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Patrick Hamacher

Staff Report
SUBJECT:

This motion would approve a report on reopening of the King County Courthouse South
entrance as requested by Ordinance 15586, Ordinance 15917 and Motion 12335.

BACKGROUND:

Historically, the primary entrance to the Courthouse was on the South side of the
Courthouse in the area that is currently the loading dock. The service entrance to the
Courthouse was at the basement level, which was accessed via a vehicular tunnel
below City Hall Park. The entrance to this tunnel is located at the South end of City Hall
Park between Dilling Way and the Yesler overpass. In 1967, based on increasingly
limited vehicular service access in the basement, the tunnel was abandoned as the
service entrance for the Courthouse. The historic South entrance was converted to a
loading dock and the primary entrance was relocated to the 3™ Avenue and 4™ Avenue
entrances on the first and second floors.

Re-Opening of the South Entrance:

Preliminary planning and design work was undertaken on a South entrance to the
Courthouse until late in 2000. The impact of the Nisqually earthquake in 2001affected
projects at the Courthouse, and ultimately ended work on the South Entrance project at
that time. However, late in 2006, the County Council again asked for updated work on
this project. This “new” work is discussed later in the staff report.

The Courthouse and Seismic Project or CASP project shifted the focus of the
Courthouse construction to more urgent needs. Preliminary work and schematic
drawings for the South Entrance project were completed as late as January of 2001 just
weeks before the earthquake hit. Details of the project as envisioned at the time are
included below:
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Scope:

The scope of work for restoration of the Courthouse South Entry in 2001 included:
Restoration of the historic south entry,

Relocation of loading dock services to the south end of City Hall Park,

City Hall park landscape and hardscape improvements,

Development of a separate WER entrance,

Elevator modifications and addition of new stairs and escalators,
Reconfiguration of 3™ and 4™ Avenue Entrances to Exit only, and

Lobby improvements.

Copies of the South Entry Restoration design (December 2000) and basis of design
narrative prepared by the design team (Coughlin, Porter, Lundeen) are available upon
request.

Schedule:

The direction to initiate a design to restore the historic South Entry to the Courthouse
did not occur until midway through the schematic design phase of the Courthouse
Seismic Project which resulted in the south entrance design slightly behind the schedule
for the core seismic project. Additionally, because the South Entry design included an
interface with the City Hall Park it was necessary to coordinate with City of Seattle and
community stakeholders in an open public process. The Design Development phase for
the core seismic project was concluded on January 19, 2001.

Immediately following the Nisqually Earthquake on February 28, 2001, the Executive
recommended to the Council that design work on the South Entry Restoration alternate
be stopped in order to allow the design team to focus all of their efforts on completion of
the core seismic project. The BFM Committee members concurred with the Executive’s
recommendation and the project was stopped.

Budget:

Because the South Entry was discretionary and not part of the original “Fire and Life
Safety” core seismic project it was tracked separately from the core seismic project. In
order to avoid the possibility of potential future budget and/or permitting conflicts the
South Entry restoration project was tracked as a separate additive bid alternate.
Following the direction to stop work on the South Entry design in March 2001, a final
design development cost estimate for the South Entry Restoration was submitted on
April 5, 2001 for $6.7 million.

Courthouse Seismic Project Construction:

During construction of the Courthouse Seismic Project the existing loading dock and
Jefferson Street were used as the site for the tower crane and construction service
access.
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Courthouse Seismic Project— Lobbies Project:

In June 2003, after the Courthouse Seismic Project was underway, the Executive

proposed Courthouse Lobbies Project that incorporated several elements of the

previous South Entry Restoration Project. The $8.0 million Lobbies Project was
implemented as an amendment to the Courthouse Seismic Project and included
improvements to the 3" Avenue and 4™ Avenue building entrances, reconfiguration of
security access equipment to improve traffic flow and equipment upgrades to improve
elevator service. The project combined art projects and historic finishes to improve the
historic character of the entrance lobbies. The project:

e Reconfigured the entrances on 3™ and 4™ Avenues and upgraded the security
screening equipment and processing layout.

e Upgraded elevator service by activating two additional elevators and provided a
state of the art control system to significantly improve the capability of the existing
elevators. The existing elevator cab interiors were refurbished.

e Provide major architectural refurbishment of the 15t and 2" floor lobbies consistent
with the original Courthouse design.

e Art projects.

The Courthouse Lobbies Project was completed in May 2005. The Courthouse Lobbies
project scope of work did not include restoration of the south entry, relocation of the
loading dock, separate WER entrance, or City Hall Park improvements.

City Hall Park:

- When discussing City Hall Park, to be clear, we're referring to a public park, which is
owned and operated by the City of Seattle and is located at the South end of the King
County Courthouse between Jefferson St. on the North, Dilling Way on the South, 4"
Avenue on the East and 3™ Avenue on the West. This public park covers area of 1.3
acres and contains walking and sitting areas.

The City is currently undertaking a project titled “City Hall Park Improvement Project”
with the goal of transforming City Hall Park into an attractive gateway to downtown
Seattle. The City has further been presenting its redevelopment plan to neighborhood
groups and also briefed the Committee of the Whole on June 5, 2006. The 2006
estimates for the redevelopment project in City Hall Park were $3.5 to $4.0 million. The
Mayor’'s 2005-2006 budget included a request for $500,000 to plan, design and
implement improvements at the park. The City Council chose to include $100,000 for
planning and preliminary design.

The Board of Park Commissioners recommended the schematic design to the Park
Superintendent for approval on June 22, 2006. Following the Superintendent's decision,
the City Council was to be briefed on the design. The most recent public update (June
2007) indicated that the City was postponing any further work for City Hall park until the
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County had progressed further in our design of the South Entrance. It is currently
unclear whether the Superintendent made a decision on schematic design.

The schematic design for City Hall Park Improvements has been reviewed by multiple
parties including a Project Advisory Team, the Seattle Design Commission, and the
Pioneer Square Preservation Board Architectural Review Committee. City of Seattle
Parks Committee briefing on this project has been scheduled by the Chair of the
Committee, Councilmember Tom Rasmussen. King County Councilmembers have
been invited to attend this briefing, to be held on April 22" in the City Hall Chambers.

Prefontaine Fountain:

Councilmembers have also expressed interest in Prefontaine Fountain, which is not
located in City Hall Park, but it directly West of the park across 3™ Avenue. The City
Parks Department has allocated $128,000 to enhance safety, reduce maintenance and
increase resource conservation. This project is also on hold pending the schematic
design decisions on City Hall Park.

Prior Legislative History:

The County Council has passed several pieces of prior legislation related to the re-
opening and historic preservation of the Courthouse South Entrance. A summary is
briefly included below:

Ordinance 15586 (September 2006): appropriated $375,000 for the funding of updates
to the original 2001 designs for the project as well as other due diligence work. This
ordinance also included language noting the importance of a more thorough look at the
space planning efforts and capital project needs for the downtown campus.

Motion 12335 (September 2006): called for a detailed evaluation of
funding options, debt capacity, security and operational impacts, and
access to the courthouse by all branches of King County government and
their employees, jurors and the general public of capital improvements to
renovate and reopen the south entrance to the King County Courthouse
and for the potential closure of the east and west entrances of the
courthouse.

Ordinance 15915 (October 2007): once again called for the report called
for by Motion 12335 to be submitted and also pointed out that decisions of
this magnitude should not be made in absence of vital information such as
the 2006 space plan, which at that time was eighteen months late.

ANALYSIS:

The Executive submitted the Courthouse South Entrance report to the Council in
November 2007. The report addresses several critical issues as directed by the County
Council. Specifically, the report covers:
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o A detailed security staffing and operations evaluations ,

e Study of public use and the impacts to public access of both the reopened
entrance as well as closing the east and west entrances

¢ Outreach to the stakeholder groups that use the building
A detailed study of the identified issues surrounding funding, debt capacity and
operational impacts to branches of KC government

Section A of the report is the Courthouse Utilization Study. OMB conducted a study of
the pedestrian utilization of the courthouse. This study was conducted in July and
August of 2007. The study found, not surprisingly, that pedestrian traffic flows into the
building peaked between 8:00 and 9:00 am as well as 12:30 to 1:30 pm. Also, there are
currently four screening stations:

e 2 on third avenue

¢ 1 on fourth avenue, and

¢ 1 in the tunnel between the courthouse and administration building

The utilization study found that there was a demonstrated need to continue the use of
four screening stations. The report concludes that three screening stations should be
included in the South Entrance with one remaining in the tunnel. The report surmises
that if there were only two screening stations at the South Entrance, it was much more
likely that there would also be long queues at the tunnel entrance.

The utilization study also looked at Courthouse staffing models and the decision of
whether or not to continue operating a loading dock for the Courthouse. Currently there
are 16 screeners and 5 deputy sheriffs to staff the various Courthouse entrances. If the
number of entrances is reduced staffing efficiencies could be achieved through staff
reductions. The Executive looks at four staffing models to view the difference in costs.
These options are summarized below:

e Option 1: Deputies at 3 & 4™ Avenue, as well as a courthouse loading dock.

e Option 2: Deputies at 3 & 4™ Avenues, and no loading dock

e Option 3: No Deputies at 3 & 4™ Avenues and a loading dock

e Option 4: No Deputies at 3™ & 4™ Avenue and no loading dock. The Table

summarizes the various cost implications of the options.

