

34
5 

In
st

al
l a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
ro

om
 n

am
e/

nu
m

be
r 

si
gn

 w
ith

 b
ra

ile
P

 K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e 
S

ig
na

ge
 O

P
J 

R
ec

ep
tio

n 
W

10
34

 In
st

al
l a

cc
ss

ib
le

 r
oo

m
 n

am
e/

nu
m

be
r 

si
gn

 w
ith

 b
ra

ill
e

P
 K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

S
ig

na
ge

 M
en

's
 R

es
tr

oo
m

 W
10

61
 In

st
al

l a
cc

ss
ib

le
 r

oo
m

 n
am

e/
nu

m
be

r 
si

gn
 w

ith
 b

ra
ile

P
 K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

S
ig

na
ge

 W
om

en
's

 R
es

tr
m

 W
10

63
 In

st
al

l a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

ro
om

 n
am

e/
nu

m
be

r 
si

gn
 w

ith
 b

ra
ile

Q
 K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

S
ig

na
ge

 P
ay

 C
en

te
r 

E
34

0 
M

od
ify

 e
xi

st
in

g 
- 

br
ai

le
 m

us
t b

e 
be

lo
w

 c
or

re
sp

on
di

ng
 te

xt
R

 K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e 
T

ab
le

s 
(A

tto
rn

ey
) 

C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

30
2 

M
od

if
y 

or
 r

ep
la

ce
 e

xi
st

in
g 

ta
bl

es
 f

or
 2

7"
 m

in
. c

le
ar

 k
ne

es
pa

ce
R

 K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e 
T

ab
le

s 
(A

tto
rn

ey
) 

C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

30
a 

M
od

if
y 

or
 r

ep
la

ce
 e

xi
st

in
g 

ta
bl

es
 f

or
 2

7"
 m

in
. c

le
ar

 k
ne

es
pa

ce
R

 K
in

g 
C

ou
nt

y 
C

ou
rt

ho
us

e 
T

ab
le

s 
(A

tto
rn

ey
) 

C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

32
6 

M
od

if
y 

or
 r

ep
la

ce
 e

xi
st

in
g 

ta
bl

es
 f

or
 2

7"
 m

in
. c

le
ar

 k
ne

es
pa

ce
R
 
K
i
n
g
 
C
o
u
n
t
y
 
C
o
u
r
t
h
o
u
s
e
 
T
a
b
l
e
 
J
u
r
y
 
R
o
o
m
 
E
3
3
7
 
M
o
d
i
f
y
 
o
r
 
r
e
p
l
a
c
e
 
e
x
i
s
t
i
n
g
 
t
a
b
l
e
s
 
f
o
r
 
2
7
"
 
m
i
n
.
 
c
l
e
a
r
 
k
n
e
e
s
 

pa
ce

R
 
K
i
n
g
 
C
o
u
n
t
y
 
C
o
u
r
t
h
o
u
s
e
 
T
a
b
l
e
s
 
(
A
t
t
o
r
n
e
y
)
 
C
o
u
r
t
r
o
o
m
 
E
3
3
9
 
M
o
d
i
f
y
 
o
r
 
r
e
p
l
a
c
e
 
e
x
i
s
t
i
n
g
 
t
a
b
l
e
s
 
f
o
r
 
2
7
"
 
m
i
n
.
 
c
l
e
a
r
 
k
n
e
e
s
 

pa
ce

R
 
K
i
n
g
 
C
o
u
n
t
y
 
C
o
u
r
t
h
o
u
s
e
 
T
a
b
l
e
s
 
(
A
t
t
o
r
n
e
y
)
 
C
o
u
r
t
r
o
o
m
 
E
3
4
1
 
M
o
d
i
f
y
 
o
r
 
r
e
p
l
a
c
e
 
e
x
i
s
t
i
n
g
 
t
a
b
l
e
s
 
f
o
r
 
2
7
"
 
m
i
n
.
 
c
l
e
a
r
 
k
n
e
e
s
 

pa
ce

S 
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

30
2 

Pr
ov

id
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

pa
ce

S 
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

30
a 

Pr
ov

id
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

pa
ce

S 
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

32
6 

Pr
ov

id
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

pa
ce

S 
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

34
1 

Pr
ov

id
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

pa
ce

S 
K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y 

C
ou

rt
ho

us
e 

W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 C
ou

rt
ro

om
 E

33
9 

A
dd

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

ra
m

p 
an

d 
lo

w
er

 p
la

tf
or

m
 7

" 
(o

ne
 s

te
p)



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 fo
r 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 n
um

be
r 

of
 s

ta
nd

ar
d 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
lls

 a
nd

 v
an

-a
cc

es
si

bl
e

T
he

re
 a

re
 1

01
 to

ta
l p

ar
ki

ng
 s

ta
lls

, r
eq

ui
rin

g 
5 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
lls

,
st

al
ls

 is
 b

el
ow

 th
e 

re
qu

ire
d 

m
in

im
um

, a
nd

/ o
r 

th
ey

 a
re

 n
on

-
in

cl
ud

in
g 

,1
 v

an
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
l. 

T
he

re
 a

re
 c

ur
re

nt
ly

 (
6)

 d
es

ig
na

te
d

co
m

pl
ia

nt
 in

 c
on

fig
ur

at
io

n.
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

pa
rk

in
g 

st
al

ls
; h

ow
ev

er
, (

1)
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
l i

s 
no

n-
co

m
pl

ia
nt

in
 c

on
fi

au
ra

tio
n.

 T
he

re
 a

re
 n

o 
de

si
gn

at
ed

 v
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 a
cc

ss
ib

le
 p

ar
ki

ng
 s

ta
lls

 a
re

 (
or

 w
ill

 b
e)

 a
cr

os
s 

a 
ve

hi
cu

la
r

A
dd

 s
tr

ip
in

g 
fo

r 
a 

m
ar

ke
d 

cr
os

sw
al

k 
(le

ad
in

g 
fr

om
 a

cc
es

s 
ai

sl
e 

to
w

ay
 fr

om
, t

he
 a

cc
ss

ib
le

 b
ui

ld
in

g 
en

tr
y.

bu
ild

in
g 

en
tr

y)
. A

dd
 d

et
ec

ta
bl

e 
w

ar
ni

ng
s 

(r
ai

se
d 

tr
un

ca
te

d 
do

m
e 

w
ith

co
nt

ra
st

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e)

 a
t c

ro
ss

w
al

k 
ar

ea
 w

he
re

 a
re

a 
ap

pr
oa

ch
es

 v
eh

lc
ul

a
w

ay
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A

la
rm

s
T

he
 a

ud
ib

le
 a

la
rm

s 
w

er
e 

no
t t

es
te

d.
 T

he
y 

m
ay

 n
ot

 b
e 

lo
ud

T
es

t t
he

 a
la

rm
s.

 A
dd

 h
or

ns
 o

r 
re

pl
ac

e 
st

ro
be

s,
 w

he
re

 n
ee

de
d,

 to
en

ou
gh

 to
 m

ee
t a

cc
es

si
bi

lit
y 

re
qu

ire
m

en
ts

 fo
r 

th
e 

he
ar

in
g

co
m

pl
y 

w
ith

 a
cc

es
si

bi
lty

 r
eq

ui
re

m
en

ts
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

im
pa

ir
ed

.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A

la
rm

s
T
h
e
s
e
 
a
r
e
a
s
 
h
a
v
e
 
a
n
 
a
u
d
i
b
l
e
 
a
l
a
r
m
 

sy
st

em
, b

ut
 n

o 
vi

su
al

 a
la

rm
s.

T
es

t t
he

 a
la

rm
s,

 A
dd

 h
or

ns
 o

r 
re

pl
ac

e 
st

ro
be

s,
 w

he
re

 n
ee

de
d,

 to
c
o
m
p
l
y
 
w
f
t
h
 
a
c
c
s
s
i
b
i
l
t
v
 
r
e
a
u
i
r
e
m
e
n
t
s
.
 
O
w
n
e
r
s
 
i
t
e
m
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A

la
rm

s
T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 Is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
Lo

w
er

 p
ul

l s
ta

tio
ns

 to
 5

4"
 A

F
F

 a
t t

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 lo

ca
tio

ns
,

ja
m

b.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
ss

em
bl

y 
A

re
as

. I
nd

oo
r 

&
 (

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

P
ro

vi
dé

 a
, p

õ'
rt

ab
le

 a
ss

is
tiv

e 
lis

te
ni

ng
 s

ys
te

m
, o

ut
le

ts
 a

nd
 w

iri
ng

.
ja

m
b.

Pr
ov

id
e 

si
gn

ag
e 

w
hi

ch
 c

om
pl

ie
s 

w
ft

h 
4.

30
 to

 n
ot

if
y 

of
 th

e 
av

ai
la

bi
lty

 o
f

th
is

 s
ys

te
m

.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

,
'a

m
bo

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

In
st

al
l p

ow
er

 a
ss

is
te

d 
do

or
 o

pe
ra

to
r 

w
ith

 p
us

h 
bu

tto
n.

am
bo

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
if 

B
ar

re
r 

15
6.

00
 (

un
de

r 
R

es
tr

oo
m

) 
is

am
bo

im
pl

em
en

te
d.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

In
st

al
l p

ow
er

 a
ss

is
te

d 
do

or
 o

pe
ra

to
r 

w
ith

 p
us

h 
bu

tto
n.

am
b,

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
In

st
al

l p
ow

er
 a

ss
is

te
d 

do
or

 o
pe

ra
to

r 
w

ith
 p

us
h 

bu
tto

n.

~.
._

"
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
,ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
at

 th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

.
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d,
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

ri
ng

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 a

t t
he

 d
oo

r 
ap

pr
oa

ch
,

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

an
d/

or
 th

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

,
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d,
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s 
~

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
A

dd
 b

ev
el

 e
dg

e 
(if

 c
ha

ng
e 

is
 le

ss
 th

an
 1

/2
")

. A
dd

 d
et

ec
ta

bl
e 

w
ar

ni
ng

s
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d,
(r

ai
se

d 
tr

un
ca

te
d 

do
m

es
 w

ith
 c

on
tr

as
tin

g 
su

rf
ac

e)
 a

t e
xi

st
in

g 
cu

rb
 r

am
p.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 d

oo
r 

ha
rd

w
ar

e 
re

qu
ire

s 
pi

nc
hi

ng
, a

rip
pi

nQ
, o

r 
tw

is
tin

!!.
R

em
ov

e 
an

d/
or

 r
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
st

an
ch

io
ns

 It
ie

 r
op

es
).

 O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

In
te

rio
r 

A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
Lo

w
er

 a
 3

6"
 lo

ng
 s

ec
tio

n 
of

 th
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

co
un

te
r 

to
 a

 h
ei

gh
t o

f 3
6"

 A
F

F
.

op
er

at
e.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

re
ce

pt
io

n 
co

un
te

r 
is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
ex

is
tin

g 
do

cu
m

en
t r

ac
k 

to
 w

ith
in

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

re
ac

h 
ra

ng
e.

so
m

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

re
ce

pt
io

n 
co

un
te

r 
is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

R
em

ov
e 

an
d/

or
 lo

w
er

 th
e 

bu
lle

tin
 b

oa
rd

.
so

m
eo

ne
 in

 a
 w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

In
te

rio
r 

A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s

¡T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
ob

je
ct

 is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
 s

om
eo

ne
 in

 a
R

em
ov

e 
an

d/
or

 r
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
fil

e 
ca

bi
ne

t. 
O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

P
a
g
e
 
1



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Ju

dI
ci

al
, L

eg
is

la
tiv

e 
&

 R
eg

ul
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

ob
je

ct
 is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

R
em

ov
e 

th
e 

ar
m

 r
es

ts
 (

en
d 

pa
ne

l) 
fr

om
 th

e 
in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 s

ea
ts

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

at
 p

ub
lic

 b
en

ch
 s

ea
tin

a.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
ul

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
ob

je
ct

 is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
 s

om
eo

ne
 in

 a
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e.

 It
 m

ay
 n

ot
 b

e 
re

ad
ily

 a
ch

ie
va

bl
e 

to
w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
pr

ov
id

e 
a 

ra
m

p 
at

 J
ur

yl
W

itn
es

s 
B

ox
 a

re
as

. A
ss

ur
e 

th
at

 a
re

a 
ad

ja
ce

nt
to

 W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 a
nd

 J
ur

y 
B

ox
 is

 p
ro

vi
de

d 
fo

r 
a 

w
he

el
ch

ai
r 

us
er

,(
ar

ea
sh

ou
ld

 p
ro

vi
de

 v
is

ua
l r

el
at

io
ns

hi
p 

be
tw

ee
n 

ju
r

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Ju

di
ci

al
, L

eg
is

la
tiv

e 
&

 R
eg

ul
.T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

ob
je

ct
 is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

R
el

oc
at

e 
an

d!
or

 r
ec

on
fig

ur
e 

th
e 

eq
ui

pm
en

t t
o 

m
ak

e 
th

e 
ro

ut
e

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T
h
e
r
e
 
a
r
e
 
o
b
j
e
c
t
s
 
w
h
i
c
h
 
p
r
o
t
r
u
d
e
 
i
n
t
o
 
t
h
e
 
a
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
r
o
u
t
e
.

R
el

oc
at

e 
pa

rt
iti

on
! r

em
ov

e 
co

ffe
e 

ba
r 

(a
t J

ur
y 

R
oo

m
) 

to
 e

xp
an

d 
si

ze
 o

f
th

e 
Ju

ry
 R

es
tr

oo
m

. R
el

oc
at

e 
la

va
to

ry
 to

 p
ro

vi
de

 r
eq

ui
re

d 
si

de
c
l
e
a
r
a
n
c
e
 
a
t
 
t
o
i
l
e
t
 
f
i
x
t
u
r
e
.
 
F
u
r
t
h
e
r
 
d
e
s
 io

n 
st

ud
v 

re
au

ir
ed

,
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 a

re
 o

bj
ec

ts
 w

hi
ch

 p
ro

tr
ud

e 
in

to
 th

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 r
ou

te
.

R
em

ov
e 

(1
) 

ex
is

tin
g 

to
ile

t s
ta

ll 
pa

rt
iti

on
 a

nd
 r

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 (

1)
 n

ar
ro

w
er

m
et

al
 to

ile
t s

ta
ll 

pa
rt

iti
on

 th
at

 p
ro

vi
de

s 
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

st
al

l s
iz

e
co

nf
ig

ur
at

io
n.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tn
ct

 C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T
h
e
r
e
 
a
r
e
 
o
b
j
e
c
t
s
 
w
h
i
c
h
 
p
r
o
t
r
u
d
e
 
i
n
t
o
 
t
h
e
 
a
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
r
o
u
t
e
.

R
em

ov
e 

(1
) 

ex
is

tin
g 

to
ile

t s
ta

ll 
pa

rt
iti

on
 a

nd
 r

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 (

1)
 n

ar
ro

w
er

m
et

al
 to

ile
t p

ar
tit

io
n 

th
at

 p
ro

vi
de

s 
th

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 s
ta

ll 
co

nf
ig

ur
at

io
n,

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T
h
e
r
e
 
a
r
e
 
o
b
i
e
c
t
s
 
w
h
i
c
h
 
D
r
o
t
r
u
d
e
 
i
n
t
o
 
t
h
e
 
a
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
r
o
u
t
e
.

In
st

al
l a

 li
ft 

se
at

.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 a

re
 o

bi
ec

ts
 w

hi
ch

 D
ro

tr
ud

e 
in

to
 th

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 r
ou

te
.

R
ep

la
ce

 w
ith

 n
ew

 a
ra

b 
ba

rs
,

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 r

oo
m

 la
ck

s 
th

e 
re

qu
ire

d 
w

he
el

ch
ai

r 
tu

rn
in

g 
sp

ac
e 

of
 6

0"
R

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 n

ew
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

.
di

am
et

er
 o

r 
a 

''T
-s

ha
pe

d'
' s

pa
ce

 fo
r 

18
0 

de
gr

ee
 tu

rn
in

a,
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 e
xi

st
in

g 
gr

ab
 b

ar
s 

do
 n

ot
 c

om
pl

y 
w

ith
 th

e 
re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
 fo

r
R

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 n

ew
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

.
ac

cs
si

bi
ltv

.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 fl
us

h 
co

nt
ro

ls
 a

re
 n

ot
 o

n 
th

e 
w

id
e 

si
de

 o
f t

he
 to

ile
t, 

ot
 a

re
R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

di
sp

en
se

r.
hi

gh
er

 
th

an
 4

4"
, o

r 
re

qu
ire

 g
np

pi
ng

, t
w

is
tin

g,
 p

in
ch

in
g,

 o
r 

m
or

e
-,

-_
.

th
an

 5
 Ib

f. 
fo

rc
e.

i

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 p

iD
es

 a
re

 n
ot

 in
su

la
te

d.
R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

di
sn

en
se

r.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 la
va

to
ry

 fa
uc

et
s 

re
qu

ire
 tw

is
tin

g,
 p

in
ch

in
g 

or
 g

rip
pi

ng
, o

r
In

st
al

l a
 r

em
ot

e 
se

ns
or

 c
on

tr
ol

.
re

Q
ui

re
 fo

rc
e 

ex
ce

ed
in

a 
5 

Ib
f.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tn
ct

 C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 b

ot
to

m
 o

f t
he

 r
ef

le
ct

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e 

of
 th

e 
m

irr
or

 is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
In

su
la

te
 p

ip
es

.
40

" 
A

F
F

,
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tn

ct
 C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 s
oa

p,
 to

w
el

, s
ea

t c
ov

er
, a

nd
! o

r 
sa

ni
ta

ry
I n

su
la

te
 p

ip
es

.
na

pk
in

 d
is

pe
ns

er
(s

) 
ar

e 
to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 a

nd
! o

r 
ar

e 
ou

t
of

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
i:e

.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 s
oa

p,
 to

w
el

, s
ea

t c
ov

er
, a

nd
! o

r 
sa

ni
ta

ry
A

dd
 a

 '~
al

l" 
m

irr
or

 m
ou

nt
ed

 fr
om

 4
0"

 to
 7

2"
 a

t o
th

er
 lo

ca
tio

n 
w

ith
in

na
pk

in
 d

is
pe

ns
er

(s
) 

ar
e 

to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 a
nd

! o
r 

ar
e 

ou
t

re
st

ro
om

.
of

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
ge

.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 a
 r

es
tr

oo
m

 w
hi

ch
 is

 s
ub

st
an

tia
lly

 in
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 d
ue

 to
Lo

w
er

 th
e 

m
irr

or
.

in
su

ffc
ie

nt
 d

im
en

si
on

s 
fo

r 
st

al
l s

iz
es

, n
on

-c
om

pl
ia

nt
 fi

xt
ur

e
ap

pr
oa

ch
 a

nd
 m

an
eu

ve
nn

g 
sp

ac
e,

 in
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 fi
xt

ur
es

 a
nd

ac
cs

so
ne

s.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 a
 r

es
tr

oo
m

 w
hi

ch
 is

 s
ub

st
an

tia
lly

 In
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

du
e 

to
Lo

w
er

 th
e 

m
irr

or
.

in
su

ff
ci

en
t d

im
en

si
on

s 
fo

r 
st

al
l s

iz
es

, n
on

'c
om

pl
ia

nt
 f

ix
ur

e
ap

pr
oa

ch
 a

nd
 m

an
eu

ve
nn

g 
sp

ac
e,

 in
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 fi
xt

ur
es

 a
nd

ac
cs

so
ri

es
.

P
a
g
e
 
2

~
t',

'. ~
, , I.

~=
-

'-
I" ~

(
0
-
 
:
;
'
1 ..

r:
:' 

":
":

; 
t.

~
.., i-

--
¡
'
 
'
,
.
.
:
'
:
l.

¡':
:"

:/~
;i

t;;
i~

~
L

;::
;;,

;"
3

\tw
~



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

ss
ib

ili
ty

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 r

oo
m

 n
um

be
rs

 o
r 

ot
he

r 
pe

nn
an

en
t b

ui
ld

in
g 

si
gn

s 
ar

e 
ei

th
er

R
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
se

at
 c

ov
er

 d
is

pe
ns

er
 fr

om
 b

eh
in

d 
th

e 
to

ile
t, 

to
 a

 lo
ca

tio
n

m
is

si
ng

, l
oc

at
ed

 im
pr

op
er

ly
 o

n 
th

e 
do

or
, f

ra
m

e,
 o

r 
si

de
 w

al
l. 

or
w

ith
in

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
ge

.
la

ck
 r

ai
se

d 
le

tte
rs

 a
nd

 B
ra

ile
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 p

ho
ne

 is
 n

ot
 e

qu
ip

pe
d 

w
ith

 v
ol

um
e 

co
nt

ro
l.

R
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
se

at
 c

ov
er

 d
is

pe
ns

er
 fr

om
 b

eh
in

d 
th

e 
to

ile
t, 

to
 a

 lo
ca

tio
n

w
ih

in
 r

ea
ch

 r
an

 e
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 w

at
er

 s
po

ut
 w

at
er

 fl
ow

 is
 n

ot
 4

" 
hi

gh
, a

nd
/ o

r 
th

e 
sp

ou
t i

s 
no

t
R

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
sa

ni
ta

ry
 n

ap
ki

n 
di

sp
en

se
r 

w
ith

 a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 m

od
el

,
ne

ar
l

ar
al

le
l t

o 
th

e 
fr

on
t o

f t
he

 fo
un

ta
in

.
R
e
l
o
c
a
t
e
 
t
h
e
 
d
l
s
 
e
n
s
e
r
 
i
n
 
a
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
r
e
a
c
h
 
r
a
n
 
e
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
ag

e
T

he
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
pa

rk
in

g 
is

 n
ot

 o
n 

th
e 

sh
or

te
st

 r
ou

te
 to

 th
e

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ill

e 
ro

om
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 o
n 

th
e 

w
al

l (
at

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
bu

ild
in

 o
r 

fa
ci

lit
y 

en
t .

th
e 

la
tc

h 
si

de
 o

f 
th

e 
do

or
 ,

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
ag

e
T

he
 p

ar
ki

ng
 s

pa
ce

 a
nd

 a
cc

es
s 

ai
sl

e 
ar

e 
sl

op
ed

 m
or

e 
th

an
 1

 :5
0,

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ill

e 
ro

om
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 o
n 

th
e 

w
al

l (
at

th
e 

la
tc

h 
si

de
 o

f 
th

e 
do

or
.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
ag

e
T

he
re

 is
 a

 c
ur

b 
at

 th
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 p

ar
ki

ng
 a

cc
es

s 
ai

sl
e 

w
ith

ou
t a

n
A
d
d
 
a
 
r
a
i
s
e
d
 
a
n
d
 
B
r
a
i
l
e
 
r
o
o
m
 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 
p
l
a
t
e
 
a
t
 

60
" 

A
F

F
 o

n 
th

e 
w

al
l (

at
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

cu
rb

 r
am

 to
 th

e 
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

ro
ut

e.
th

e 
la

tc
h 

si
de

 o
f 

th
e 

do
or

 ,
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Si
gn

ag
e

T
he

se
 a

re
as

 h
av

e 
an

 a
ud

ib
le

 a
la

rm
 s

ys
te

m
, b

ut
 n

o 
vi

su
al

 a
la

rm
s.

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ile

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 o
n 

th
e 

w
al

l (
at

th
e 

la
tc

h 
si

de
 o

fl
he

 d
oo

r.
A

uk
ee

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Si
gn

ag
e

F
ire

 a
la

nn
 p

ul
l s

ta
tio

ns
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 lo
ca

tio
ns

 a
re

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ile

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 o
n 

th
e 

w
al

l (
at

to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 to
 s

om
eo

ne
 w

ho
 u

se
s 

a 
w

he
el

 c
ha

ir.
th

e 
la

tc
h 

si
de

 o
f t

he
 d

oo
r)

.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
 

ag
e 

A
n 

as
si

st
iv

e 
lis

te
ni

ng
 s

ys
te

m
 is

 n
ot

 p
ro

vi
de

d 
in

 a
n 

as
se

m
bl

y 
ar

ea
A

dd
 a

 r
ai

se
d 

an
d 

B
ra

ill
e 

ro
om

 n
um

be
r 

pl
at

e 
at

 6
0"

 A
F

F
 o

n 
th

e 
w

al
l (

at
w

he
re

 a
ud

ib
le

 c
om

m
un

ic
at

io
ns

 a
re

 in
te

gr
al

 to
 th

e 
us

e 
of

 th
e

th
e 

la
tc

h 
si

de
 o

f t
he

 d
oo

r)
.

s
 
a
c
e
,

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
T

el
ep

ho
ne

s
T
h
e
 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 
o
f
 

fix
ed

 a
is

le
 s

ea
ts

 p
ro

vi
de

d 
w

ith
ou

t a
rm

 r
es

ts
 (

or
R

eq
ue

st
 th

e 
ve

nd
or

 to
 r

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
te

le
ph

on
e 

w
ith

 o
ne

 th
at

 h
as

 v
ol

um
e

w
ith

 r
em

ov
ea

bl
e 

an
n 

re
st

s)
 is

 b
el

ow
 th

e 
m

in
im

um
 r

eq
ui

re
d.

co
nt

ro
l. 

B
ud

ge
t c

os
t i

nc
lu

de
s 

to
 r

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

ph
on

e 
w

ith
in

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e

re
ac

h 
ra

n 
e.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
W

at
er

 F
ou

nt
ai

ns
T

he
 ju

ry
 b

ox
 o

r 
w

itn
es

s 
st

an
d 

is
 o

n 
a 

ra
is

ed
 p

la
tfo

rm
 a

nd
/o

r 
th

er
e

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

fo
un

ta
in

. S
ee

 B
ar

rie
r 

#2
23

 fo
r 

bu
dg

et
 c

os
t.

is
 n

ot
 a

 3
0"

 x
 4

8"
 d

ef
in

ed
 c

le
ar

 fl
oo

r 
sp

ac
e 

fo
r 

a 
w

he
el

ch
ai

r 
us

er
w

ith
in

 th
e 

de
fin

ed
 a

re
a.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
W

at
er

 F
ou

nt
ai

ns
T

he
 s

to
ra

 e
 s

he
lv

in
 is

 to
o 

hi
 h

 to
 b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

.
R

e 
la

ce
 w

ith
 fo

un
ta

in
- 

S
ee

 B
ar

re
r 

#2
23

 fo
r 

bu
d 

et
 c

os
t.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
W

at
er

 F
ou

nt
ai

ns
T

he
re

 a
re

 fi
xe

d 
se

cu
rit

y 
ba

rr
ie

rs
 a

t r
eq

ui
re

d 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 e
nt

ra
nc

es
,

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

dr
in

ki
ng

 fo
un

ta
in

 w
ith

 a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 m

od
el

.
su

ch
 a

s 
m

et
al

 d
et

ec
to

rs
, f

lu
or

os
co

pe
s,

 a
nd

 s
im

ila
r 

de
vi

ce
s,

 w
hi

ch
do

 n
ot

 e
na

bl
e 

an
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
ro

ut
e 

du
e 

to
 w

id
th

 o
r 

ot
he

r 
re

st
ric

tio
n.

A
uk

ee
n 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
W

at
er

 F
ou

nt
ai

ns
T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
R
e
p
l
a
c
e
 
t
h
e
 
d
r
i
n
k
i
n
g
 
f
o
u
n
t
a
i
n
 
w
i
t
h
 
a
n
 
a
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
m
o
d
e
L
.

'a
m

b.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 s
ta

ll 
di

m
en

si
on

s 
fo

r 
w

al
l m

ou
nt

ed
 to

ile
ts

 a
re

 le
ss

 th
an

 6
0"

T
he

re
 is

 a
 to

ta
l o

f (
78

) 
ex

is
tin

g 
pa

rk
in

g 
st

al
ls

. r
eq

ui
rin

g 
(4

) 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

w
id

e 
x 

56
" 

lo
ng

 fo
r 

th
e 

st
an

da
rd

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

st
al

l, 
or

 n
ot

 e
qu

al
 to

st
al

ls
. i

nc
lU

di
ng

 (
1)

 v
an

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

st
al

l(s
).