Screeners 16 12 11 12 11

Deputies 5 10 9 5 5

Total Annual Costs | 1,183,000 | 1,306,000 | 1,186,000 | 971,000 918,000

Fiscal Impact 0 123,000 | 3,000 |(212,000)| (265,000)

0O: Committees/Budget & Fiscal Management/Hamacher/Courthouse South Entrance/2007-0618 Courthouse South Entrance
sr phh 4-2-2008
5



As noted above, Option 3 and Option 4 both provide operational savings to the County
over the current model. This table shows only the operational costs. Later in the staff
report when Capital Costs are discussed it will be shown that the value of the capital
cost differences between Option 3 and Option 4 is approximately $8 million.

The study notes that KCSO recommends continued staffing at 3 & 4™ Avenue, even if
the doors are converted to exit only. The Executive recommendation in this report is
that, if the county moves forward, no deputies be stationed on the 3 & 4™ Avenue
exits.

Stakeholder Outreach Efforts: '

FMD performed an outreach study seeking comment from principal user groups of the
Courthouse. FMD solicited comments from the following groups regarding renovation
and relocation of entrances to a new South entrance:

King County Superior Court

King County District Court

King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office

King County Sheriff

Department of Judicial Administration

Office of Civil Rights Enforcement

Pioneer Square Historic Board

King County Landmarks Board

King County Bar Association

The report notes that: Restoring the south entrance was supported by all stakeholder
groups provided that the level of security is not reduced and the City Hall park is
cleaned up.” The letters sent by the various stakeholders are included in the report,
beginning on page 58. The District Court’s letter appears to have been omitted from this
report, and a copy is included as Attachment 4. The letters appear to reach a somewhat
different conclusion to that described by the stakeholder statements summary in the
report. It may be more appropriate to label the tone of the letters as recognizing the
historical significance of the project, but also raising serious concerns regarding the
operation of the building.

Appendix B to the report contains a narrative summary of the comments received. Note:
it appears that the Council and other Legislative Branch agencies like the Auditor and
Clerk were not included in this outreach effort.

Project Capital Improvement Costs:

The biggest single question regarding this project is the future of a loading dock facility
within the Courthouse. The current Courthouse loading dock facility is in the location of
the historical entrance to the building. The renovated South entrance would replace the
loading dock. This necessitates a choice of whether to continue to have a loading dock
in the Courthouse. This decision is approximately a $8.3 million dollar choice:
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o Capital Cost with a loading dock: $16.5 - $16.8 million
» Capital Cost without a loading dock: $8.5 - $8.9 million

The utilization study discussed earlier in this staff report found that the Courthouse
loading dock is an under-used facility. Deliveries to and from the Courthouse could be
made via either the “old” loading facility located underneath City Hall Park or into the
Administration building or a “new” administration building with a modern facility.

Several of the stakeholder groups noted the possible operational impacts of not having
a loading facility within the Courthouse. Also, the report notes that there may be other
operational cost increases associated with not having a loading facility in the building.
The example that was cited was the possible need for additional janitorial staff to
transport garbage from the Courthouse to one of the other county ioading facilities. The
Executive would not support a project to rebuild the loading facility in the Courthouse.

Life-Cycle Project Costs:

As noted above, the project costs will be between $8.5 and $16.9 million depending on
the choices made surrounding the loading dock facility and staffing. The report
discusses both the capital project costs which are relatively straight forward, depending
on the choices surrounding a loading dock facility, and also looks at a project life-cycle
costs which essentially credits the project for operational savings (if any).

The project has received an $800,000 grant from the Historic County Courthouse
Rehabilitation Grant Program of Washington, which is also credited to all the various
options.

Table 2: Life-Cycle Capital Cost Estimates

Capital Costs 16,500,000 | 8,500,000 | 16,900,000 | 8,900,000
Annual Staffing 123,000 3,000 (212,000) (265,000)
Life-Cycle Capital 10,700,000 | 5,300,000 | 10,900,000 | . 5,600,000
Life-Cycle Staffing 1,600,000 - (2,700,000) | (3,400,000)

Total Life Cycle Costs | 12,300,000 | 5,300,000 | 8,200,000 | 2,200,000

Annual Debt Payments 1,113,954 | 546,334 1,142,335 574,715

Project Financing:
The prior legislative action also called for an analysis of the debt capacity associated
with the South entrance project. The report notes that over the next few years, the
County will be issuing permanent debt for the following project:

o Jail Integrated Security & Jail Health Projects

¢ Elections Facility
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e Data Center Replacement
e Accountable Business Transformation (ABT)

If these costs are included into the current general fund debt, the remaining total
indebtedness the County could incur without exceeding our current debt limit is
approximately $27 million. That amount is sufficient to cover the costs of the options
presented for this project, but it does not allow for a significant amount of debt capacity
for other, potentially high priority, county projects. The County is currently undertaking
planning processes for a number of agencies, including:

e District Court
Superior Court
King County Sherriff's Office
Adult and Juvenile Detention
Health Department

The report correctly points out that final decisions on these projects have not been
made. Depending on the mix of projects for these agencies, if any, the remaining debt
capacity could be exhausted. Certainly with the case of expanding the capacity of the
adult and juvenile detention systems would exhaust all remaining debt and it is likely
that voter approved funding would be necessary for this type of expansion. The various
projects that might be approved for the agencies listed above would be funded from the
same county resources as the South entrance project.

Use of Proceeds from the Sale of the North Kingdome Lot:

One of the options contemplated for paying a portion of the construction costs of the
South Entrance is the Kingdome North Lot sale, expected to close in late 2008 or 2009.
Currently, under county code, ten percent of the sale of current expense owned ’
property is transferred to the County’s cultural development authority, 4Culture. In this
case, ten percent is roughly $1 million. The report indicates that the County could
instead use these funds for the Courthouse South Entrance.

In adopting the 2008 budget, the Council identified $2 million of the sale of the North Lot
as funding that could ultimately go towards the Courthouse South Entrance project. This
identification was made in the current expense fund financial plan, which was adopted
as an attachment to the 2008 budget.

Remaining Issues to Consider: v

There are several issues still to consider with regard to moving forward on a renovated
South Entrance project. The first is the consideration of a New Administration
Building on the site of the current administration building. While this building would
eliminate the need for a Courthouse loading dock, or additional staffing related to
garbage removal, it may require significant county investment.
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Next, the single biggest decision to make within the scope of the project is the final
determination on a loading dock facility. Currently, the Executive, according to the
report, would not support an option whereby a new loading dock facility was built in the
Courthouse. The stakeholders have raised this as an issue of concern.

The capital cost estimates include new security screening equipment that is more
efficient than currently in use. The report envisions a new South Entrance with state-of-
the-art security equipment that maximizes security operations as well as traffic flow.
Specifically, this includes:

e Monitors greeting the public and broadcasting instructions upon entry to the

building
¢ Walk through metal detectors sized for ADA accessibility
¢ Smaller X-Ray machines with longer rollout tables on each end

The report notes that ultimately advances in security technology could reduce the need
to keep three security stations at the South Entrance. This would lead to increased cost
savings.

Enhanced King County Courthouse security has been discussed for much of the last
year. In 2007 the Council adopted an ordinance requiring a county-wide security plan as
well as appropriating $200,000 for immediate upgrading or “hardening” of the
courthouse. Future decisions on enhanced security within the Courthouse, especially
those that involve staffing and ongoing costs, may ultimately need to be considered
when making a final decision on moving forward with a revised South Entrance project.

Finally, the report highlights that the staircases from the South Entrance down to the
first floor will require removal of two elevator entries on the South side of the floor. The
escalators taking the majority of pedestrians up to the second floor will impact
conference room and hallway space on the second floor. This issue has been raised as
a concern by the stakeholders. The ADA elevator taking disabled visitors up to the
second floor and down to the first will affect the food service area on the first floor.
These space planning issues will likely need to be discussed in the broader context of a
county-wide space plan.

REASONABLENESS:

The report appears to address the various aspects outline in the policy motion. As such,
adoption of the report would constitute a reasonable business decision. It should be
noted, that the adoption of the report merely indicates that the Executive has met the
requirements laid out in Motion 12335, it does not commit the County or the Council to
any of the options presented in the report. That decision would ultimately be made via
an appropriations ordinance including the capital improvement project.