 C
U

rr
en

tly
, t

he
re

 a
re

 (
2)

th
e 

ac
ce

pt
ab

le
 a

lte
rn

at
e 

st
al

l s
iz

es
 (

36
" 

x 
66

" 
or

 4
8"

 x
 6

6"
).

de
si

gn
at

ed
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
ls

. P
ro

vi
de

 (
1)

 a
cc

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
ll/

ac
ce

ss
 a

is
le

an
d 

(1
) 

va
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
ll/

ac
ce

s

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 s
ta

ll 
di

m
en

si
on

s 
fo

r 
w

al
l m

ou
nt

ed
 to

ile
ts

 a
re

 le
ss

 th
an

 6
0"

A
dd

 (
2)

 s
ig

ns
 (

w
ith

 th
e 

In
te

rn
at

io
na

l S
ym

bo
l o

f A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

) 
at

 th
e 

tw
o

w
id

e 
x 

56
" 

lo
ng

 fo
r 

th
e 

st
an

da
rd

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

st
al

l, 
or

 n
ot

 e
qu

al
 to

ex
is

tin
g 

de
si

gn
at

ed
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
ls

.
th

e 
ac

ce
 ta

bl
e 

al
te

rn
at

e 
st

al
l s

iz
es

 3
6"

 x
 6

6"
 o

r 
48

" 
x 

66
" 

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 to
ile

t s
ea

t i
s 

no
t b

et
w

ee
n 

17
" 

an
d 

19
" 

hi
gh

 (
A

F
F

).
A

dd
 a

n 
as

ph
al

t l
ift

 to
 le

ve
l t

he
 a

re
a 

at
 th

e 
ex

is
tin

g 
ac

ce
ss

lb
ile

 s
ta

lls
.

R
e
s
t
r
i
 
e
 
a
s
 
r
e
 
u
i
r
e
d
.

P
a
g
e
 
3



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 fo
r 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y

:
.

.
.
 
.
.

.
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
la

rm
s

T
he

 e
xi

st
in

g 
gr

ab
 b

ar
s 

do
 n

ot
 c

om
pl

y 
w

ith
 th

e 
re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
 fo

r
T

es
t t

he
 a

la
rm

s.
 A

dd
 h

or
ns

 o
r 

re
pl

ac
e 

st
ro

be
s,

 w
he

re
 n

ee
de

d,
 to

a
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
i
l
t
y
 
.

co
m

pl
y 

w
ith

 a
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y 
re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
ss

em
bl

y 
A

re
as

 -
 In

do
or

 &
 (

T
he

 e
X

is
,ti

ng
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

 d
o 

no
t c

om
pl

y 
w

ith
 th

e 
re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
 fo

r
P

ro
vi

de
 a

 p
or

ta
bl

e 
as

si
st

iv
e 

lis
te

ni
ng

 s
ys

te
m

 c
om

pl
yi

ng
 w

ith
 4

.3
3.

ac
ce

ss
ib

ili
y.

B
ud

ge
t c

ps
t i

nc
lu

de
s 

(1
) 

sy
st

em
 p

lu
s 

(2
) 

re
ce

iv
er

s 
pe

r 
ro

om
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
ss

em
bl

y 
A

re
as

 -
 In

do
or

 &
 (

T
he

 e
xi

st
in

g 
gr

ab
 b

ar
s 

do
 n

ot
 c

om
pl

y 
w

ith
 th

e 
re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
 fo

r
P

ro
vi

de
 a

 p
or

ta
bl

e 
as

si
st

iv
e 

lis
te

ni
ng

 s
ys

te
m

, o
ut

le
ts

 a
nd

 w
iri

ng
.

ac
ce

ss
ib

ilt
y.

Pr
ov

id
e 

si
gn

ag
e 

w
hi

ch
 c

om
pl

ie
s 

w
ith

 4
.3

0 
to

 n
ot

if
y 

of
 th

e 
av

ai
la

bi
lty

 o
f

th
is

 s
ys

te
m

.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 to

ile
t p

ap
er

 d
is

pe
ns

er
 is

 m
or

e 
th

an
 3

6"
 fr

om
 th

e 
ba

ck
 w

al
l

A
dd

 p
ow

er
 a

ss
is

te
d 

do
or

 c
lo

se
rs

 to
 b

ot
h 

le
av

es
 o

f t
he

 d
oo

r 
pa

ir,
 w

ith
an

dl
 o

r 
le

ss
 th

an
 1

9"
 h

ig
h 

(A
F

F
) 

or
 c

on
flc

ts
 w

ith
 th

e 
gr

ab
 b

ar
pu

sh
 b

ut
to

ns
 o

n 
ea

ch
 s

id
e,

 s
o 

th
at

 b
ot

h 
do

or
s 

op
en

 a
t o

nc
e.

cl
ea

ra
nc

e.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 to
ile

t p
ap

er
 d

is
pe

ns
er

 is
 m

or
e 

th
an

 3
6"

 fr
om

 th
e 

ba
ck

 w
al

l
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e.

 R
ep

or
te

dl
y,

 p
ub

lic
 m

us
t b

e
an

dl
 o

r 
le

ss
 th

an
 1

9"
 h

ig
h 

(A
F

F
) 

or
 c

on
fli

ct
s 

w
ith

 th
e 

gr
ab

 b
ar

ex
co

rt
ed

 b
y 

st
af

f w
he

n 
us

in
g 

th
is

 d
oo

r.
 N

ot
e 

th
at

 if
 o

pe
ra

tio
na

l p
ol

ic
y

cl
ea

ra
nc

e.
ch

an
ge

s,
 th

en
 c

ha
ng

e 
m

ay
 b

e 
re

qu
ire

d,

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T
h
e
 
c
ò
n
t
r
o
l
s
 
o
f
 
th

e 
ur

in
al

 in
 th

e 
in

di
ca

te
d 

M
en

's
 r

es
tr

oo
m

 a
re

R
em

ov
e 

th
e 

bo
ok

sh
el

ve
s 

to
 p

ro
vi

de
 m

an
eu

ve
rin

g 
sp

ac
e 

at
 d

oo
r.

hi
gh

er
th

an
 4

4"
 A

F
F

, o
r 

re
qu

ire
 g

rip
pi

ng
, t

w
is

tin
g,

 p
in

ch
in

g 
or

O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

,
m

or
e 

th
an

 5
 Ib

f. 
fo

rc
e.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 p

ip
es

 a
re

 n
ot

in
su

la
te

d.
R

em
ov

e 
an

d/
or

 r
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
fu

rn
itu

re
 to

 p
ro

vi
de

 m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

sp
ac

e 
at

do
or

. O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

H
ot

 w
at

er
 a

nd
 d

ra
in

 p
ip

es
 a

re
 n

ot
 in

su
la

te
d.

R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
if 

so
lu

tio
n 

to
 B

ar
rie

r 
#4

0 
(a

dd
 p

ow
er

 o
pe

ra
to

r)
is

 im
pl

em
en

te
d.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 b

ot
to

m
 o

f t
he

 r
ef

le
ct

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e 

of
 th

e 
m

irr
or

 is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
D

oo
r 

an
d 

fr
am

e 
re

qu
ire

s 
m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 to

 a
llo

w
 d

oo
r 

to
 s

w
in

g 
fr

ee
ly

 o
n

40
" 

A
F

F
.

hi
ng

es
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
,

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 b

ot
to

m
 o

f t
he

 r
ef

le
ct

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e 

of
 th

e 
m

irr
or

 is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
A
d
j
u
s
t
 
t
h
e
 
d
o
o
r
 
c
l
o
s
e
r
.
 
S
e
e
 
B
a
r
r
i
e
r
 
#
1
5
8
 
f
o
r
 
b
u
d
g
e
t
 
c
o
s
t
s
,

40
" 

A
FF

.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 b

ot
to

m
 o

f t
he

 r
ef

le
ct

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e 

of
 th

e 
m

irr
or

 is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

.
40

" 
A

F
F

.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 s

oa
p,

 to
w

el
, s

ea
t c

ov
er

, a
nd

/ o
r 

sa
ni

ta
ry

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

na
pk

in
 d

is
pe

ns
er

(s
) 

ar
e 

to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 a
nd

/ o
r 

ar
e 

ou
t

of
 r

ea
ch

 r
an

oe
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 s

oa
p,

 to
w

el
, s

ea
t c

ov
er

, a
nd

l o
r 

sa
ni

ta
ry

T
he

 d
oo

r 
is

 a
la

rm
ed

 a
nd

 w
as

 n
ot

 b
e 

te
st

ed
. O

w
ne

r 
to

 v
er

ify
na

pk
in

 d
is

pe
ns

er
(s

) 
ar

e 
to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 a

nd
l o

r 
ar

e 
ou

t
co

m
pl

ia
nc

e.
of

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
oe

.

P
ag

e 
4

c I&
i..

.-
.

". ~u
L

--
\..

-
~'

 . 
I ~

r 
.' 

- 
-'_

 ~
l

\;,
.

r:
",

",
 ::

~
~.

.
~

r
/
 
.
'
1
:
:

b,
--

~
t
:
 
"
1 i.

l '
,:,

::
~

~
í:;

'::
:'!

:,:
j

~
.J



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 c

on
tr

ol
s 

on
 th

e 
sa

ni
ta

ry
 n

ap
ki

n 
di

sp
en

se
r 

or
 o

th
er

 d
is

pe
ns

er
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

.
r
e
q
u
i
r
e
 
g
r
i
p
p
i
n
g
 
o
r
 
t
w
i
s
t
i
n
g
,

,

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 r

oo
m

 n
um

be
rs

 o
r 

ot
he

r 
pe

rm
an

en
t b

ui
ld

in
g 

si
gn

s 
ar

e 
ei

th
er

R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
at

 th
is

 ti
m

e.
 In

te
rio

r 
do

or
 p

ai
r 

is
 k

ep
t i

n 
ho

ld
.

m
is

si
ng

, l
oc

at
ed

 im
pr

op
er

ly
 o

n 
th

e 
do

or
, f

ra
m

e,
 o

r 
si

de
 w

al
l, 

or
op

en
 p

os
iti

on
 d

ur
in

g 
bu

si
ne

ss
 h

ou
rs

. I
f o

pe
ra

tio
na

l p
ro

ce
du

re
 c

ha
ng

es
,

la
ck

 r
ai

se
d 

le
tte

rs
 a

nd
 B

ra
ile

,
th

en
 c

ha
no

es
 m

av
 b

e 
re

cu
ire

d.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
E

xe
ri

or
 A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s 
/

T
he

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

rs
 o

r 
ot

he
r 

pe
rm

an
en

t b
ui

ld
in

g 
si

gn
s 

ar
e 

ei
th

er
B

ev
el

 e
dg

es
 (

if 
ch

an
ge

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 1

/2
")

.
m

is
si

ng
, l

oc
at

ed
 im

pr
op

er
ly

 o
n 

th
e 

do
or

. f
ra

m
e,

 o
r 

si
de

 w
al

l, 
or

la
ck

 r
ai

se
d 

le
tte

rs
 a

nd
 B

ra
ill

e.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
E

xt
er

io
r 

A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s 

al
T

he
 r

oo
m

 n
um

be
rs

 o
r 

ot
he

r 
pe

rm
an

en
t b

ui
ld

in
g 

si
gn

s 
ar

e 
ei

th
er

B
ev

el
 e

dg
es

 (
if 

ch
an

ge
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 1
/2

")
.

m
is

si
ng

, l
oc

at
ed

 im
pr

op
er

ly
 o

n 
th

e 
do

or
, f

ra
m

e,
 o

r 
si

de
 w

al
l, 

or
la

ck
 r

ai
se

d 
le

tte
rs

 a
nd

 B
ra

ill
e,

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s 
Ii

T
he

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

rs
 o

r 
ot

he
r 

pe
rm

an
en

t b
ui

ld
in

g 
si

gn
s 

ar
e 

ei
th

er
B

ev
el

 e
dg

es
 (

if 
ch

an
ge

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 1

/2
")

.
m

is
si

ng
, l

oc
at

ed
 im

pr
op

er
ly

 o
n 

th
e 

do
or

, f
ra

m
e,

 o
r 

si
de

 w
al

l, 
or

la
ck

 r
ai

se
d 

le
tte

rs
 a

nd
 B

ra
ile

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
E

xe
ri

or
 A

cc
ss

ib
le

 R
ou

te
s 

a
T

he
 r

oo
m

 n
um

be
rs

 o
r 

ot
he

r 
pe

rm
an

en
t b

ui
ld

in
g 

si
gn

s 
ar

e 
ei

th
er

B
ev

el
 e

dg
es

 (
if 

ch
an

ge
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 1
/2

")
.

m
is

si
ng

, l
oc

at
ed

 im
pr

op
er

ly
 o

n 
th

e 
do

or
, f

ra
m

e,
 o

r 
si

de
 w

al
l, 

or
la

ck
 r

ai
se

d 
le

tte
rs

 a
nd

 B
ra

ile
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s 
/

T
he

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

rs
 o

r 
ot

he
r 

pe
rm

an
en

t b
ui

ld
in

g 
si

gn
s 

ar
e 

ei
th

er
R

em
ov

e 
se

ct
io

n 
of

 c
on

cr
et

e.
 P

ro
vi

de
 n

ew
 a

re
a 

of
 c

on
cr

et
e 

w
ith

m
is

si
ng

, l
oc

at
ed

 im
pr

op
er

ly
 o

n 
th

e 
do

or
, f

ra
m

e,
 o

r 
si

de
 w

al
l, 

or
m

ax
im

um
 2

%
 c

ro
ss

 s
lo

pe
 (

1 
:5

0)
.

la
ck

 r
ai

se
d 

le
tte

rs
 a

nd
 B

ra
ile

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
E

xt
er

io
r 

A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s 

/
T

he
 te

le
ph

on
e 

is
 n

ot
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
(o

r 
no

ne
 o

f t
he

 te
le

ph
on

es
 in

 th
e

R
em

ov
e 

se
ct

io
n 

of
 c

on
cr

et
e.

 P
ro

vi
de

 n
ew

 a
re

a 
of

 c
on

cr
et

e 
w

ith
 a

ba
nk

 o
f D

ho
ne

s 
is

 a
cc

ss
ib

le
) 

fo
r 

th
e 

in
di

ca
te

d 
re

as
on

s.
m

ax
im

um
 2

%
 c

ro
ss

 s
lo

D
e 

11
:5

0\
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
ss

ib
le

 R
ou

te
s 

8
T

he
 w

at
er

 s
po

ut
 w

at
er

 fl
ow

 is
 n

ot
 4

" 
hi

gh
, a

nd
/ o

r 
th

e 
sp

ou
t I

s 
no

t
P

ro
vi

de
 d

et
ec

ta
bl

e 
w

ar
ni

ng
s 

(r
ai

se
d 

tr
un

ca
te

d 
do

m
es

 w
ith

 c
on

tr
as

tin
g

ne
ar

lv
 D

ar
al

le
l t

o 
th

e 
fr

on
t o

f t
he

 fo
un

ta
in

.
su

rf
ac

e)
 a

t e
xi

st
in

o 
ra

m
o.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

In
te

rio
r 

A
cc

ss
ib

le
 R

ou
te

s
T

he
 w

at
er

 s
po

ut
 w

at
er

 fl
ow

 is
 n

ot
 4

" 
hi

gh
, a

nd
/ o

r 
th

e 
sp

ou
t i

s 
no

t
Lo

w
er

 a
 m

in
im

um
 3

6"
 lo

ng
 s

ec
tio

n 
of

 th
e 

co
un

te
r 

to
 a

 h
ei

gh
t o

f 3
6"

.
ne

ar
ly

 p
ar

al
le

l t
o 

th
e 

fr
on

t o
f t

he
 fo

un
ta

in
.

A
ss

ur
e 

th
at

 a
ll 

se
rv

ic
es

 a
re

 a
va

ila
bl

e 
at

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

(lo
w

er
ed

) 
co

un
te

r,
B

U
dg

et
 c

os
t i

nc
lu

de
s 

m
od

ifv
in

o 
se

cu
rit

vs
af

et
y 

cl
as

s.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
ss

ib
le

 R
ou

te
s

T
he

 w
at

er
 fo

un
ta

in
 c

on
tr

ol
s 

re
qu

ire
 g

rip
pi

ng
, t

w
is

tin
g,

 o
r 

pi
nc

hi
ng

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
ob

je
ct

 (
fir

e 
ex

tin
gu

is
he

r)
 w

ith
in

 th
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

F
E

 c
ab

in
et

 to
 a

n
to

 o
pe

ra
te

, o
r 

a 
fo

rc
e 

ex
ce

ed
in

g 
5 

Ib
f,

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 le

ve
L.

 O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

In
te

rio
r 

A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s

T
he

 w
at

er
 fo

un
ta

in
 c

on
tr

ol
s 

re
qu

ire
 g

rip
pi

ng
, t

w
st

in
g,

 o
r 

pi
nc

hi
ng

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
N

um
be

r 
D

is
pe

ns
er

 a
nd

 B
ul

le
tin

 B
oa

rd
 to

 a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 le

ve
l.

to
 o

pe
ra

te
, o

r 
a 

fo
rc

e 
ex

ce
ed

in
g 

5 
Ib

f,
;

,
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 n

um
be

r 
of

 s
ta

,n
da

rd
 a

cc
ss

ib
le

 s
ta

lls
 a

nd
 v

an
-a

cc
es

si
bl

e
R

em
ov

e 
an

d/
or

 r
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
ob

je
ct

 (
st

an
ch

io
n)

. O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

.
st

al
ls

 is
 b

el
ow

 th
e 

re
qu

ire
d 

m
in

im
um

, a
nd

/ o
r 

th
ey

 a
re

 n
on

-
co

m
pl

ia
nt

 In
 c

on
fig

ur
at

io
n.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
ul

'T
he

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

st
al

l s
tr

ip
in

g 
is

 c
om

pl
ia

nt
, b

ut
 th

er
e 

ar
e 

no
t t

he
R

em
ov

e 
th

e 
ar

m
 r

es
ts

 (
en

d 
pa

ne
ls

) 
fr

om
 (

1)
 s

ea
t a

t p
ub

lic
 b

en
ch

re
qu

ire
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 c

om
pl

ia
nt

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

pa
rk

in
g 

si
gn

s.
se

at
in

g 
w

ith
in

 c
ou

rt
ro

om
.

P
a
g
e
 
5

";
 ,"

',"
."

,' 
...

.,.
...

"'
~-

;,~
...

..~
~T

'..
'"

,..
...

.~
.."

""
..,

l'~
...

,..
: ,

..'
...

;.-
_,

,-
...

.~
 ,-

."
 ..

...
,. 

."
'''.

...
..r

..'
.. 

. -
, .

 ..
..-

__
,."

'.-
.,-

~~
.. 

"'
~'

''''
'''~

 ,.
.,.

.-
...

.'.
...

...
.A

'..
...

__
 .~

._
 '_

-_
'r~

~Y
 _

, .
~.

...
..



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 fo
r 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
ul

 T
he

 p
ar

ki
ng

 s
pa

ce
 a

nd
 a

cc
es

s 
ai

sl
e 

ar
e 

sl
op

ed
 m

or
e 

th
an

 1
 :5

0.
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e.

 It
 m

ay
 n

ot
 b

e 
re

ad
ily

 a
ch

ie
va

bl
e 

to
pr

ov
id

e 
a 

ra
m

p 
to

 J
ur

yl
W

itn
es

s 
B

ox
 a

re
as

. A
ss

ur
e 

th
at

 a
re

a 
ad

ja
ce

nt
to

 W
itn

es
s 

B
ox

 a
nd

 J
ur

y 
B

ox
 is

 p
ro

vi
de

d 
fo

r 
a 

w
he

el
ch

ai
r 

us
er

 (
ar

ea
sh

ou
ld

 m
ai

nt
ai

n 
vi

su
al

 r
el

at
io

ns
hi

p 
be

tw
ee

n 
ju

r

N
cs

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
:

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
ul

,
N

ei
th

er
 t~

e 
au

di
o 

no
r 

th
e 

vi
su

al
 a

la
rm

s 
w

er
e 

te
st

ed
. T

he
y 

m
ay

R
el

oc
at

e 
an

d/
or

 r
ec

on
fig

ur
e 

th
e 

eq
ui

pm
en

t t
o 

m
ak

e 
th

e 
ro

ut
e

no
t b

e 
lo

ud
 e

no
ug

h 
or

 m
ay

 n
ot

 c
om

pl
y 

w
ith

 r
eq

ui
re

m
en

ts
 fo

r
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

. O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

:
st

ro
be

 fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
or

 In
te

ns
ity

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
A

n 
as

si
st

lv
e 

lis
te

ni
ng

 s
ys

te
m

 is
 n

ot
 p

ro
vi

de
d 

in
 a

n 
as

se
m

bl
y 

ar
ea

R
em

ov
e 

th
e 

pa
rt

iti
on

 b
et

w
ee

n 
V

es
tib

ul
e 

an
d 

R
es

tr
oo

m
 to

 p
ro

vi
de

 6
0"

w
h
e
r
e
 
a
u
d
i
b
l
e
 
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
c
a
t
i
o
n
s
 
a
r
e
 
i
n
t
e
g
r
a
l
 

t
o
 
t
h
e
 
u
s
e
 
o
f
 t

he
 

di
am

et
er

 tu
rn

ar
ou

nd
 s

pa
ce

 w
ith

in
 r

oo
m

. P
ro

vi
de

 s
ou

nd
 s

ea
l o

n 
th

e
sp

ac
e.

do
or

 b
et

w
ee

n 
Ju

ry
 R

oo
m

 a
nd

 R
es

tr
oo

m
. A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

, R
el

oc
at

e
t
h
e
 
s
i
n
k
.
 

F
ur

th
er

 d
es

ia
n 

st
ud

v 
is

 r
eq

ui
re

d.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
A

n 
as

si
st

iv
e 

lis
te

ni
ng

 s
ys

te
m

 is
 n

ot
 p

ro
vi

de
d 

in
 a

n 
as

se
m

bl
y 

ar
ea

P
ro

vi
de

 a
 lo

w
er

 c
oa

t h
oo

k.
w

he
re

 a
ud

ib
le

 c
om

m
un

ic
at

io
ns

 a
re

 in
te

gr
al

 to
 th

e 
us

e 
of

 th
e

sp
ac

e.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 n

um
be

r 
of

 fi
xe

d 
ai

sl
e 

se
at

s 
pr

ov
id

ed
 w

ith
ou

t a
rm

 r
es

ts
 (

or
A

dd
 a

 li
ft 

se
at

 a
t t

oi
le

t.
w

ith
 r

em
ov

ea
bl

e 
ar

m
 r

es
ts

) 
is

 b
el

ow
 th

e 
m

in
im

um
 r

eq
ui

re
d.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 ju
ry

 b
ox

 o
r 

w
itn

es
s 

st
an

d 
is

 o
n 

a 
ra

is
ed

 p
la

tfo
rm

 a
nd

/o
r 

th
er

e
In

st
al

l n
ew

 g
ra

b 
ba

rs
,

is
 n

ot
 a

 3
0"

 x
 4

8"
 d

ef
in

ed
 c

le
ar

 fl
oo

r 
sp

ac
e 

fo
r 

a 
w

he
el

ch
ai

r 
us

er
w

ith
in

 th
e 

de
fin

ed
 a

re
a.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 a

re
 fi

xe
d 

se
cu

nt
y 

ba
rn

er
s 

at
 r

eq
ui

re
d 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 e

nt
ra

nc
es

,
R

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 n

ew
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

.
su

ch
 a

s 
m

et
al

 d
et

ec
to

rs
, f

lu
or

os
co

pe
s,

 a
nd

 s
im

ila
r 

de
vi

ce
s,

 w
hi

ch
do

 n
ot

-e
na

bl
e 

an
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
ro

ut
e 

du
e 

to
 w

id
th

 o
r 

ot
he

r 
re

st
ric

tio
n.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

In
st

al
l a

 r
et

ro
fit

/r
em

ot
e 

se
ns

or
 c

on
tr

ol
.

ja
m

b.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

nn
g 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
at

 th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

di
sp

en
se

r 
on

 th
e 

si
de

 w
al

l o
f t

he
 s

ta
l/.

an
d/

or
 th

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

-
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

ri
ng

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 a

t t
he

 d
oo

r 
ap

pr
oa

ch
,

In
st

al
l a

 r
em

ot
e 

se
ns

or
 c

on
tr

ol
,

an
d/

or
 th

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
nn

g 
cl

ea
ra

nc
e 

at
 th

e 
do

or
 a

pp
ro

ac
h,

I
n
s
u
l
a
t
e
 
p
i
p
e
s
.

an
d/

or
'th

e 
ap

or
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
I
n
s
u
l
a
t
e
 
p
i
p
e
s
,

op
er

at
e.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
In

su
la

te
 p

ip
es

.
op

er
at

e.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 d

oo
r 

m
ov

es
 to

o 
qu

ic
kl

y 
an

d/
or

 r
eq

ui
re

s 
ex

ce
ss

iv
e 

fo
rc

e 
to

R
ep

la
ce

 fa
uc

et
 h

ar
dw

ar
e 

w
ith

 w
in

g-
ty

pe
 h

an
di

es
.

op
er

at
e.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tn

ct
 C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
A

ss
ur

e 
ne

w
 s

an
ita

ry
 n

ap
ki

n 
di

sp
en

se
r 

is
 m

ou
nt

ed
 w

ith
in

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
ge

.
op

er
at

e.
S

ee
 B

ar
rie

r 
#2

82
 (

ne
w

 d
is

pe
ns

er
) 

fo
r 

bu
dg

et
 c

os
t.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
Lo

w
er

 th
e 

pa
pe

r 
to

w
el

 d
is

pe
ns

er
.

op
er

at
e.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
L
o
w
e
r
 
t
h
e
 
p
a
p
e
r
 
t
o
w
e
l
 
d
i
s
p
e
n
s
e
r
.

op
er

at
e.

P
a
g
e
 
6

" ~
1.

i..
.I

-=
..~

,
 
1

Iu
.t~

L
~?

~
" ~

~:
'::

--
~

~
t~

;~
'~

~~
.~

I;
; 

";
':i

 
" ~

~
"-

~
e'

~:
:

~~



--
-.

_'
-'-

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 fo
r 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y

:
.

.
. .

.
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
dl

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
R

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
sa

ni
ta

ry
 n

ap
ki

n 
di

sp
en

se
r 

w
ith

 a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 m

od
el

.
op

er
at

e.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
ag

e
T

he
 v

es
tib

ul
e 

be
tw

ee
n 

tw
o 

do
or

s 
in

 s
er

ie
s 

is
 to

o 
sm

al
l.

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ile

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 o
n 

th
e 

w
al

l a
t

th
e 

la
tc

h 
si

de
 o

f t
he

 d
oo

r.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
ag

e
T

he
re

 a
re

 u
nt

re
at

ed
 c

ha
ng

es
 in

 le
ve

l g
re

at
er

 th
an

 1
14

" 
(o

r 
1/

2"
A

dd
 a

 r
ai

se
d 

an
d 

B
ra

ile
 r

oo
m

 n
um

be
r 

pl
at

e 
at

 6
0"

 A
F

F
 o

n 
th

e 
w

al
l a

t
"

"
..

w
ith

ou
t ¡

i b
ev

el
ed

 e
da

el
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
lo

ca
tlo

n(
s)

.
th

e 
la

tc
hs

l,d
e 

of
 th

e 
do

or
. .

,
, N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Si

gn
ag

e
T

he
re

 a
re

 u
nt

re
at

ed
 c

ha
ng

es
 in

 le
ve

l g
re

at
,e

r 
th

an
 1

/4
" 

(o
r 

1/
2"

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ill

e 
ro

om
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 o
n 

th
e 

w
al

l a
t

w
ith

ou
t a

 b
ev

el
ed

 e
dg

e)
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
lo

ca
tio

n(
s)

.
th

e 
la

tc
h 

si
de

 o
f t

he
 d

oo
r.