There are improper references to prior legislative action contained as part of the motion.
To correct these errors, the Chair has directed staff to prepare a striking amendment to
the motion. This amendment corrects the legislative references and adds clarifying
language regarding the future of the project.
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INVITED:
Bob Cowan, Director, Office of Management and Budget
Kathy Brown, Director, Facilities Management Division

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Proposed Motion 2007-0618
2. Transmittal Letter Dated November 8, 2007
3. Courthouse South Entrance Report
4. District Court Letter dated May 7, 2007
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ATTACHMENT 1
m Kl N G CO U NTY 1200 King County Courthouse

516 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

King County Signature Report

March 31, 2008

Motion

Proposed No. 2007-0618.1 Sponsors Phillips, Constantine and Ferguson

A MOTION adopting the King County Courthouse South

Entrance Renovation Report.

WHEREAS, the 2006 Budget Ordinance included a proviso calling for a study of
design options and potential operations impacts resulting from renovation and relocation
of the King County Courthouse entry to its original location on the south side of the
building, and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 15915 appropriated funds for the first phase of study for
the potential to sell King Street Center and to further analyze redevelopment of the King
County Administration Building, and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 15915 also called upon the executive to, among other
things, transmit to council a report regarding the evaluation of capital improvements to
renovate and reopen the south entrance of the King County Courthouse, and

WHEREAS, the executive has transmitted the report as requested and council has
reviewed the report;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT MOVED by the Council of King County:




Motion

17 The King County Courthouse South Entrance Renovation Report, Attachment A
18 to this motion, is hereby adopted.
19

KING COUNTY COUNCIL

KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

ATTEST:

Attachments A. King County Courthouse South Entrance Renovation Report--November 2007




ATTACHMENT 2

November &, 2007

The Honorable Larry Gossett
Chair, King County Council
Room 1200
COURTHOUSE

Dear Councilmember Gossett:

Enclosed is the King County Courthouse South Entrance Renovation Options Report and a
proposed motion adopting the report. The Report responds to a 2006 Budget Proviso calling
for a study of design options and potential operations impacts resulting from renovation and
relocation of the King County Courthouse (KCC) entry to its original location on the south side
of the building.

The Proviso text reads:
“SECTION 1. Findings.

A.  Historically the primary entrance to the courthouse was on the south side of the
building in the area that currently functions as the loading dock to the courthouse, adjacent to
City Hall Park.

B. The City of Seattle is currently undertaking a project titled: “City Hall Park
Improvement Project” with the goal of transforming the City Hall Park into an attractive
gateway to downtown Seattle.

C. Itis a common goal of all branches of King County government using the
courthouse and the City of Seattle to improve the safety, cleanliness, and usefulness of City
Hall Park. The reopening of the courthouse south entrance supports the objectives for City Hall
Park.

D. Reopening of the south entrance would physically integrate the downtown King
County campus, encouraging way-finding between the courthouse, new county office building,
King County administration building and the Yesler building.

E. King County has a policy that establishes a limit on the use of current expense
fund revenues for debt service. This policy was formally adopted in Motion 11196, approved
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The Honorable Larry Gossett
November 8, 2007
Page 2

by the council on May 7, 2001, and requires that annual debt service payments shall not exceed
five percent of the current expense fund’s net revenue available for debt service.

F. The reopened south entrance would require both security staffing and equipment.
The potential closure of the east and west entrance may mitigate or offset these security costs,
and could potentially fund the debt service for reopening the south entrance. A detailed
security staffing and operations evaluation is needed to determine final costs and savings
opportunities.

G. The use by the public of the reopened south entrance will be affected by whether
one or both of the east and west entrances are closed. A study of public use and the impacts
to public access of both the reopened south entrance and the potential closure of the east
and west entrances is needed.

H. The reopening of the south entrance and the potential closure of the east and west
entrances would impact all branches of King County government including the elected officials
and staff of the King County sheriff, the King County council, superior court, district court and
the prosecuting attorney as well as the jurors and the general public. Outreach and
consultation with all of these groups and the public is needed prior to any final decision
about the reopening the south entrance and closing the east and west entrances.

I. While immediate funding of design work is prudent and appropriate, King County
should not proceed to construction of the south entrance until a detailed study of the ‘
identified issues of funding, debt capacity, security and operational impact and access to
the courthouse by all branches of King County government and their employees, jurors
and the general public is concluded and adopted by the council.”

[emphasis added]
Ordinance 15915 made a similar request of the Executive.

In August, 2006, I transmitted a proposal for an appropriation for a study of the KCC south
entry project. The proposal ultimately resulted in the budget proviso requesting the enclosed
report. In the proposal letter, I noted that I believed further analysis of the funding options and
operations impacts of a renovated south entry project were necessary before legislation
appropriated funds for construction. At the time, the cost estimate for the project was $7.84
million, including the $375,000 allocated in the Proviso. My letter raised concerns that the
$7.84 million cost of a renovated KCC south entry would greatly impact the General
Government Capital Improvement Program (CIP) funding capacity, relative to the county’s
other important capital projects priorities.

Over the past year, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and Facilities Management
Division (FMD) staff examined the potential options for renovating and reopening the south
entrance. The enclosed Report addresses the staffing options and public access resulting from
relocating the current KCC security screening stations at street level to the original south
entrance . It integrates the comments received from patrons of the KCC and other interested -
stakeholders regarding a reopening of the south entry, and provides a funding analysis of the
life cycle costs for different renovation options.
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OMB developed a range of security staffing options that varied based on the level of security
and the hours of operation for the loading dock. The costs ranged from Option 1, which creates
$123,000 in annual operating costs over and above current levels to Option 4, which provides
$265,000 in operational savings in comparison to current costs. The highest cost option would
provide security personnel at the Third and Fourth Avenue exits and the Courthouse Loading
Dock. The lowest cost option provides no security personnel at the Third and Fourth Avenue
exits and assumes that there will be no Courthouse loading dock. FMD developed a range of
capital costs for renovating the South Entrance. The costs ranged from $16.8 million to $8.5
million. The difference between the two estimates is the construction cost of a new Courthouse
loading dock.

The combination of capital costs and associated labor cost adjustment can be addressed on a
long term basis in life-cycle cost analysis. Renovating and reopening the south entry can be
achieved for an estimated 40 year life cycle capital cost between $12.3 and $2.2 million. All
options maintain the current number of street-level security screening stations (three), moved to
a restored south entrance, and convert the Third and Fourth Avenue entrances to exit-only.
Doing so creates operations efficiencies through streamlined operations at the new south
entryway. The $12.3 million option rebuilds the KCC loading dock and provides increased in-
person security staffing at the loading dock and the Third and Fourth Avenue exits. The
$2.2million option eliminates the KCC loading dock and does not provide heightened security
above current levels '

Two critical factors in a south entry restoration become readily apparent after reviewing the
Report. First, the likely operational cost savings gained by consolidating security screening in
the south entrance lobby are lost if additional security is required at new pedestrian exits at the
present Third and Fourth Avenue entrances. FMD has identified a rotating “sallyport” door
that prevents reentry by patrons exiting the KCC. King County Sheriff’s Office (KCSO)
personnel have not endorsed the concept of an exit door which does not require security
staffing. If an agreement cannot be reached with KCSO on a security option that does not
require additional staff, then in order to achieve maximum security savings the 3™ and 4
avenue doors would only be monitored as is the case with other fire exit doors. To a great
extent, this issue is peripheral to the capital renovation of the south entry, and perhaps one more
appropriate for larger discussion with KCSO regarding overall KCC security. For example, the
Report does not address the recent United States Marshal’s Service recommendations regarding
KCC security. Regardless, any cost savings achieved by consolidating the security screening
stations in the south lobby quickly diminish if security staffing is heightened above current
levels.

Second, eliminating the KCC loading dock drastically lowers the overall project price. OMB’s
evaluation of loading dock use showed that the current loading dock is utilized sporadically.
FMD believes that the existing tunnel access from both Fourth Avenue and the County
Administration Building are sufficient to maintain operations at the KCC until a new
centralized loading dock facility is constructed within the New Administration Building. This
approach creates savings in operations costs by eliminating the need for individualized security
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staffing at the underutilized KCC loading dock. It also creates potential additional savings in
overall operations costs by consolidating delivery operations in the proposed New
Administration Building.

While the cost savings associated with eliminating the KCC loading dock are large, the
relationship of the KCC loading dock and the New Administration building must be
understood. If a New Administration building is built, the lack of a loading dock at KCC can be
easily and efficiently accommodated by the new building. However, if the New Administration
Building is not constructed, there will be operational impacts such as trash handling to be
addressed due to the lack of a loading dock at the KCC. In addition, future circumstances
could create increased demand for traditional loading dock services. For example, if there is a
substantial remodel of the KCC for CID, the PAO or Superior Court, there might be significant
operational impacts to the daily operations without a KCC loading dock. With additional
analysis, it is certainly possible to address these potential impacts, but I want to be certain the
council understands the concern if the New Administration Building does not occur.

As I noted in my August, 2006 proposal letter, the City of Seattle is progressing with its Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) plan to make substantial improvements to City Hall Park. FMD is
coordinating with City of Seattle staff in this undertaking. The City and the county share a
common purpose in improving the safety, cleanliness, and usefulness of City Hall Park.
Reopening the south entrance of the KCC is the critical centerpiece of these efforts. The
increased pedestrian traffic utilizing the Park through the restored south entry makes the City’s
project worthwhile; maintaining the existing Courthouse loading dock would prevent the Park
from attracting sufficient patrons to reinvigorate the area. The restoration of the Courthouse
south entrance is the catalyst for, and depends upon, the simultaneous restoration of City Hall
Park.