 T
yp

ic
al

 a
t i

nt
er

io
r 

pe
rm

am
ne

nt
 r

oo
m

s;
Q

ua
nt

ity
 n

ot
 v

er
ifi

ed
 (

al
lo

tm
en

t i
nd

ic
at

ed
 in

 b
ud

ae
tl.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Si
gn

ag
e

T
he

re
 a

re
 u

nt
re

at
ed

 c
ha

ng
es

 in
 le

ve
l g

re
at

er
 th

an
 1

/4
" 

(o
r 

1/
2"

R
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
si

gn
ag

e 
so

 th
at

 c
en

te
rli

ne
 o

f s
ig

n 
m

ea
su

re
s 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

w
ith

ou
t a

 b
ev

el
ed

 e
dg

e)
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
lo

ca
tio

n(
s)

.
a
n
d
 
s
i
g
n
 
i
s
 
m
o
u
n
t
e
d
 
o
n
 
w
a
l
l
 
a
t
 
t
h
e
 
l
a
t
c
h
 
s
i
d
e
 
o
f
 

th
e 

do
or

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
T

el
ep

ho
ne

s
T

he
re

 a
re

 u
nt

re
at

ed
 c

ha
ng

es
 in

 le
ve

l g
re

at
er

 th
an

 1
14

" 
(o

r 
1/

2"
R

eq
ue

st
 th

e 
ve

nd
or

 to
 r

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
te

le
ph

on
e 

w
ith

 o
ne

 th
at

 h
as

 v
ol

um
e

w
ith

ou
t a

 b
ev

el
ed

 e
dg

el
 a

t t
he

 In
di

ca
te

d 
lo

ca
tlo

n(
sl

.
co

nt
ro

ls
. O

w
ne

rs
 It

em
.

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

T
el

ep
ho

ne
s

T
he

re
 Is

 a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 r

ou
te

 w
ith

 a
 c

ro
ss

 s
lo

pe
 e

xc
ee

di
ng

 2
%

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
te

le
ph

on
e.

1:
50

).
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
T

el
ep

ho
ne

s
T

he
re

 is
 a

n 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 r
ou

te
 w

ith
 a

 c
ro

ss
 s

lo
pe

 e
xc

ee
di

ng
 2

%
Lo

w
er

 th
e 

te
le

ph
on

e.
1:

50
),

N
or

th
ea

st
 D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

T
el

ep
ho

ne
s

T
he

re
 is

 a
 w

al
kw

ay
 a

dj
oi

ni
ng

 a
 v

eh
ic

ul
ar

 w
ay

 w
ith

ou
t a

 c
ur

b,
 th

at
R

el
oc

at
e 

an
d/

or
 r

em
ov

e 
fu

rn
is

hi
ng

s 
to

 p
ro

vi
de

 c
le

ar
 fl

oo
r 

sp
ac

e 
at

la
ck

s 
de

te
ct

ab
le

 w
ar

ni
ng

s.
ph

on
e.

 O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

.
N

or
th

ea
st

 D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
W

at
er

 F
ou

nt
ai

ns
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

re
ce

pt
io

n 
co

un
te

r 
is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

dr
in

ki
ng

 fo
un

ta
in

 w
ith

 a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 m

od
el

 (
w

al
l m

ou
nt

ed
)

so
m

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

th
at

 p
ro

vi
de

s 
re

qu
ire

d 
kn

ee
 c

le
ar

an
ce

s.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 c
oa

t h
oo

k 
in

 th
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
ll 

is
 m

ou
nt

ed
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e

T
he

re
 a

re
 (

92
) 

to
ta

l a
va

ila
bl

e 
pa

rk
in

g 
st

al
ls

, r
eq

ui
rin

g 
(4

) 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 to

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r,

st
al

ls
, i

nc
lu

di
ng

 (
1)

 v
an

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

st
al

L
. R

es
tr

ip
e 

pa
rk

in
g 

ar
ea

 to
p
r
o
v
i
d
e
 
(
3
)
 
a
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
s
t
a
l
l
s
l
a
c
c
e
s
s
 
a
i
s
l
e
 
a
n
d
 
(
1
)
 
v
a
n
 
a
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e

st
al

lla
cc

es
s 

ai
sl

e.
 R

el
oc

at
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

w
he

el
st

op
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 c
en

te
r 

lin
e 

of
 th

e 
to

ile
t i

s 
le

ss
 o

r 
m

or
e 

th
an

 1
8"

 fr
om

 th
e 

si
de

A
dd

 a
n 

as
ph

al
t l

ift
 to

 le
ve

l t
he

 a
re

a 
(a

cc
ss

 a
is

le
 a

t s
ou

th
 p

ar
ki

ng
 a

re
a)

w
al

L
.

an
d 

re
st

rip
e.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 c
en

te
r 

lin
e 

of
 th

e 
to

ile
t i

s 
le

ss
 o

r 
m

or
e 

th
an

 1
8"

 fr
om

 th
e 

si
de

P
ro

vi
de

 a
 c

ur
b 

ra
m

p 
(a

t t
he

 lo
ad

in
g 

zo
ne

) 
w

ith
 d

et
ec

ta
bl

e 
w

ar
ni

ng
s

w
al

l,
(r

ai
se

d 
tr

un
ca

te
d 

do
m

e 
w

ith
 c

on
tr

as
tin

çi
 s

ur
fa

ce
l.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
la

rm
s

T
he

 c
en

te
r 

lin
e 

of
 th

e 
to

ile
t i

s 
ie

ss
 o

r 
m

or
e 

th
an

 1
8"

 fr
om

 th
e 

si
de

T
es

t t
he

 a
la

nn
s.

 A
dd

 h
or

ns
 o

r 
re

pl
ac

e 
st

ro
be

s,
 w

he
re

 n
ee

de
d,

 to
w

al
l.

co
m

pl
y 

w
ith

 a
cc

es
si

bi
lty

 r
eq

ui
re

m
en

ts
. O

w
ne

rs
 It

em
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
ss

em
bl

y 
A

re
as

 -
 In

do
or

 &
 (

T
he

 to
ile

t s
ea

t i
s 

no
t b

et
w

ee
n 

17
" 

an
d 

19
" 

hi
gh

 (
A

F
F

).
Pr

ov
id

e 
a 

po
rt

ab
le

 a
ss

is
tiv

e 
lis

te
ni

ng
 s

ys
te

m
, o

ut
le

ts
 a

nd
 w

ir
in

g.
P

ro
vi

de
 s

lg
na

ge
 w

hi
ch

 c
om

pl
ie

s 
w

ith
 4

.3
0 

to
 n

ot
ify

 o
f t

he
 a

va
ila

bi
lit

y 
of

th
is

 s
ys

te
m

, B
ud

ge
t c

os
t i

nc
lu

de
s 

(1
) 

sy
st

em
 p

lu
s 

(2
) 

re
ce

iv
er

s 
pe

r
ro

om
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 to

ile
t s

ea
t i

s 
no

t b
et

w
ee

n 
17

" 
an

d 
19

" 
hi

gh
 (

A
F

F
),

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 to

ile
t s

ea
t i

s 
no

t b
et

w
ee

n 
17

" 
an

d 
19

" 
hi

gh
 (

A
F

F
l.

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
re

 a
re

 n
o 

cr
ab

 b
ar

s 
at

 th
e 

de
si

gn
at

ed
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
to

ile
t.

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 e

X
is

tin
g 

gr
ab

 b
ar

s 
do

 n
ot

 c
om

pl
y 

w
ith

 th
e 

re
qu

ire
m

en
ts

 fo
r

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

ac
ce

ss
ib

ili
tv

.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 e
xi

st
in

g 
gr

ab
 b

ar
s 

do
 n

ot
 c

om
pl

y 
w

ith
 th

e 
re

qU
ire

m
en

ts
 fo

r
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

.
ac

ce
ss

ib
ilt

y.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 d
oo

r 
ha

rd
w

ar
e 

on
 th

e 
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

st
al

l r
eq

ui
re

s 
tw

is
tin

g 
or

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

la
ra

sP
in

g,
 o

r 
is

 m
is

si
na

.

P
a
g
e
 
7



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 fò
r 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 la

va
to

rv
 is

 h
iç

ih
er

 th
an

 3
4"

 A
F

F
.

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
,

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 o

io
es

 a
re

 n
ot

 in
su

la
te

d,
A

dj
us

t d
òo

r 
cl

os
er

.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

H
ot

 w
at

er
 a

nd
 d

ra
in

 o
io

es
 a

re
 n

ot
 in

su
la

te
d,

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 o

io
es

 a
re

 n
ot

 in
su

la
te

d.
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 s
oa

p,
 to

w
el

, s
ea

t c
ov

er
, a

nd
/ o

r 
sa

ni
ta

ry
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

62
 (

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 U

ni
se

x 
R

es
tr

oo
m

) 
is

na
pk

in
 d

is
pe

ns
er

(s
) 

ar
e 

to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 a
nd

/ o
r 

ar
e 

ou
t

im
pl

em
en

te
d,

o
f
 
r
e
a
c
h
 
'
r
a
n
g
e
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s 
~

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 s
oa

p,
 to

w
el

, s
ea

t c
ov

er
, a

nd
/ o

r 
sa

ni
ta

ry
In

st
al

l d
et

ec
ta

bl
e 

w
ar

ni
ng

s 
(r

ai
se

d 
tr

un
ca

te
d 

do
m

es
 w

ith
 c

on
tr

as
tin

g

I
na

pk
in

 d
is

pe
ns

er
(s

) 
ar

e 
to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 a

nd
/ o

r 
ar

e 
ou

t
su

rf
ac

e)
 o

n 
th

e 
fa

ce
 o

f t
he

 In
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 c
ur

b 
ra

m
ps

.
of

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
ge

,
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
ss

ib
le

 R
ou

te
s

T
he

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

rs
 o

r 
ot

he
r 

pe
rm

an
en

t b
ui

ld
in

g 
si

gn
s 

ar
e 

ei
th

er
R

em
ov

e 
an

d/
or

 r
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
ob

je
ct

 (
st

an
ch

io
n 

en
cr

oa
ch

es
 o

n
m

is
si

ng
, l

oc
at

ed
 im

pr
op

er
ly

 o
n 

th
e 

do
or

, f
ra

m
e,

 o
r 

si
de

 w
al

l, 
or

m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

sp
ac

e 
at

 d
oo

r)
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

la
ck

 r
ai

se
d 

le
tte

rs
 a

nd
 B

ra
ill

e.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 p

ho
ne

 is
 m

ou
nt

ed
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
.

R
em

ov
e 

an
d/

or
 r

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

ob
je

ct
 (

st
an

ch
io

n 
en

cr
oa

ch
es

 o
n

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
ro

ut
e 

in
 fr

on
t o

f s
ec

ur
ity

 d
es

k)
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

In
te

rio
r 

A
cc

ss
ib

le
 R

ou
te

s
T
h
e
 
w
a
t
e
r
 
s
p
o
u
t
 
w
a
t
e
r
 
f
l
o
w
 
i
s
 
n
o
t
 

4"
 h

ig
h,

 a
nd

/ o
r 

th
e 

sp
ou

t i
s 

no
t

Lo
w

er
 e

xi
st

in
g 

se
rv

ic
e 

co
un

te
rt

op
 h

ei
gh

t t
o 

no
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
 3

6"
 A

F
F

.
ne

ar
iy

pa
ra

lle
lto

 th
e 

fr
on

t o
f t

he
 fo

un
ta

in
.,

E
xt

en
d 

le
ad

in
g 

ed
ge

 to
 n

o 
lo

w
er

 th
an

 2
7"

 A
FF

, B
ud

ge
t c

os
t i

nc
lu

de
s

cu
tti

ng
 c

on
cr

et
e 

op
en

in
gs

 a
nd

 m
O

di
fy

ng
 g

la
ss

 o
pe

ni
ng

s.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
l s

tr
ip

in
g 

is
 c

om
pl

ia
nt

, b
ut

 th
er

e 
ar

e 
no

t t
he

Lo
w

er
 a

 3
6"

 lo
ng

 s
ec

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
ex

is
tin

g 
co

un
te

r 
to

 a
 h

ei
gh

t o
f 3

6"
.

re
au

ire
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 c

om
pl

ia
nt

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

pa
rk

in
g 

si
gn

s.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

cu
rb

 r
am

p 
at

 th
e 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
pa

rk
in

g 
ac

ce
ss

 a
is

le
Lo

w
er

 th
e 

co
at

 h
oo

k 
to

 a
n 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
le

ve
L.

ha
s 

a 
sl

oo
e 

an
d/

or
 s

id
e 

sl
op

e 
th

at
 is

 to
o 

st
ee

o.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
N

ei
th

er
 th

e 
au

di
o 

no
r 

th
e 

vi
su

al
 a

la
rm

s 
w

er
e 

te
st

ed
. T

he
y 

m
ay

E
xe

nd
 th

e 
le

ad
in

g 
ed

ge
 o

f t
he

 o
bj

ec
t (

co
un

te
rt

op
 a

t c
le

rk
's

 s
ta

tio
n)

no
t b

e 
lo

ud
 e

no
ug

h 
or

 m
ay

 n
ot

 c
om

pl
y 

w
ith

 r
eq

ui
re

m
en

ts
 fo

r
do

w
n 

to
 2

7"
 A

FF
 (

or
 b

el
ow

),
 m

at
ch

In
g 

in
te

ri
or

 f
in

is
he

s.
st

ro
be

 fr
eQ

ue
nc

y 
or

 In
te

ns
ity

,
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
A

n 
as

si
st

iv
e 

lis
te

ni
ng

 s
ys

te
m

 is
 n

ot
 p

ro
vi

de
d 

in
 a

n 
as

se
m

bl
y 

ar
ea

R
em

ov
e 

an
d/

or
 r

el
oc

at
e 

ar
t p

ie
ce

 (
be

ar
 m

as
k)

 to
 m

ou
nt

in
g 

he
ig

ht
 a

t
w

he
re

 a
ud

ib
le

 c
om

m
un

ic
at

io
ns

 a
re

 in
te

gr
al

 to
 th

e 
us

e 
of

 th
e

m
in

im
um

 
80

" 
A

FF
. O

w
ne

rs
 it

em
.

so
ac

e,
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
E

xe
nd

 th
e 

le
ad

in
g 

ed
ge

 to
 n

o 
hi

gh
er

 th
an

 2
7"

 A
FF

. S
ee

 B
ar

re
r 

#3
1 

fo
r

'a
m

b.
bu

dg
et

 c
os

t.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Ju

di
ci

al
, L

eg
is

la
tiv

e 
&

 R
eg

ul
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

ri
ng

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 a

t t
he

 d
oo

r 
ap

pr
oa

ch
,

R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
at

 th
is

 ti
m

e,
 It

 m
ay

 n
ot

 b
e 

re
ad

ily
 a

ch
ie

va
bl

e 
to

an
d/

or
 th

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

pr
ov

id
e 

a 
ra

m
p 

to
 th

e 
Ju

ry
 B

ox
 a

nd
 W

itn
es

s 
B

ox
, A

ss
ur

e 
th

at
op

er
at

io
na

l p
ol

ic
y 

(p
ro

vi
de

 a
ss

is
ta

nc
e 

to
 p

er
so

ns
 w

ith
 d

is
ab

ilt
ie

s 
to

al
lo

w
 th

em
 to

 s
it 

ad
ja

ce
nt

 to
 d

ef
in

ed
 a

re
as

) 
is

 im
pl

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
uh

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e.

 A
ss

ur
e 

th
at

 s
pa

ce
 is

 p
ro

vi
de

d
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d.
(a

dj
ac

en
t t

o 
se

cu
rit

y 
ar

ea
) 

fo
r 

a 
w

he
el

ch
ai

r 
us

er
 to

 p
as

s 
th

ro
ug

h
se

cu
rit

y 
cl

ea
ra

nc
es

.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
Ju

di
ci

al
, L

eg
is

la
tiv

e 
&

 R
eg

ul
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

ri
ng

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 a

t t
he

 d
oo

r 
ap

pr
oa

ch
,

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
in

te
rc

om
 o

r 
ph

on
e(

s)
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nú

m
be

r 
of

 lo
ca

tio
ns

,
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T
h
e
r
e
 
i
s
 
i
n
s
u
f
f
c
i
e
n
t
 
m
a
n
e
u
v
e
r
i
n
g
 
c
l
e
a
r
a
n
c
e
 
a
t
 

th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
R

el
oc

at
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

pa
rt

iti
on

 to
 a

dd
 2

" 
to

 th
e 

in
te

rio
r 

de
pt

h 
of

 s
ta

ll,
an

d/
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d.
P

ro
vi

de
 w

id
er

 s
ta

ll 
do

or
 a

nd
 r

ep
la

ce
 s

ta
ll 

ha
rd

w
ar

e 
w

ith
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e
ha

rd
w

ar
e.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s,

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
R

el
oc

at
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

pa
rt

iti
on

 to
 a

dd
 4

" 
to

 th
e 

in
te

rio
r 

de
pt

h 
of

 s
ta

lL
.

an
d/

or
 th

e 
ao

or
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

P
ro

vi
de

 w
id

er
 s

ta
ll 

do
or

 a
nd

 r
eo

la
ce

 s
ta

ll 
ha

rd
w

ar
e.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
P

ro
po

se
d 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
U

ni
se

x 
R

es
tr

oo
m

- 
S

ee
 B

ar
rie

r 
#1

62
 (

ne
w

 to
ile

t
oo

er
at

e.
lfi

xt
ur

e 
m

od
el

! f
or

 b
ud

oe
t c

os
ts

.

P
a
g
e
 
8

__
",

-'
~

r' .."
).

.:"
c:

.1
d
~

i-
'-

-
~

~
'~

, '
:' 

'1
c;

~.
, '

~:
:'i

r,
; '

. i-
::L --

,
i."

"
~

ft
~~

:~
~

~;
.



,"
":

,',
',

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 fo
r 

A
cc

es
si

bi
lit

y

:
.

.
- 

.
.

.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 d

oo
r 

m
ov

es
 to

o 
qu

ic
kl

y 
an

d/
or

 r
eq

ui
re

s 
ex

ce
ss

iv
e 

fo
rc

e 
to

P
ro

po
se

d 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 U
ni

se
x 

R
es

tr
oo

m
- 

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

to
ile

t w
ith

op
er

at
e.

an
 a

cc
ss

ib
le

 m
od

el
 a

nd
 r

el
oc

at
e 

to
 b

e 
18

" 
fr

om
 th

e 
ce

nt
er

lin
e 

to
 th

e
w

al
l.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
R

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 n

ew
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

.
op

er
at

e.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 d

oo
~

 m
ov

es
 to

o 
qu

ic
kl

y 
an

d/
or

 r
eq

ui
re

s 
ex

ce
ss

iv
e 

fo
rc

e 
to

P
ro

po
se

d 
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

U
ni

se
x 

R
es

tr
oo

m
- 

R
ep

la
ce

 w
ith

 n
ew

 g
ra

b 
ba

rs
.

o
p
e
r
a
t
e
.
 
'

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
cu

rb
 r

am
p(

s)
 a

re
 to

o 
st

ee
p 

to
 b

e 
co

m
pl

ia
nt

.
R

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 n

ew
 Q

ra
b 

ba
rs

.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 a

 r
am

p 
w

ith
 a

 d
ro

p 
of

f, 
w

hi
ch

 d
oe

s 
no

t h
av

e 
a 

cu
rb

, w
al

l
P

ro
po

se
d 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 U

ni
se

x 
R

es
tr

oo
m

- 
R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

di
sp

en
se

r.
or

 r
aí

lin
Q

 to
 p

re
ve

nt
 p

eo
pl

e 
fr

om
 s

lip
pl

nQ
 o

ff 
th

e 
ra

m
p.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 a
n 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
ro

ut
e 

w
ith

 a
 c

ro
ss

 s
lo

pe
 e

xc
ee

di
ng

 2
%

A
dd

 a
 lo

op
 h

an
dl

e-
 S

ee
 B

ar
re

r 
#1

56
 (

ne
w

 s
ta

ll 
do

or
 a

nd
 h

ar
dw

ar
e)

 fo
r

1'
1:

50
).

bu
dg

et
 c

os
t.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 a
n 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
ro

ut
e 

w
ith

 a
 c

ro
ss

 s
lo

pe
 e

xc
ee

di
ng

 2
%

A
dd

 a
 lo

op
 h

an
dl

e-
 S

ee
 B

ar
rie

r 
#1

56
 (

ne
w

 s
ta

ll 
do

or
 a

nd
 h

ar
dw

ar
e)

 fo
r

1'
1:

50
).

bU
dg

et
 c

os
t.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 w
id

th
 o

f t
he

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

ro
ut

e 
is

 ,l
es

s 
th

an
 th

e 
36

" 
m

in
im

um
.

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
ex

is
tin

g 
ur

in
aL

.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
re

ce
pt

io
n 

co
un

te
r 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
I
n
s
u
l
a
t
e
 
p
i
p
e
s
.

so
m

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
re

ce
pt

io
n 

co
un

te
r 

is
 tò

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
P

ro
po

se
d 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
U

ni
se

x 
R

es
tr

oo
m

- 
In

su
la

te
 p

ip
es

.
so

m
eo

ne
 in

 a
 w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
S

ho
re

lin
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

ob
je

ct
 is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

In
su

la
te

 p
ip

es
.

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
ob

je
ct

 is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
 s

om
eo

ne
 in

 a
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

62
 (

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 U

ni
se

x 
R

es
tr

oo
m

) 
is

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

im
pl

em
en

te
d.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 a

re
 o

bj
ec

ts
 w

hi
ch

 p
ro

tr
ud

e 
in

to
 th

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 r
ou

te
.

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

sa
ni

ta
rY

 n
ap

ki
n 

di
sp

en
se

r 
w

ith
 a

n 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 m
od

el
.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Si
gn

ag
e

T
he

 s
ta

ll 
di

m
en

si
on

s 
fo

r 
w

al
l m

ou
nt

ed
 to

ile
ts

 a
re

 le
ss

 th
an

 6
0"

A
dd

 a
 r

ai
se

d 
an

d 
B

ra
ile

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

r 
pl

at
e 

at
 6

0"
 A

F
F

 lo
ca

te
d 

on
 th

e
w

id
e 

x 
56

" 
lo

ng
 fo

r 
th

e 
st

an
da

rd
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
l, 

or
 n

ot
 e

qu
al

 to
w

al
l a

t t
he

 la
tc

h 
si

de
 o

f t
he

 d
oo

r,
 In

cl
ud

es
 c

ou
rt

ro
om

s,
 ju

ry
 r

oo
m

s,
th

e 
ac

ce
pt

ab
le

 a
lte

rn
at

e 
st

al
l s

iz
es

 (
36

" 
x 

66
" 

or
 4

8"
 x

 6
6"

),
lib

ra
ry

, a
nd

 r
es

tr
oo

m
s.

S
ho

re
lin

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

W
at

er
 F

ou
nt

ai
ns

T
he

 c
le

ar
 fl

oo
r 

sp
ac

e 
in

 th
e 

in
di

ca
te

d 
re

st
ro

om
 is

 in
de

qu
at

e 
(le

ss
P

ro
vi

de
 a

 c
up

 d
is

pe
ns

er
.

th
an

 6
0"

 d
ia

m
et

er
) 

to
 p

ro
vi

de
 r

eq
ui

re
d 

fix
tu

re
 c

le
ar

an
ce

s 
an

d 
tu

rn
ar

ou
nd

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 c
oa

t h
oo

k 
in

 th
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
ll 

is
 m

ou
nt

ed
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e

R
el

oc
at

e 
an

d 
re

st
rip

e 
(3

) 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 s
ta

lls
/a

cc
es

s 
ai

sl
es

/s
ig

ns
 to

 n
ew

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 to

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

lo
ca

tio
n 

(a
t w

es
t s

id
e 

of
 b

ui
ld

in
g)

. P
ro

vi
de

 n
ew

 c
ur

b 
ra

m
p 

w
ith

de
te

ct
ab

le
 w

ar
ni

ng
s 

(r
ai

se
d 

tr
un

ca
te

d 
do

m
es

 w
ith

 c
on

tr
as

tin
g 

su
iia

ce
).

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 c
oa

t h
oo

k 
in

 th
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
ll 

is
 m

ou
nt

ed
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e

R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
if 

so
lu

tio
n 

to
 B

ar
rie

r 
#8

7 
(r

el
oc

at
ed

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
to

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

st
al

ls
) 

is
 im

D
le

m
en

te
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
P
a
r
k
i
n
g

T
he

 c
en

te
r 

lin
e 

of
 th

e 
to

ile
t i

s 
le

ss
 o

r 
m

or
e 

th
an

 1
8"

 fr
om

 th
e 

si
de

R
el

oc
at

e/
Pr

ov
id

e 
ne

w
 c

ur
b 

ra
m

p-
 S

ee
 B

ar
re

r 
#8

7 
fo

r 
bU

dg
et

 c
os

ts
.

w
al

l.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A

la
nn

s
T

he
 c

en
te

r 
lin

e 
of

 th
e 

to
ile

t i
s 

le
ss

 o
r 

m
or

e 
th

an
 1

8"
 fr

om
 th

e 
si

de
A

dd
 v

is
ua

l s
tr

ob
es

 a
t t

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 lo

ca
tio

ns
 a

t c
or

rid
or

s.
w

al
l,

co
ur

tr
oo

m
s,

 ju
ry

 r
oo

m
s,

 li
br

ar
y,

 w
ai

tin
g 

ar
ea

s,
 a

nd
 r

es
tr

oo
m

s.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

A
la

nn
s

T
he

 to
ile

t s
ea

ds
 ñ

ot
 b

et
w

ee
n 

17
" 

an
d 

19
" 

hi
Q

h 
(A

F
F

),
Lo

w
er

 D
U

ll 
st

at
io

ns
 to

 5
4"

 A
F

F
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 lo
ca

tio
ns

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
A

ss
em

bl
y 

A
re

as
 -

 In
do

or
 &

 (
T

he
 to

ile
t s

ea
t i

s 
no

t b
et

w
ee

n 
17

" 
an

d 
19

" 
hi

gh
 (

A
F

F
),

Pr
ov

id
e 

a 
po

rt
ab

le
 a

ss
is

tiv
e 

lis
te

ni
ng

 s
ys

te
m

, o
ut

le
ts

 a
nd

 w
ir

in
g.

Pr
ov

id
e 

si
gn

ag
e 

w
hi

ch
 c

om
pl

ie
s 

w
ith

 4
.3

0 
to

 n
ot

if
y 

of
 th

e 
av

ai
la

bi
lty

 o
f

th
is

 s
ys

te
m

. B
ud

ge
t c

os
t i

nc
lu

de
s 

(1
) 

sy
st

em
 p

lu
s 

(2
) 

re
ce

iv
er

s 
pe

r
ro

om
.