Recent discussions with the City have identified possible approaches for granting the county
long-term administrative control of City Hall Park. This approach would allow the City’s CIP
plan to be combined with a south entry renovation as a single capital project, maximizing
project efficiencies and minimizing disruption to KCC tenants and the general public. Planning
and coordination of project design between the county and City is ongoing. The operating
costs associated with Park administrative control have not been included in the life cycle cost
analysis because the operating costs have not been calculated at this stage of the negotiations
and the county has not decided whether to take administrative control of the City Hall Park.

While I remain excited about the potential to move forward with a renovation of the KCC south
entrance project, I remain concerned that the potential project costs may significantly impact
other high priority projects likely to rely upon debt financing.

As described in the South Entry proviso response, the county’s general fund debt capacity is
constrained by debt issuances anticipated for priority projects in the next few years. This list
includes the Elections facility purchase, the Accountable Business Transformation project, and
the Data Center. The debt capacity may also be reduced by projects identified in the facility
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master plans for the District Court, Superior Court, Department of Adult and Juvenile
Detention, the King County Sheriff’s Office and the Public Health Department and a
recommendation made to the council by the King County Financial Policies Advisory Task
Force to include 63/20 debt financing costs in the calculation of the county’s debt capacity
ratio. This would require the Chinook Building and Garage Current Expense fund share of debt
payments to be included in the debt capacity calculation. It could also require the Current
Expense portion of 63/20 debt issued for the New County Administration Building to be
considered in the calculation if the project were financed in whole or in part with 63/20 debt. If
approved, the South Entry capital costs can be offset in part with an $800,000 grant from the
Historic County Courthouse Rehabilitation Grant Program from the Washington Trust for
Historic Preservation.

The only near term Current Expense fund property revenue source that could be made available
to finance the South Entry project is the anticipated $10 million in proceeds from the sale of the
~ north half of the north parking lot of the former Kingdome (hereafter refereed to as the North
Lot). According to the King County Code, ten percent of the property sale proceeds is to be
transferred to 4Culture. At the direction of the King County Council the 10% share could be
targeted to benefit the South Entry project. The use of North Lot sale proceeds for the
Courthouse South Entrance project would be contingent upon the successful conclusion of the
North Lot purchase/sale negotiations, and a commitment by the City of Seattle to make park
improvements.

Executive Recommendation

Given the financial constraints King County faces today and the projected deficits we face in
2009 and 2010, I believe we cannot afford to increase operational costs and consume debt with
this project. I am therefore recommending that if the council chooses to proceed with the South
Entrance project, it implements Option 4, the least cost option. This means including three
security stations at the South Entrance and exit only doors on Third and Fourth Avenues and
eliminating the loading dock reconstruction. However we need to continue the analysis of
security staffing needs at the Third and Fourth Avenue doors. While it appears feasible to use
exit only doors without staffing, this issue should be included in the scope of the Security
Master Plan consultant study proposed in my 2008 Executive Proposed Budget. On November
7 the council directed council staff to reallocate money from Security Master Plan to other
KCC security improvements. I would urge the council not to reallocate that money and instead
allow me to proceed with a full and thorough study of all the security needs of the KCC before
any action is funded. This project and several others require that Security Master Plan
evaluation.

Finally, given the constrained debt capacity, I recommend that the Council rely on the North
Lot sale proceeds for project financing. These proceeds can fully cover the cost of Option 4.
However this budget action should be contingent upon the receipt of the North Lot sale
proceeds and a satisfactory commitment by the City of Seattle to make park improvements. As
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a reminder, our current North Lot agreements contemplate that we will not be receiving those
sale proceeds until at least July of 2008 and possibly not until the end of 2008 or early 2009.

Please feel free to call Kathy Brown, Director, Facilities Management Division at 296-0631 or
Bob Cowan, Director, Office of Management and Budget at 296-3434 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Ron Sims
King County Executive

Enclosures

cc: King County Councilmembers
ATTN:. Ross Baker, Chief of Staff
Nancy Glaser, Interim Policy Staff Director
Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council
Frank Abe, Communications Director
The Honorable Mayor Nickels, City of Seattle
Tim Ceis, Deputy Executive Office (EO)
Bob Cowan, Office of Management and Budget Director
James J. Buck, County Administrative Officer, Department of Executive
Services (DES) :
The Honorable Dan Satterberg, King County Prosecuting Attorney
The Honorable Michael Trickey, Presiding Judge, Superior Court
The Honorable Barbara Linde, Presiding Judge, District Court
The Honorable Sue Rahr, King County Sheriff
Reed Holtgeerts, Director, Department of Adult and Juvenile Detention
Kathy Brown, Director, Facilities Management Division (FMD), DES
Noel Treat, Deputy Director, FMD DES
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Executive Summary

In August of 2006, the King County Council adopted Ordinance 15333. Ordinance
15333 requires a study and review of design options and operations changes for a
potential renovation and reopening of the south entrance to the King County Courthouse
(KCC). This report identifies the costs and logistical changes of relocating the
Courthouse entrance to the historical south entry in conjunction with closure of the
current entrances on Third Avenue and Fourth Avenues.

Ordinance 15333, Section 114 identified four specific areas of concern to be addressed
within the report:

e “A detailed security staffing and operations evaluation is needed to determine
final costs and savings opportunities”;’

e “A study of public use and the impacts to public access of both the reopened
south entrance and the potential closure of the east and west entrances is
needed”;’

e “Outreach and consultation with all of these groups and the public is needed prior
to any final decision about the reopening the south entrance and closing the east
and west entrances”;> and

e “A detailed study of the identified issues of funding, debt capacity, security and
operational impact and access to the courthouse by all branches of King County
government and their em4ployees, jurors and the general public is concluded and
adopted by the council.”

The initial design concept prepared by FMD provided for two screening stations at the
renovated south entrance, in concert with closing the Third and Fourth Avenue entrances.
The Third and Fourth Avenue doorways would become exit only. The King County
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) evaluated this configuration in a 2007 study
of the pedestrian traffic utilization of the three existing entrances to the KCC (currently
Third Avenue, Fourth Avenue, and the tunnel from the King County Administration
Building).

Courthouse Utilization Study
The utilization study results indicated two critical factors in a South Entrance renovation:

e A loss in the present number of street-level screening stations (three) could result
in significant lines during peak entry times, and

! Ordinance 1533, Section 114 at Paragraph F.
% 1d., at Paragraph G.

31d., at Paragraph H.

4 1d., at Paragraph L.
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e Reconfiguration of the current entrances on Third and Fourth Avenues presents
potential additional operational costs if court deputies must monitor the exits.

Following review of OMB’s utilization study, FMD and King County Sheriff’s Office
(KCSO) developed an entryway configuration that accommodates three screening
stations in the South entrance. Under this configuration, no net loss of the present
number of screening stations occurs. Potential operational cost savings resulting from a
reduction of the total number of screeners needed to monitor the screening stations is
maximized under this configuration. The utilization study is included as Appendix A to
this report. A diagram of the south entryway featuring three screening stations is
included within Appendix E.

Staffing and Operations Changes

The KCSO staffing options included in the OMB pedestrian study present alternatives
regarding staffing at the Third and Fourth Avenue exits. The Department of Executive
Services, Facilities Management Division (FMD) has identified a “sallyport” door that
could prevent re-entry into the Courthouse by exiting patrons. However, KCSO staff
recommend additional court deputies to monitor these exits. The addition of these staff
presents an operational fiscal impact greater than present-day operational costs,
independent of other changes. Given these costs, other potential monitoring options
(cameras, re-entry alarms, etc.) should be considered for further study.

Loading Dock Alternatives

The KCC loading dock is currently open eight hours a day. The OMB utilization study
observed that the use of the loading dock is minimal. Eliminating the loading dock
presents potentially significant cost savings in project capital costs and in ongoing
operations costs (due to the lack of need for security personnel dedicated to the loading
dock). FMD has provided project cost estimates that both provide for a new KCC
loading dock and another eliminating the present loading dock without replacement.
Total project costs with the inclusion of a new loading dock facility are $16,800,000 (see
Option 3). Total project costs without a new loading dock are $8,500,000 (see Option 2).

This report contains.the response to the study items identified within Ordinance 15333,
Section 114:

Appendix A, the utilization study prepared by OMB, addresses the items called out in
Ordinance 15333, Section 114 Paragraphs F. and G. regarding public access to the King
County Courthouse and the evaluation of changes to security staffing and operations
resulting for a renovated and relocated South entrance.

Appendix B contains a report summarizing the outreach to principal user groups of the
Courthouse and their responses, as requested in paragraph H.

,ﬂ,
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Appendix C contains life cycle cost analyses of the present project cost for a renovated
south entry with and without a new loading dock underneath City Hall park. Together
with the utilization study, these analyses provide the financial data called for in paragraph
L.