P
a
g
e
 
9



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

B
ui

ld
in

g
E

le
m

en
t

B
ar

ri
er

So
lu

tio
n

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 to

ile
t s

ea
t i

s 
no

t b
et

w
ee

n 
17

" 
an

d 
19

" 
hi

oh
 I

A
FF

f
A

di
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

,
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 fl
us

h 
co

nt
ro

ls
 a

re
 n

ot
 o

n 
th

e 
w

id
e 

si
de

 o
f t

he
 to

ile
t, 

or
 a

re
R

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
th

re
sh

ol
d,

hi
gh

er
 th

an
 4

4"
, o

r 
re

qu
ire

 g
rip

pi
ng

, t
w

is
tin

g,
 p

in
ch

in
g,

 o
r 

m
or

e
th

an
 5

 Ib
f. 

fo
rc

e.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 d
oo

r 
ha

rd
w

ar
e 

on
 th

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 s
ta

ll 
re

qu
ire

s 
tw

is
tin

g 
or

In
st

al
l a

 W
id

er
 d

oo
r 

le
af

 (
m

in
im

um
 3

2"
 c

le
ar

 o
pe

ni
ng

 w
id

th
) 

an
d 

si
de

gr
as

pi
ng

 i 
or

 is
 m

is
si

ng
.

pa
ne

l. 
A

ss
ur

e 
ne

w
 d

oo
r 

m
ee

ts
 d

oo
r 

op
en

in
g 

fo
rc

e 
re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 d

oo
r 

ha
rd

w
ar

e 
on

 th
e 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
st

al
l r

eq
ui

re
s 

tw
is

tin
g 

or
W

id
en

 th
å 

op
en

in
g 

an
d 

in
st

al
l a

 w
id

er
 d

oo
r.

ar
as

oi
no

, o
r 

is
 m

ls
sf

na
.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 p

ip
es

 a
re

 n
ot

 in
su

la
te

d.
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e 

if
 B

ar
re

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 J

ur
y

R
es

tr
oo

m
) 

is
 im

nl
em

en
te

d.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

H
ot

 w
at

er
 a

nd
 d

ra
in

 n
in

es
 a

re
 n

ot
 in

su
la

te
d,

R
eo

la
ce

 th
e 

do
or

 h
in

ae
s 

w
ith

 s
w

in
a 

(o
ffs

et
) 

hi
ng

es
,

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 p

ip
es

 a
re

 n
ot

 in
su

la
te

d.
M

od
ify

 a
nd

/o
r 

R
el

oc
at

e 
fix

ed
 b

oo
kc

as
es

 to
 p

ro
vi

de
 1

8"
 m

an
eu

ve
rin

g
so

ac
e 

at
 D

ul
l-s

id
e 

of
 d

oo
r.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
H

ot
 w

at
er

 a
nd

 d
ra

in
 o

io
es

 a
re

 n
ot

 in
su

la
te

d.
In

st
al

l a
 D

ow
er

 a
ss

is
te

d 
do

or
 o

oe
ra

to
r 

w
ith

 o
us

h 
bu

tto
n.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 b

ot
to

m
 o

f t
he

 r
ef

le
ct

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e 

of
 th

e 
m

irr
or

 is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
In

st
al

l p
ow

er
 a

ss
is

te
d 

do
or

 o
pe

ra
to

r 
w

ith
 p

us
h 

bu
tto

n.
40

. A
F

F
.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 b

ot
to

m
 o

f t
he

 r
ef

le
ct

in
g 

su
rf

ac
e 

of
 th

e 
m

irr
or

 is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e.

 T
hi

s 
do

or
 is

 to
 a

 S
ta

ff-
O

nl
y 

ar
ea

.
40

" 
A

F
F

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 s
oa

p,
 to

w
el

, s
ea

t c
ov

er
, a

nd
/ o

r 
sa

ni
ta

ry
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e-

 th
is

 d
oo

r 
is

 to
 a

 S
ta

ff-
O

nl
y 

ar
ea

.
n
a
p
k
i
n
 
d
l
s
p
e
n
s
e
r
(
s
)
 
a
r
e
 
t
o
o
 
h
i
g
h
 
t
o
 
b
e
 
a
c
c
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
a
n
d
'
 
o
r
 
a
r
e
 
o
u
t

of
 r

ea
ch

 r
an

ae
.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 s

oa
p,

 to
w

el
, s

ea
t c

ov
er

, a
nd

' o
r 

sa
ni

ta
ry

S
ee

 B
ar

re
r 

#4
0 

(n
ew

 d
oo

r 
pa

ir)
 fo

r 
bu

dg
et

 c
os

ts
.

na
pk

in
 d

is
pe

ns
er

(s
) 

ar
e 

to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 a
nd

' o
r 

ar
e 

ou
t

of
 r

ea
ch

 r
an

ae
,

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

D
oo

rs
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 s

oa
p,

 to
w

el
, s

ea
t c

ov
er

, a
nd

' o
r 

sa
ni

ta
ry

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

C
lo

se
r.

na
pk

in
di

sp
en

se
r(

s)
 a

re
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 a

nd
' o

r 
ar

e 
ou

t
of

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
ge

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 s
oa

p,
 to

w
el

, s
ea

t c
ov

er
, a

nd
' o

r 
sa

ni
ta

ry
A

dj
us

t d
oo

r 
cl

os
er

.
na

pk
in

 d
is

pe
ns

er
(s

) 
ar

e 
to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 a

nd
' o

r 
ar

e 
ou

t
of

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
ae

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
D

oo
rs

T
he

 c
on

tr
ol

s 
on

 th
e 

sa
ni

ta
ry

 n
ap

ki
n 

di
sp

en
se

r 
or

 o
th

er
 d

is
pe

ns
er

A
dj

us
t d

oo
r 

cl
os

er
.

r
e
o
u
i
r
e
 
o
r
i
D
D
i
n
a
 
o
r
 
t
w
i
s
t
i
n
a
.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
x
e
r
i
o
r
 
A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
R
o
u
t
e
s
 
L

T
he

 r
oo

m
 n

um
be

rs
 o

r 
ot

he
r 

pe
rm

an
en

t b
ui

ld
in

g 
si

gn
s 

ar
e 

ei
th

er
P

ro
vi

de
 tw

o 
co

nf
om

iln
g 

fr
ee

st
an

di
ng

 h
an

dr
ai

ls
.

m
is

si
ng

, l
oc

at
ed

 im
pr

op
er

ly
 o

n 
th

e 
do

or
, f

ra
m

e,
 o

r 
si

de
 w

al
l, 

or
la

ck
 r

ai
se

d 
le

tte
rs

 a
nd

 B
ra

ill
e.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
ss

ib
le

 R
ou

te
s 

/
T

he
 s

in
k 

Is
 lo

ca
te

d 
In

 a
 c

ou
nt

er
 to

p 
w

hi
ch

 Is
 h

ig
he

r 
th

an
 th

e
Le

ve
l t

ra
ns

iti
on

 e
dg

e 
at

 to
p 

of
 la

nd
in

g.
m

ax
im

um
 o

f 
34

" 
A

FF
 a

nd
/o

r 
la

ck
s 

at
 le

as
t 2

7"
 o

f 
hi

gh
 k

ne
e 

sp
ac

e

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

E
xt

er
io

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s 
~

T
he

 c
lo

se
t a

nd
/o

r 
dr

aw
er

 h
ar

dw
ar

e 
is

 n
ot

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e.

R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
 
n
o
 
c
h
a
n
g
e
 
i
f
 
B
a
r
r
i
e
r
 

#6
7 

(r
el

oc
at

ed
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
ls

) 
is

.
im

pl
em

en
te

d.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
E

xe
ri

or
 A

cc
ss

ib
le

 R
ou

te
s 

~
T

he
re

 is
 n

ot
 a

de
qu

at
e 

cl
ea

r 
flo

or
 s

pa
ce

 a
t t

he
 p

ho
ne

.
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#8

7 
(r

el
oc

at
ed

 a
cc

es
si

bl
e 

st
al

ls
) 

is
im

pl
em

en
te

d.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
In

te
rio

r 
A

cc
es

si
bl

e 
R

ou
te

s
T

he
 w

at
er

 s
po

ut
 w

at
er

 fl
ow

 is
 n

ot
 4

" 
hi

gh
, a

nd
l o

r 
th

e 
sp

ou
t i

s 
no

t
R

ep
la

ce
 w

ire
 c

ov
er

s 
w

ith
 m

od
el

 th
at

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 1

/2
" 

hi
gh

 a
nd

 h
as

ne
ar

lv
 ii

ar
al

le
l t

o 
th

e 
fr

on
t o

f t
he

 fo
un

ta
in

,
be

ve
le

d 
ed

ne
s.

P
a
g
e
 
1
0

.. \,.
~

L
.

...
~~

,-
...

""
~

" ~
ï .

...
,I ..

t"
::'

ti'
~~

~
,,'

-.
--

~
~

r-
:':

';'
:-

¡
t~

""
:J

V
""

. 
"'

:ll
 

L
.;,

~
;,:

::,
,:,

::,
,)

b:
~



:U
llh

lin
4

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

I
n
t
e
r
i
o
r
 
A
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
R
o
u
t
e
s
 
I
T
h
e
 
w
a
t
e
r
 

fo
un

ta
in

 c
on

tr
ol

s 
re

qu
ire

 g
rip

pi
ng

, t
w

is
tin

g.
 o

r 
pi

nc
hi

ng
to

 o
pe

ra
te

. o
r 

a 
fo

rc
e 

ex
ce

ed
in

g 
5 

Ib
f,

In
te

rio
r 

A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s 

IT
he

 n
um

be
r 

of
 s

ta
nd

ar
d 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
st

al
ls

 a
nd

 v
an

-a
cc

ss
ib

le
st

al
ls

 is
 b

el
ow

 th
e 

re
qu

ire
d 

m
in

im
um

, a
nd

f o
r 

th
ey

 a
re

 n
on

-

_
_
 
.
 
_
_
 
ï
i
c
o
m
p
l
i
a
n
t
 
i
n
 
c
o
n
f
i
g
u
r
a
t
i
o
n
,

In
te

ri
or

 A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s 

T
he

 n
um

oe
r 

of
 s

ta
nd

ar
d 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 s

ta
lls

 a
nd

 v
an

-a
cc

es
si

bl
e

st
al

ls
 is

 b
el

ow
 th

e 
re

qu
ire

d 
m

in
im

um
, a

nd
f o

r 
th

ey
 a

re
 n

on
-

co
m

 li
an

tin
 c

on
fi

 u
ra

tio
n.

In
te

ri
or

 A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s 

N
ei

th
er

 th
e 

au
di

o 
no

r 
th

e 
vi

su
al

 a
la

rm
s 

w
er

e 
te

st
ed

, T
he

y 
m

ay
no

t b
e 

Ib
ud

 e
no

ug
h 

or
 m

ay
 n

ot
 c

om
pl

y 
w

ith
 r

eq
ui

re
m

en
ts

 fo
r

st
ro

be
 fr

eq
ue

nc
y 

or
 in

te
ns

ity
.

In
te

ri
or

 A
cc

es
si

bl
e 

R
ou

te
s 

IT
he

se
 a

re
as

 h
av

e 
an

 a
ud

ib
le

 a
la

nn
 s

ys
te

m
, b

ut
 n

o 
vi

su
al

 a
la

nn
s.

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
ul

qT
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

ja
m

b.

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
ul

, T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

'a
m

b.
Ju

di
cl

ai
, L

eg
is

la
tiv

e 
&

 R
eg

ul
i T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
'a

m
b.

Ju
di

ci
al

, L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

&
 R

eg
u/

¡ 
T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 Is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
ja

m
b,

 '
T

he
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 is
 le

ss
 th

an
 3

2"
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

op
en

 d
oo

r 
an

d 
th

e
ja

m
b.

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

ja
m

b.

i R
es

tr
oo

m
s

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

's
öu

th
w

eš
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 is

 le
ss

 th
an

 3
2"

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
op

en
 d

oo
r 

an
d 

th
e

ja
m

b.

-1
1 Il

 u
r.

Lo
w

er
 a

 3
6"

 lo
ng

 s
ec

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
co

un
te

r 
to

 a
 h

ei
gh

t o
f 3

6"
. A

ss
ur

e 
al

l
di

ffe
re

nt
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

ar
e 

pr
ov

id
ed

 a
t l

ow
er

ed
 s

er
vi

ce
 c

ou
nt

er
. B

ud
ge

t c
os

t
in

cl
ud

es
 m

od
ify

in
g 

se
cu

rit
y 

w
in

do
w

 g
la

ss
.

R
el

oc
at

e 
bu

lle
tin

 b
oa

rd
 (

ca
se

) 
to

 w
ith

in
 r

ea
ch

 r
an

ge
.

S
ec

ur
el

y 
at

ta
ch

 p
er

im
et

er
 o

f l
oo

se
 m

at
 to

 s
ur

fa
ce

 u
si

ng
 a

dh
es

iv
e.

O
w

ne
rs

 it
em

.

R
em

ov
e 

an
df

or
 r

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

ob
je

ct
 (

st
an

ch
io

n 
lie

 r
op

es
).

 O
w

ne
rs

 It
em

.

E
xt

en
d 

th
e 

le
ad

in
g 

ed
ge

 o
f t

he
 c

ou
nt

er
to

p 
do

w
n 

to
 2

7"
 A

F
F

 (
or

 b
el

ow
),

m
at

ch
in

g 
ih

te
rio

r 
fin

is
he

s.
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

at
 th

is
 ti

m
e.

 A
ss

ur
e 

th
at

 o
pe

ra
tio

na
l p

ol
ic

y
(a

re
a 

ad
ja

ce
nt

 to
 m

et
al

 d
et

ec
to

r 
m

ay
 a

cc
om

od
at

e 
w

he
el

ch
ai

r 
us

er
s)

 is
im

pl
em

en
te

d.
R

em
ov

e 
th

e 
an

n 
re

st
s 

(p
an

el
s 

at
 b

en
ch

 s
ea

tin
g)

 fr
om

 th
e 

In
di

ca
te

d
nu

m
be

r 
of

,a
is

le
 s

ea
ts

 n
ee

de
d.

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
sh

el
ve

s 
(p

ap
er

 r
ac

ks
) 

to
 r

ea
ch

 r
an

ge
,

M
ov

e 
pa

rt
iti

on
 b

et
w

ee
n 

to
ile

t s
ta

ll 
an

d 
ur

in
al

 to
 c

re
at

e 
la

rg
er

 a
cc

ss
ib

le
st

al
L.

 '
R

ec
on

fig
ur

e 
to

ile
t p

ar
tit

io
ns

 b
y 

re
m

ov
in

g 
pa

rt
iti

on
 w

ith
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
st

al
l

do
or

 a
nd

 r
el

oc
at

in
g 

pa
rt

iti
on

 a
nd

 d
oo

r 
to

 b
e 

pe
rp

en
di

cu
la

r 
to

 a
ng

le
d

w
al

l. 
S

w
in

g 
do

or
 in

to
 s

ta
ll 

if 
st

al
l i

nt
er

io
r 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
ca

n 
be

 m
ai

nt
ai

ne
d.

E
xp

an
d 

(1
) 

ex
is

tin
g 

Ju
ry

 R
es

tr
oo

m
 to

 p
ro

vi
de

 m
in

im
um

 6
0"

 tu
rn

ar
ou

nd
sp

ac
e.