Appendix D contains the Conceptual Design Estimate Summary prepared by consultants
The Robinson Company, and CIP Project Cost Estimate Summaries for project costs with
and without construction of a new loading dock.

Appendix E contains examples of the “sallyport” exit doors for the current Third and
Fourth Avenue entrances and other design development drawings for the project to date.
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A. King County Courthouse Utilization Study

In 2007, the King County Office of Management and Budget conducted a study of the
pedestrian utilization of the three existing entrances to the King County Courthouse, and
the potential changes to pedestrian traffic and security staffing and operations resulting
from a relocation of the entrance to the south side of the building. From this, OMB
extrapolated the effect on KCSO security staffing levels in four potential options. The
lowest cost option resulted in $265,000 in annual savings in operations costs. The
highest cost option resulted in an additional $123,000 in operations costs.

a. Utilization Study Findings Regarding Pedestrian Access and Public Use Impacts

There are four screening stations at the Courthouse entrances: two at the Third Avenue
entrance, and one each at the Fourth Avenue and tunnel’ entrances. The utilization study
observed the average hourly pedestrian traffic at each of the three Courthouse entrances
and the loading dock, resulting in six findings:

o Pedestrian traffic flows in a predictable pattern with peaks between 8:00 and 9:00
AM. and 12:30 and 1:30 P.M. .
Queues longer than 10 persons are directly related to the pedestrian traffic flow.
Different scenarios exist regarding the level of use of the tunnel entrance if the
Third and Fourth Avenue entrances are closed in favor of a new south entrance.

e The likelihood of long lines forming increases exponentially if the total number of
screening stations is reduced below four.

Four screening stations are required to meet peak pedestrian traffic flows.
The loading dock is underutilized and should be considered for elimination.

b. South Entrance Configuration

FMD recently developed an entryway configuration that accommodates three screening
stations in the South entrance. This configuration would maximize the potential savings -
that result from a reduction of the total number of screeners needed to monitor the
Courthouse screening stations by allowing closure of the Third and Fourth Avenue
entrances. In addition, limiting the street ingress to the south entrance maximizes the
objectives in revitalizing the area of City Hall Park, by coordinating pedestrian traffic
through the park into a single street level entry.

c. Staffing Needs for Entrance Alternatives

Currently, 16 screeners and 5 deputy sheriffs are needed to staff the Courthouse
entrances. If the total number of entrances is reduced, efficiencies can be achieved
through a reduction in screening station hours. However, there could be a need for
additional security staff at the closed 3™ and 4™ Avenue exits.

3 The tunnel entrance is located in the basement of the King County Administration Building, screening
access to the tunnel connecting the King County Courthouse from the Administration Building.

.,25_.




2007-0618

The utilization study produced four options for staffing the reconfigured South Entrance
The operational fiscal impact of each of the options within the utilization study highlights
two major cost factors:

e Security Levels: The need for additional security has the greatest impact on

operational costs. The Sheriff’s Office recommends posting staff at the 3" and 4"
Avenue exits. Alternatively, capital equipment (e.g. sallyport doors with security
cameras, alarms, etc.) could be installed in lieu of stationed personnel.
e Loading Dock Hours: The hours of loading dock could also impact operational
costs. If the loading dock is eliminated, there could be additional savings in
staffing costs.

Table 1. Operational Security Staffing Options

Current Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4
Staffing
Deputies at Deputies at No Deputies at No Deputies at
374" Ave 3/4™ Ave 34/ 4" Ave 39/4™ Ave
Loading Dock | No Loading Dock Loading Dock No Loading
Dock
Screeners 16 12 1 12 11
Deputies 5 10 9 5 5
Total Annual $1,183,000 $1,306,000 $1,186,000 $971,000 $918,000
Costs
Fiscal Impact $0 $123,000 $3,000 ($212,000) ($265,000)

Based on the utilization study, the primary driver of total annual operational costs is the
security used at the exit only doors at the 3" and 4™ Avenue exits.

c. Other Staffing Needs

This analysis did not look at staffing needs outside of entrance security. For example, if

the loading dock is eliminated, there could be additional needs for janitorial services to
transport garbage out of the Courthouse. These additional needs will need to be

considered if the project moves forward without the loading dock.

B. Outreach to Principal User Groups and Public

FMD performed an outreach study seeking comment from principal user groups of the
Courthouse. FMD solicited comments from the following groups regarding renovation
and relocation of entrances to the South entrance:

¢ King County Superior Court

¢ King County District Court

¢ King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office

. ﬂ%/.,
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King County Sheriff

" Department of Judicial Administration
Office of Civil Rights Enforcement
Pioneer Square Historic Board
King County Landmarks Board
King County Bar Association

Restoring the south entrance was supported by all stakeholder groups provided that the
level of security is not reduced and the City Hall park is cleaned up. A narrative matrix
of responstve stakeholder comments is included in the outreach study, attached as
Appendix B. General comments from principal users focused upon:
¢ Ensuring adequate security appropriate to the Courthouse and City Hall park, and
¢ Providing sufficient ADA access for persons with disabilities, including a
passenger load/unload zone as close to the entrance as possible. The current zone
is on Fourth Avenue.
e Retaining the same number of screening stations to prevent excessive wait times
to enter the Courthouse.

C. Funding Analysis of South Entry Renovation

FMD applied a life cycle cost analysis to each of the four options within the utilization
study, assuming both construction of new loading dock facility and no new loading dock
with a project life cycle of 40 years and a discount rate of 7%. Initial costs are reduced
$7.9 million by eliminating the loading dock facility. Under the lowest cost option,
additional life cycle costs for a renovated south entry are estimated at $2.2 million.
Under the highest cost option, total life cycle costs equal $12.3 million

- a Project Capital Cost Estimates

FMD prepared two cost estimate summaries for the project capital costs: one including a
new loading dock underneath City Hall Park, accessed by the existing tunnel off of
Fourth Avenue at the Jefferson Street right-of-way, and the second without the loading
dock. Both cost estimate summaries include the renovation of the south entryway and
lobby area, including escalators and ADA elevator.

Total project costs with the inclusion of a new loading dock facility are $16,800,000 (See
Option 3) Total project costs without a new loading dock are $8,500,000 (See Option 2).

In addition, the project is the recipient of an $800,000 grant from the Historic County

Courthouse Rehabilitation Grant Program of the Washington Trust for Historic
Preservation. This grant amounts are applied within the life cycle costs analysis below.

b. Life Cycle Costs Analysis
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A life cycle costs analysis was applied to the OMB utilization study options that
consolidated the current KCC street entrances into a single south entrance with three
monitoring stations. Options 1 and 2 assume that additional security staff will be posted
at the 3" and 4% Avenue exits. Options 2 and 4 assume that a new loading dock will not
need to be built.

Table 2. Life Cycle Cost Analysis

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4
Deputies at  Deputies at 3rd  No Deputies at  No Deputies at
3rd / 4th Ave / 4th Ave 3rd/4thAven  3rd/4th Ave
4 Hr. Loading No Loading 4 Hr. Loading No Loading
Dock Dock Dock Dock
3rd and 4th avenue exit staffing yes Yes no no
3rd and 4th Avenue Security
Doors no No yes yes
Loading Dock 4 0 4 0
Loading Dock Included yes No yes No
Capital Cost $16,500,000 $8,500,000 $16,900,000 $8,900,000
Historic Preservation Grant ($800,000) ($800,000) ($800,000) ($800,000)
Annual Staffing Cost ' $123,000 $3,000 ($212,000) ($265,000)
LCC Capital $10,700,000 $5,300,000 $10,900,000 $5,600,000
LCC Security Staffing $1,600,000 $0 ($2,700,000) ($3,400,000)
Total LCC $12,300,000 $5,300,000 $8,200,000 $2,200,000
Debt Financing Annual
Payments $1,113,954 -$546,334 $1,142,335 $574,715
Debt Payments with Staffing
cost $1,236,954 $549,334 $930,335 $309,715
Notes:

Capital cost assumes 25 year financing at 5% with 6% interim financing and transaction costs.

LCC Capital costs includes replacement of the elevator and escalators.

Staffing costs assume 3% annual inflation on salaries. Staffing costs do not include increases in janitorial
or maintenance costs.

Analysis period is 40 years and use of a 7% real discount rate
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Under the highest cost option, total life cycle costs equal $11.9 million over 40 years.
Under Option 4, total life cycle costs for a renovation of the KCC south entrance total
$1.9 million. The primary cost drivers are the level of security staff and the construction
of the new loading dock. The operating costs associated with Park administrative control
have not been included in the life cycle cost analysis because the operating costs have not
been calculated at this stage of the negotiations and the County has not decided whether
to take administrative control of the City Hall Park. The operating costs do not include
any additional janitorial or maintenance costs that could be associated with the
elimination of the KCC loading dock.

¢. Financing Issues

The Council Adopted South Entry Motion called for an evaluation of funding
considerations including debt capacity, grants, and property sale revenue.

Debt Capacity: The Current Expense fund debt policy limits debt payment levels to 5%
of general fund revenue. Debt scheduled to be issued in the next few years will provide
financing for the Integrated Security and Jail Health Project, the Elections facility, the
Data Center replacement, and the Accountable Business Transformation project. Based
on this planned debt issuance the unallocated general find debt capacity is estimated to be
approximately $27 million in 2012 This equates to a 4.65% debt ratio, or 80% of total
debt capacity. Taking a longer view, there won’t be significant retirement of debt until

.2017. Therefore, any unanticipated debt issuances between 2012 and 2017 will put the
County at risk of exceeding the debt limit.

There are two other risk factors to consider in the debt capacity projections. First, the
Debt Advisory Task Force has recommended that the debt ratio include the Current
Expense fund share of the debt payments in the 63/20 financing arrangements. If
approved, this policy change would move the Current Expense Fund closer to the debt
limit as the Chinook Building debt payments would be included. The Current Expense
Fund share of the Chinook Building debt has not been deducted from the $75 million of
remaining capacity pending action on the recommended policy decision.

Second, the County is in varying stages of an unprecedented number of facility master
planning efforts. The District Court, Superior Court, King County Sheriff’s Office, the
Department of Adult and Juvenile Detention and the Health Department will each have a
facility master plan. While it is too early to know the combination of projects that may
be approved for debt financing it should be noted that, taken together, these projects
amount to a total significantly greater than the amount of available debt capacity. In
particular, the potential cost of adult detention facility capacity expansion, by itself, will
exceed the available debt capacity. Though a proposed voter approved levy may be
considered at a later date there are likely to competing levy proposals on the ballot in the

,’222._
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next few years. It may be necessary to use remaining debt capacity to fund capital
projects that represent an immediate need.

Grants: The cost analysis table on page 8 indicates the availability of an $800,000
Historic County Courthouse Rehabilitation Grant Program of the Washington Trust for
Historic Preservation. This grant has been awarded on a reimbursement basis and
specifies specific project costs that have been included in the project cost estimates.

Property Sales: At the time of the Courthouse Lobby project approval in 2003 there
were two district court sales pending. This $2.3 million of Current Expense fund
property sale proceeds was earmarked to provide revenue backing for a share of the $6.7
million of project costs. In August of 2007 the Executive proposed the sale of the
Kingdome North Lot. Though the sale remains in negotiation, it is estimated that the net
sale proceeds could be approximately $8.8 million after adjustments for transaction costs
and the 10% transfer to the Cultural Development Authority. The North Lot transmittal
letter recommended that the sale proceeds be reserved in the Current Expense fund to
address the potential capital projects listed in the August 2007 transmittal letter excerpt
shown below:

“Yesler/Courthouse Campus Current Expense Reserve

The almost ten million dollars in net proceeds provides King County with several unique
and unprecedented opportunities to transform the sometimes troubled Yesler/City Hall
Park area into a thriving and vibrant gateway to Pioneer Square and the North Lot
development. :

There are many important Executive and County Council initiatives in or around the
Courthouse campus that are in various stages of analysis and implementation. These

include:

e Securing development rights or title to properties immediately west of the New
County Office Building; '

e Potential housing, and redevelopment/improvement of the Courthouse campus
itself, either on Goat Hill or in the Yesler area;

e Restoring a new south entrance to the Courthouse and linked improvements to
City Hall Park; '

e Replacing the existing King County Administration Building with a2 modern new
office tower; and

e Removing the sky bridge from the jail to the Courthouse.
These options continue and support the initiatives set in motion with the development of

the North Half Lot for making downtown a more livable and family friendly community.

10
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These options also preserve and enhance King County government services and real
property investments in the downtown core.

As a result of our conversations with multiple parties such as the City of Seattle, the
Seattle Housing Authority, private developers and others, it has become clear that each of
these projects might be linked in ways that benefit all of them. For example, the public
benefits of the potential housing projects and City Hall Park improvements may grant us
more square footage in a new office tower, which in turn may allow us to generate
sufficient revenues to restore the south entrance to the Courthouse or remove the sky
bridge.

It is too soon to say exactly how they may all fit together, but what is clear is that this ten
million dollars can be a catalyst for one or all of these projects. We should not lose this
incredible opportunity by spending the money elsewhere, but rather set the proceeds
aside until a clear path for achieving these multiple objectives is reached by both the
council and the Executive.”

The use of North Lot sale proceeds for the Courthouse South Entrance project could be
contingent upon 1.) the successful conclusion of the sale negotiations, and 2.) a
commitment by the City of Seattle to make park improvements.

D. Issues to Consider

a. KCC Loading Dock Elimination

Presently, the KCC loading dock is open eight hours a day. Relocation of a KCC loading
dock from its present location at the south entrance would require that a new facility be
built underground (at the terminus of the existing access tunnel from Fourth Avenue). If
the loading dock were eliminated, screening of delivery packages could be performed
remotely at the other county buildings during off peak hours. Large deliveries could
continue to be facilitated through the Fourth Avenue entrance and scheduled after normal
" business hours (as is current practice). Trash and recycling material from the Courthouse
can be transported via the existing inter-building tunnel system for processing in the
Chinook Building (this tunnel is currently used to transport trash/recycling material from
the Administration Building to the current loading dock). FMD’s analysis demonstrates
that the elimination of the loading dock would greatly reduce capital and operations costs.

While the cost savings associated with eliminating the KCC loading dock are large, the
relationship of the KCC loading dock and the New Administration building must be
understood. If a New Administration building is built, the lack of a loading dock at KCC
can be easily and efficiently accommodated by the new building. However, if the New
Administration Building is not constructed, there will be operational impacts such as
trash handling to be addressed due to the lack of a loading dock at the KCC. In addition,
future circumstances could create increased demand for traditional loading dock services.
For example, if there is a substantial remodel of the KCC for CID, the PAO or Superior

11
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Court, there might be significant operational impacts to the daily operations without a
KCC loading dock. )

b. New Security Equipment

The current capital cost estimate includes new security screening equipment that is of
greater efficiency then the machines presently in use at the KCC. The new south
entrance will utilize state of the art security screening equipment technologies that can
improve staffing operations efficiency and pedestrian traffic flow. These improvements
include flat screen monitors greeting the public upon entry, broadcasting short video
instructions about how to proceed efficiently through the screening process. New walk
through metal detectors will be sized for ADA passage, while packages, bags, keys, etc.
will be x-rayed using smaller machines with longer rollout tables on each end. The
longer tables, particularly at the exit end, will speed retrieval of items by providing space
for more than a single person at a time.

This equipment, and other available equipment options, could potentially eliminate the
need for three security stations at the south entrance, based on more efficient pedestrian
movement through the security check. For example, a Millimeter Wave unit is an
entirely new technology that identifies objects and locations on a person’s body —
eliminating the need for repeat trips through the metal detector. In addition, video
observation and equipment interconnectivity could allow a single security officer to
monitor all three stations from a single station point. KCSO should be engaged to take an
active part in review of new equipment to maximize potential efficiencies in pedestrian
traffic and operations.

c. Elevator Modifications to the Courthouse First Floor:

As currently designed, the planned staircase from the South Entrance down to the first
floor will require removal of two elevator entries on the south side of the floor. The
staircase will not require removal of elevators entries on the second floor. In the
proposed elevator configuration it is likely that the majority of individuals entering the
South Entrance will take the escalators to the second floor to enter the elevator
compartments. The escalators will impact conference room and hallway space on the
south side of the Courthouse second floor.

The new ADA elevator that can be entered at the South Entrance to travel to the first and

second floor will remove square footage currently used by the food concession area on
the first floor.

12
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In 2007, the King County Office of Management and Budget conducted a study of
pedestrian utilization of the King County Courthouse entrances to inform decision-
making regarding the potential renovation and reopening of the South Entrance. The

goal of the study was to determine whether efficiencies could be achieved by
reducing the total number of entrances to the Courthouse from three to two.

Major Findings

e The King County Courthouse requires four full screening stations to

accommodate foot traffic during peak hours. If there are fewer than four
stations, long lines will occur more frequently during peak hours.

o Efficiencies can be gained if the four stations are consolidated into two
entrances. (Currently, four stations are spread over three entrances.)

e OMB identified four staffing options. The highest cost option produced

$123,000 in additional annual costs. The lowest cost option produced

$265,000 in annual savings.

e The operational costs of the security staffing options vary based on the level
of security and the hours of the loading dock. Options 1 and 2 assume that
court deputies must be stationed at the 3™ Avenue and 4™ Avenue exits. This
assumption increases the cost of securing the building. Options 1 and 3
assume that the KCCH loading dock operates four hours per day. Options 2
and 4 assume that the loading dock is eliminated and does not require security

staffing.'
Current Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4
Staffing
Deputies at Deputies at No Deputies at No Deputies at
34/4" Ave 374" Ave 3/4" Ave 34/ 4" Ave
Loading Dock | No Loading Dock Loading Dock No Loading
Dock
Screeners 16 12 11 12 11
Deputies 5 10 9 5 5
Total Annual $1,183,000 $1,306,000 $1,186,000 $971,000 $918,000
Costs
Fiscal Impact $0 $123,000 $3,000 (5212,000) ($265,000)

! These options only considered security costs. This study did not include operational costs associated with
building maintenance.

1
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Introduction

In 2007, the King County Office of Management and Budget conducted a study of traffic
patterns at the King County Courthouse to inform decision-making regarding the
potential renovation and reopening of the South Entrance. The goal of the study was to
determine whether efficiencies could be achieved by reducing the number of entrances
from three to two. This report documents the major findings of this study.

The King County Courthouse currently has three entrances which are located at Third
Avenue, Fourth Avenue, and the Tunnel to the Administration Building. The Third
Avenue entrance has two full screening stations which are both opened during peak
hours. The Fourth Avenue and Tunnel entrances each have one full screening station.
The screening stations include an X-Ray machine to scan personal belongings and a
Magnetometer. Current security protocols mandate that all personal effects must be
screened.

1. Traffic Stady

Traffic data was collected during the months of July and August. Traffic counts were -
taken at each entrance for each hour of the day on every day of the week. The count was
recorded at fifteen minute increments. Additionally, OMB took note of the number of
times that a queue formed with more than 10 individuals. Detailed information on the
counts can be found in Appendix A. '

Finding #1: Traffic flows in a predictable pattern with peaks occurring between 8:00
and 9:00 A.M. and 12:30 and 1:30 P.M. (See Table 1.)

Table 1. Average Hourly Traffic by Entrance
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Table 1 shows the average traffic count per hour at each entrance. The highest traffic
counts occurred at Third Avenue while the lowest counts occurred at the tunnel.

Finding #2: The formation of queues greater than 10 is strongly associated with the
amount of traffic coming through the doors.

Table 2 shows the average number of queues over ten that occurred at the Fourth Avenue
entrance. Between two and three queues occurred at this entrance during the peak traffic
hours. Similar trends can be observed at the Third Avenue entrance (see Table 3). Long
lines were not observed at the tunnel entrance.

Table 2. Average Number of Lines Over Ten and
Average Traffic at Fourth Avenue Entrance
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Table 3. Average Number of Lines Over Ten and
Average Traffic at Third Avenue Entrance
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Finding #3: If the Third and Fourth Avenue entrances are closed, the traffic from
those entrances will most likely be diverted to the South Entrance. However, some of
the overflow could be diverted to the Tunnel.

OMB used the data collected to evaluate the operational impact of closing the Third and
Fourth Avenue entrances and reopening the South Entrance. Two scenarios were
developed to predict the likely flow of traffic at the South Entrance. Under the first
scenario, all of the traffic from the closed Third and Fourth Avenue entrances would flow
to the South Entrance. Under the second scenario, two thirds of the building traffic
would flow to the South Entrance and one third would flow to the tunnel. These
scenarios represent two extremes. It is likely that some individuals entering from street
level will use the tunnel if they notice long queues forming at the South Entrance. Others
may be unfamiliar with the Tunnel entrance and could choose to remain at the South
Entrance.

Table 4. Two Scenarios of Traffic Flow

Scenario One: Scenario Two:
High Traffic Flow to Lower Traffic Flow to
South Entrance - South Entrance
Hour South Entrance  Tunnel | South Entrance  Tunnel
6:00 138 39 118 58
7:00 501 94 399 196
8:00 1,061 125 795 391
9:00 549 80 421 207
10:00 483 73 372 . 183
11:00 380 59 295 145
12:00 : 689 78 514 253
13:00 928 68 667 329
14:00 388 75 . 310 153
15:00 304 53 239 118
16:00 163 22 124 61
17:00 51 10 41 20

These decisions will be influenced by the screening capacity available at each entrance.
Currently, there are four screening stations available at the three entrances. To
accommodate the traffic under Scenario One, three screening stations would need to be
available at the South Entrance and one station would need to be available at the Tunnel.

To determine the operational impact of these scenarios, OMB built a model that
described the relationship between increases in the amount of traffic per screening
stations and the probability of a queue forming (see Table 5).2 This model was used to
predict the likelihood of queues given variation in the number of screening stations.

2 Traffic counts per station were rounded to the nearest twenty. The probability of a line forming was
calculated for each group of twenty and graphed in Table 5. An exponential function was fit to the data
that describes the relationship between the traffic per station and the probability of a line forming.
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Table 5. Probability of a Queue Forming as Traffic Increases
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Finding #5: The likelihood of queues forming will more than double if the total
number of screening stations is reduced,

OMB used the traffic model in Table 5 to determine the likelihood of long lines forming
at the South Entrance during peak hours. The model was tested on four scenarios:

. Scenario 1A assumes that all of the traffic from the Third and Fourth entrance
will flow to the South Entrance, the tunnel traffic will remain unchanged,
three screening stations will be available at the South Entrance, and one
station will be available at the tunnel.

e Scenario 1B assumes that all of the traffic from the Third and Fourth entrance
will flow to the South Entrance, the tunnel traffic will remain unchanged, two
screening stations will be available at the South Entrance, and one station will
be available at the tunnel.

o Scenario 24 assumes that two thirds of the building traffic will flow to the
South Entrance, one third of the traffic will flow to the tunnel, three screening
stations will be available at the South Entrance, and one station will be
available at the tunnel.

. Scenario 2B assumes that two thirds of the building traffic will flow to the
South Entrance, one third of the traffic will flow to the tunnel, two screening
stations will be available at the South Entrance, and one station will be
available at the tunnel.
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Table 6 shows the probability of a line forming between 8:00 and 9:00 A.M for the
scenarios that assume no traffic is diverted to the tunnel (1A and 1B). Both of these
scenarios assume high traffic flows. However, Scenario 1A assumes three stations are
open and Scenario 1B assumes two stations are open. With fewer stations available, the
likelihood a line forming increases by 261%. For example, with three stations open,
there is a 36% chance of a queue forming between 8:30 and 8:45. If the number of
stations is reduced to two, the likelihood of a line forming increases to 93%.

Table 6. Probability of Line Forming at South Entrance Given
High Traffic and Variations in Number of Stations
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Table 7 shows Scenarios 2A and 2B that assume that some of the traffic can be diverted
to the tunnel. Given the lower traffic levels, the overall likelihood of a line forming is
lower than the high traffic scenarios. However, reducing the number of stations still has
an impact on queuing.

It should be noted that these scenarios are based on data from summer traffic counts. The
total traffic flow is likely to increase in the fall and winter when a greater number of court
cases are active. For this reason, the higher traffic scenario is a better source of
information for planning purposes.
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Table 7. Probability of Line Forming at South Entrance Given
Low Traffic and Variations in Number of Stations
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Finding #6: Four screening stations are required to meet the demands of traffic flow
during peak hours.

To maintain the current level of service, at least four screening stations should be
available during peak hours. Having four stations will reduce the likelihood of long lines.

Finding #7: Traffic flows at the Loading Dock are very low. FMD should determine
whether the loading dock could be eliminated. '

OMB also counted the number of entrants to the loading dock. The total volume
averaged 37 per day. The County should consider the cost effectiveness of operating the
loading dock. FMD, in consultation with the Sheriff, should determine whether freight
shipments could be delivered at other County buildings and transmitted to the Courthouse
via the tunnels.




Traffic Count

Table 8. Average Hourly Traffic at the Loading Dock
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IL. Analysis of Staffing Options

OMB used the findings of the traffic study to estimate the operational costs of the South
Entrance project. Currently, King County spends approximately $1.2 million to staff the
security stations at each entrance. These entrances are staffed by approximately 16
weapons screeners and 5 court deputies.® Reconfiguring the entrances will undoubtedly
alter the amount of security staffing required and could increase or decrease the total
operational costs.

OMB developed a range of staffing options to accommodate the expected levels of traffic
at a reopened South Entrance. The options were designed to optimize the number of
screening stations available at different hours of the day. Details on each option can be
found in Appendix B.

The four options discussed in this section vary based on security needs and the hours of
the loading dock.

Security Needs: The Sheriff’s Office expressed concern that converting the Third and
Fourth Avenue entrances to exit only doors could create security risks. The Sheriff’s
Office recommended staffing the exit only doors with court deputies. These additional
staffing needs increase the cost of securing the building. Alternatively, capital equipment
(e.g. sallyport doors, cameras, alarms, etc.) could be installed in lieu of stationed
personnel.

In May 2007, a study of Courthouse security was conducted by the U.S. Marshal Service.
The study recommended increasing the level of security staff in the Courthouse. These
recommendations were not included in the options developed for this report. OMB only
considered security needs that were directly related to the reconfiguration of the

entryways.

Loading Dock: Currently, the loading dock is open eight hours a day. The traffic study
demonstrated that the loading dock only received 37 entrants per day. This has led OMB
to conclude that the hours could be reduced to optimize efficiency. Further efficiencies
could be achieved if the loading dock were eliminated altogether. In this case, deliveries
would need to be scheduled for off-peak hours and delivered via the tunnel entrance.

Options 1 and 2 assume that court deputies will be placed at the closed street level
entrances (see Table 9). These options are the most expensive alternatives. Options 1
and 3 assume that the loading dock will operate four hours a day. Options 2 and 4
assume that the loading dock is eliminated.

> These estimates do not include SUPETVISOIS.

9
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Table 9. Operational Fiscal Impact of Staffing Courthouse Entrances

Current Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4
Staffing .
Deputies at Deputies at No Deputies at No Deputies at
374" Ave 34/ 4" Ave 3/ 4™ Ave 3474 Ave
Loading Dock | No Loading Dock | Loading Dock No Loading
Dock
Screeners 16 12 11 12 11
Deputies 5 10 9 5 5
Total Annual $1,183,000 $1,306,000 $1,186,000 $971,000 $918,000
Costs ,
Fiscal Impact $0 $123,000 $3,000 ($212,000) ($265,000)

Note: These options represent an approximation of costs. Staffing level and scheduling considerations
could create constraints which could increase or decrease estimates.

These options only consider the costs of securing each entrance and does not include
changes in building maintenance costs. For example, if the loading dock is eliminated,
there could be additional needs for janitorial services to transport garbage out of the
Courthouse. These additional needs will need to be considered if the project moves
forward without the loading dock.

Other Considerations: The traffic study demonstrates that the Courthouse requires four
security stations during peak traffic hours. The options developed assume that three of
these stations could be accommodated in the South Entrance. The Sheriff’s Office has
expressed concern that the high level of traffic coming through three stations could create
confusion and pose a security risk.

If the South Entrance is not equipped with three stations, the County could develop a
strategy to divert a large share of the street level traffic to the tunnel. Under this scenario,
a second screening station could be moved to the Tunnel to accommodate the increase in
traffic during peak hours. This alternative configuration would not alter the cost
estimates developed in Table 9. Additionally, FMD and the Sheriff’s Office could
develop process improvements that speed the flow of traffic through the screening
stations. If these strategies are not successful, the County may need to open the Third or
Fourth Avenue entrance to accommodate the extra traffic. This would add to the
operational costs of the project. Alternatively, the County could accept long queues
during peak hours.

Conclusion
OMB has developed a range of cost estimates for staffing the secured entryways to the
Courthouse. The highest cost option would add $123,000 in annual operational costs.

The lowest cost option could produce $265,000 in savings. The range in costs is
primarily dependent on the level of security provided at the entryways.

~4ff-
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Table 10. Assumptions Used to Develop Options
Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4
Deputies at Deputies at No Deputies at No Deputies at
39/ 4% Ave 31/ 4% Ave 34/4"™ Ave 3"/ 4" Ave
Loading Dock No Loading Loading Dock No Loading
: Dock Dock
Security Considerations

Enhanced Security on
Loading Dock Yes No No No
Enh i Exits

anced Security on Exi Yes Yes No No

Number of Screening Stations per Entrance
South Entrance 3 Stations 3 Stations 3 Stations 3 Stations
Tunnel 1 Station 1 Station 1 Station 1 Station
31d Ave Exit Only Exit Only Exit Only Exit Only
4th Ave Exit Only Exit Only Exit Only Exit Only
Operational Hours

Loading Dock Hours 4 0 4 0
South Entrance 12 12 12 12
Tunnel 12 12 12 12

11
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Appendix A. Daily Traffic Counts
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Third Avenue Entrance
Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday  Thursday _ Friday Total
6:00 70 g)! 67 77 53 338
7:00 355 279 358 240 206 1438
8:00 572 774 584 551 489 2970
9:00 293 270 334 311 323 1531
10:00 348 329 194 321 246 1438
11:00 233 218 215 239 238 1143
12:00 521 454 377 387 289 2028
13:00 589 611 667 617 411 2895
14:00 237 210 201 261 198 1107
15:00 186 161 196 155 180 878
16:00 109 74 87 110 85 465
17:00 38 18 28 34 38 156
Total 3551 3469 3308 3303 2756 16387
Fourth Avenue Entrance
Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday  Thursday  Friday Total
6:00 80 76 81 66 47 350
7:00 248 222 230 197 172 1069
8:00 452 548 519 471 345 2335
9:00 236 282 237 229 230 1214
10:00 202 187 187 212 188 976
11:00 168 139 168 157 126 758
12:00 307 281 324 314 192 1418
13:00 392 327 335 405 287 1746
14:00 172 124 181 168 190 835
15:00 141 125 148 109 117 640
16:00 72 59 90 73 55 349
17:00 26 5 10 49 9 99
Total 2496 2375 2510 2450 1958 11789
12




Tunnel Entrance

2007-0618

Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday  Thursday  Friday Total
6:00 54 45 46 38 12 195
7:00 113 91 106 79 80 469
8:00 118 142 156 131 79 626
9:00 69 80 75 100 74 398
10:00 78 81 66 81 59 365
11:00 55 58 55 49 80 297
12:00 63 87 69 69 104 392
13:00 84 68 48 53 85 338
14:00 77 69 96 62 69 373
15:00 43 67 56 64 34 264
16:00 14 24 31 26 15 110
17:00 9 16 7 13 5 50
Total 777 828 811 765 696 3877
Loading Dock
Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Total
8:00 1 2 11 4 5 23
9:00 7 2 1 1 5 16
10:00 12 4 1 8 5 30
11:00 6 3 1 '8 5 23
12:00 11 8 3 5 14 41
13:00 10 7 2 1 9 29
14:00 1 2 3 1 1 8
15:00 0 5 1 4 3 13
48 33 23 32 47 183
13
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Appendix B. Detailed Staffing Options
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King County South Entry Renovation

Outreach and Consultation with Key Stakeholders
Executive Summary

Council Ordinance 15333, Section 114 required a study of the public use and the impacts to public
access of both the reopened south entrance and the potential closure of the east and west entrances.
The study was conducted in an outreach method to seek comment from principal user groups of the
Courthouse. Stakeholders solicited for comment included those elected officials (other than the
Council and Executive) where public functions are housed in the Courthouse, along with the
department agencies located in the building.

Outreach Groups Presented and Asked for Comment

Superior Court Department of Judicial Administration
District Court King County Bar Association
Prosecuting Attorneys Office King County Landmarks Commission
King County Sheriff Pioneer Square Preservation Board

Office of Civil Rights Enforcement

Attached are the responses from each of these groups. The key issues raised in this outreach effort
are summarized as follows:

City Hall Park
Reclaiming City Hall Park is important to the sense of security, and simply redesigning it will not

change County employees' perception that traversing the park is unsafe. There is concern of the
ability to renovate and patrol security issues after dark and on weekends. Money should spent, not in
an effort to draw the general public to the space as a "park", but rather in creating the perception of
the open space that is primarily reinforcing a "Grande Entrance" to the Courthouse. There is strong
support for the idea of returning to the historic design of the entrance and lobby.

Security/Staffing/Stations
Reduction of security stations could result in fong lines during busy periods; there will always bea

. need for more than two screening lines during peak times.. Improved security may help change the.
negative perception now associated with the current City Hall Park, and the South Entry project

_ should not be used as justification to réduce security staffing, Moreover, a.new City of Seattle
Command Center might generate more fire and police presence near the park. T T

Loading Dock/Deliveries

A new loading dock delivery system must include security for both ingress and egress. A security
station above the tunnel might create a dual purpose of providing security for the building loading
dock facilities as well as for the park. There is also concern that an underground loading dock may
not be a feasible way to receive smaller deliveries.

3rd & 4th Avenue Closures

Emergency evacuation from the building must be considered (not feasible out of a single exit). There
is concern about reasonable waiting time during peak periods if there are only two screening stations
focused at the south entrance and one for the tunnel as a result of closing 3rd and 4th Avenues.
Keeping them open would help keep those streets activated. Also, if 3rd and 4th Avenues are to be
used for exit only, they should still be monitored by security in order to guard against improper entry.

52,‘
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South Entrance — King County Courthouse
Summary of Stakeholder Comments

As a component of Facilities Management Division’s, response to Council Ordinance
15333, Section 114, this paper represents a study of the public use, and the impacts to
public access of both the reopened south entrance and the potential closure of the east and
west entrances. The study was conducted in an outreach method to seek comment from
principal user groups of the Courthouse. Stakeholders solicited for comment included
those elected officials (other than the Council and Executive) whose public functions are
housed in the Courthouse, along with the department agencies located in the building,

Outreach Groups Presented and Asked for Comment

Superior Court Department of Judicial Administration
District Court King County Bar Association
Prosecuting Attorneys Office . King County Landmarks Board

King County Sheriff Pioneer Square Historic Board

© Office of Civil Rights Enforcement

Presentations to the stakeholders consisted of a short flash video demonstrating the
original historic character of the Courthouse in the context of City Hall Park taken from
photographs shortly after dedication in 1918, and interior photos of the original entrance
with its marble finishes and stairways to the First Floor Lobby and the Second