 R
ec

on
fig

ur
e 

en
tr

y 
ve

st
ib

ul
e 

to
 r

el
oc

at
e 

re
st

ro
om

 d
oo

r 
on

co
rr

id
or

 s
id

e 
(p

ro
vi

de
s 

en
tr

y 
fo

r 
st

af
f. 

ju
ry

 a
nd

 c
ou

rt
ro

om
 u

se
rs

).
F

ur
th

er
 d

es
i n

 s
tu

d 
is

 r
e 

ui
re

d.
T

he
re

 is
 In

su
ffc

ie
nt

 m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
at

 th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
 R

em
ov

e 
ur

in
al

 s
cr

ee
n 

to
 p

ro
vi

de
 r

eq
ui

re
d 

m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

sp
ac

e 
in

an
df

or
 th

e 
a 

ro
ac

h 
is

 s
lo

 e
d.

 r
es

tr
oo

m
.

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

, R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
if

 B
ar

re
r 

#1
58

 (
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

Ju
ry

 R
es

tr
oo

m
) 

is
an

d/
or

 th
e 

a 
ro

ac
h 

is
 s

lo
 e

d.
 im

 le
m

en
te

d.
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ffc

ie
nt

 m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
at

 th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
 R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
Ju

ry
 R

es
tr

oo
m

) 
is

an
d/

or
 th

e 
a 

ro
ac

h 
is

 s
lo

 e
d.

 1
m

 le
m

en
te

d,
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ffc

ie
nt

 m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
at

 th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
 in

st
al

l a
 li

ft 
se

at
.

an
df

or
 th

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

pe
d.

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ffc
ie

nt
 m

an
eu

ve
rin

g 
cl

ea
ra

nc
e 

at
 th

e 
do

or
 a

pp
ro

ac
h,

 In
st

al
l n

ew
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

.
an

df
or

 th
e 

a 
pr

oa
ch

 Is
 s

lo
 e

d.
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

ri
ng

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 a

t t
he

 d
oo

r 
ap

pr
oa

ch
, R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

gr
ab

 b
ar

s.
an

df
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 Is
 s

lo
pe

d.
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ffc

ie
nt

 m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e 
at

 th
e 

do
or

 a
pp

ro
ac

h,
 R

ep
la

ce
 w

ith
 n

ew
 g

ra
b 

ba
rs

,
an

df
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
pe

d.

P
a
g
e
 
1
1



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

:
.

.
. .

.
.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
R

ev
er

se
 c

on
tr

ol
s 

or
 p

ro
vi

de
 a

 r
et

ro
fit

 s
en

so
r 

co
nt

ro
l.

an
df

or
 th

e 
ao

or
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

oe
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
R

ev
er

se
 c

on
tr

ol
s 

or
 p

ro
vi

de
 a

 r
et

ro
fi 

se
ns

or
 c

on
tr

ol
.

an
df

or
 th

e 
ao

or
oa

ch
 is

 s
lo

oe
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 is

 in
su

ff
ci

en
t m

an
eu

ve
ri

ng
 c

le
ar

an
ce

 a
t t

he
 d

oo
r 

ap
pr

oa
ch

,
R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

di
sp

en
se

r.
an

df
or

 th
e 

ap
pr

oa
ch

 is
 s

lo
oe

d.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 in

su
ff

ci
en

t m
an

eu
ve

ri
ng

 c
le

ar
an

ce
 a

t t
he

 d
oo

r 
ap

pr
oa

ch
,

R
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
di

sp
en

se
r.

an
df

or
 th

e 
ap

pr
oa

ch
 Is

 s
lo

ce
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
ha

rd
w

ar
e 

re
qu

ire
s 

pi
nc

hi
ng

, g
rip

pi
ng

, o
r 

tw
is

tin
g.

R
ep

la
ce

 h
ar

dw
ar

e 
w

ith
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
sl

id
e 

ty
pe

 o
r 

le
ve

r 
ty

pe
 h

ar
dw

ar
e.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
ha

rd
w

ar
e 

re
qu

ire
s 

pi
nc

hi
ng

, g
rip

pi
ng

, o
r 

tw
is

tin
g.

R
ep

la
ce

 h
ar

dw
ar

e 
w

ith
 a

cc
ss

ib
le

 s
lid

e 
ty

pe
 o

r 
le

ve
r 

ty
pe

 h
ar

dw
ar

e.

S
ou

th
w

es
l D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
d/

or
 r

eq
U

ir
es

 e
xc

es
si

ve
 f

or
ce

 1
0

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

ur
in

al
 w

ith
 a

n 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 m
od

el
,

op
er

at
e.

i

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
m

ov
es

 to
o 

qu
ic

kl
y 

an
df

or
 r

eq
ui

re
s 

ex
ce

ss
iv

e 
fo

rc
e 

to
I
n
s
u
l
a
t
e
 
p
i
p
e
s
.

oo
er

at
e,

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
th

re
sh

ol
d 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
, o

r 
ha

s 
a 

no
n-

co
m

pl
yi

ng
 s

lo
pe

 to
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 J

ur
y 

R
es

tr
oo

m
) 

is
th

e 
be

ve
le

d 
ed

ee
.

im
ol

em
en

te
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
th

re
sh

ol
d 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
, o

r 
ha

s 
a 

no
n'

co
m

pl
yi

ng
 s

lo
pe

 to
Lo

w
er

 th
e 

m
irr

or
.

th
e 

be
ve

le
d 

ed
ee

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
 d

oo
r 

th
re

sh
ol

d 
is

 1
00

 h
ig

h,
 o

r 
ha

s 
a 

no
n-

co
m

pl
yi

ng
 s

lo
pe

 to
P

ro
vi

de
 a

 ''
ta

ll'
' m

irr
or

 m
ou

nt
ed

 fr
om

 4
0"

 to
 7

2"
.

t
h
e
 
b
e
v
e
l
e
d
 
e
d
Q
e
,

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
th

re
sh

ol
d 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
, o

r 
ha

s 
a 

no
n-

co
m

pl
yi

ng
 s

lo
pe

 to
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 J

ur
y 

R
es

tr
oo

m
) 

is
th

e 
be

ve
le

d 
ed

Q
e.

im
pl

em
en

te
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

 d
oo

r 
th

re
sh

ol
d 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
, o

r 
ha

s 
a 

no
n-

co
m

pl
yi

ng
 s

lo
pe

 to
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 J

ur
y 

R
es

tr
oo

m
) 

is
th

e 
be

ve
le

d 
ed

ee
.

im
ol

em
en

te
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 a

re
 s

ta
irs

, b
ut

 n
o 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 r

am
p,

 to
 th

e 
en

tr
y 

do
or

s 
at

 th
e

P
ro

vi
de

 a
 "

Ia
ll"

 m
irr

or
 m

ou
nt

ed
 fr

om
 4

0"
 to

 7
2"

.
in

di
ca

te
d 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 lo

ca
tio

ns
,

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
s

T
he

re
 a

re
 u

nt
re

at
ed

 c
ha

ng
es

 in
 le

ve
l g

re
at

er
 th

an
 1

/4
" 

(o
r 

1f
2"

R
el

oc
at

e 
ha

nd
 d

ry
er

 to
 a

llo
w

 m
an

eu
ve

rin
g 

sp
ac

e 
in

 r
es

tr
oo

m
.

w
ith

ou
t a

 b
ev

el
ed

 e
de

e)
 a

t t
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
lo

ca
tio

n(
s)

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 a

 c
ur

b 
w

ith
ou

t a
n 

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
cu

rb
 r

am
p 

on
 th

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

R
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
se

at
 c

ov
er

 d
is

pe
ns

er
 fr

om
 b

eh
in

d 
th

e 
to

ile
t, 

to
 a

 lo
ca

tio
n

ro
ut

e.
 ' w

ith
in

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
oe

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 Is
 a

 c
ur

b 
w

ith
ou

t a
n 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 c

ur
b 

ra
m

p 
on

 th
e 

ac
ce

ss
ib

le
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if 
B

ar
rie

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
Ju

ry
 R

es
tr

oo
m

) 
is

ro
ut

e.
im

pl
em

en
te

d.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T
h
e
r
e
 
i
s
 
a
n
 
a
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
r
o
u
t
e
 
w
i
t
h
 
a
 
c
r
o
s
s
 
s
l
o
p
e
 

ex
ce

ed
in

g 
2%

R
ec

om
m

en
d 

no
 c

ha
ng

e 
if 

B
ar

rie
r 

#1
58

 (
ac

cs
si

bl
e 

Ju
ry

 R
es

tr
oo

m
) 

is
11

1:
50

\,
Im

ol
em

en
te

d.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 a

n 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 r
ou

te
 w

ith
 a

 c
ro

ss
 s

lo
pe

 e
xc

ee
di

ng
 2

%
R

el
oc

at
e 

th
e 

se
at

 c
ov

er
 d

is
pe

ns
er

 fr
om

 b
eh

in
d 

th
e 

to
ile

t, 
to

 a
 lo

ca
tio

n
1'

1:
50

).
w

ith
in

 r
ea

ch
 r

an
oe

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
R

es
tr

oo
m

s
T

he
re

 is
 a

n 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 r
ou

te
 w

ith
 a

 c
ro

ss
 s

lo
pe

 e
xc

ee
di

ng
 2

%
R

ec
om

m
en

d 
no

 c
ha

ng
e 

if
 B

ar
re

r 
#1

58
 (

ac
cs

si
bl

e 
Ju

ry
 R

es
tr

oo
m

) 
is

1'
1:

50
),

im
ol

em
en

te
d.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

R
es

tr
oo

m
,s

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
re

ce
pt

io
n 

co
un

te
r 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
R
e
p
i
a
c
e
 
t
h
e
 
s
a
n
i
t
a
r
y
 
n
a
p
k
i
n
 
d
i
s
p
e
n
s
e
r
 
w
i
t
h
 
a
n
 
a
c
c
e
s
s
i
b
l
e
 
m
o
d
e
L
.

so
m

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

R
el

oc
at

e 
di

sp
en

se
r 

to
 a

vo
id

 lo
ca

tio
n 

co
nf

lic
t w

ith
 n

ew
 to

ile
t p

ar
tit

io
n

lo
ca

tio
n.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

Si
gn

ag
e

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
re

ce
pt

io
n 

co
un

te
r 

Is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
A

dd
 a

 r
ai

se
d 

an
d 

B
ra

ile
 r

oo
m

 n
um

be
r 

pl
at

e 
at

 6
0"

 A
F

F
 o

n 
th

e 
w

al
l a

t
so

m
eo

ne
 in

 a
 w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
th

e 
la

tc
h 

si
de

 o
f 

th
e 

do
or

, I
nc

lu
de

s 
re

st
ro

om
s.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

St
ai

rs
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

re
ce

pt
io

n 
co

un
te

r 
is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

R
em

ov
e 

th
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

ha
nd

ra
il 

an
d 

pr
ov

id
e 

tw
o 

ne
w

 1
-1

f2
" 

di
am

et
er

w
al

/
so

m
eo

ne
 In

 a
 w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
m

ou
nt

ed
 r

ai
ls

 a
t 3

4"
 a

bo
ve

 th
e 

st
ai

r 
no

si
no

.

P
a
g
e
 
1
2

," \!
..~

b.
""

b-
""

f
 
"
'
1 ~

"
 
' ~.
.

""
t.

" 
. '

j i.
,"

.. 
""

'"
¡"

~
l-

i-
--

("
 ..

' '
~

':i ~
,I i-
~

~
~

fi
'ij

;:;
¡;

~r
~

~~



Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 f
or

 A
cc

es
si

bi
lty

:
l

l
. .

l
,

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

St
ai

rs
T

he
 In

di
ca

te
d 

re
ce

pt
io

n 
co

un
te

r 
is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

P
ro

vi
de

 r
eq

ui
re

d 
ex

te
ns

io
ns

 a
t h

an
dr

ai
l- 

S
ee

 B
ar

re
r 

#2
32

 (
ne

w
so

m
eo

ne
 in

 a
 w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
ha

nd
ra

ils
) 

fo
r 

bu
da

et
 c

os
ts

.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
St

ai
rs

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
re

ce
pt

io
n 

co
un

te
r 

is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
R

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
ha

nd
ra

ll(
s)

 w
ith

 o
ne

 th
at

 a
re

 c
om

pl
ia

nt
 in

 d
ia

m
et

er
,

so
m

eo
ne

 in
 a

 w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

m
ou

nl
in

a 
he

la
ht

, a
nd

 e
xt

en
si

on
s.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

St
ai

rs
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

ob
je

ct
 is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

 s
om

eo
ne

 in
 a

R
ep

la
ce

 th
e 

no
si

ng
 w

ith
 o

ne
 th

at
 c

om
pl

ie
s 

w
ih

 r
eq

ul
re

m
en

ts
 o

f 
4.

9.
3.

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

St
or

ag
e

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
ob

je
ct

 is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
 s

om
eo

ne
 In

 a
P

ro
vi

de
 a

 lo
w

er
 c

lo
th

es
 r

od
(s

).
w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
S

ou
th

w
es

t D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
T

el
ep

ho
ne

s
T

he
 in

di
ca

te
d 

ob
je

ct
 is

 to
o 

hi
gh

 to
 b

e 
re

ac
he

d 
by

 s
om

eo
ne

 In
 a

Lo
w

er
 th

e 
te

le
ph

on
e.

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

W
at

er
 F

ou
nt

ai
ns

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
ob

je
ct

 is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
 s

om
eo

ne
 in

 a
R

ep
la

ce
 th

e 
fo

un
ta

in
 w

ith
 a

n 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 m
od

el
 th

at
 p

ro
vi

de
s 

re
qu

ire
d

w
he

el
ch

ai
r.

kn
ee

 c
le

ar
an

ce
s.

S
ou

th
w

es
t D

is
tr

ic
t C

ou
rt

W
at

er
 F

ou
nt

ai
ns

T
he

 in
di

ca
te

d 
ob

je
ct

 is
 to

o 
hi

gh
 to

 b
e 

re
ac

he
d 

by
 s

om
eo

ne
 in

 a
R

ep
la

ce
 d

rin
ki

ng
 fo

un
ta

in
 w

ith
 a

cc
es

si
bl

e 
m

od
el

- 
S

ee
 B

ar
rie

r 
#2

06
 fo

r
w

he
el

ch
ai

r.
bu

dg
et

 c
os

ts
.

P
a
g
e
 
1
3

,.1
,.


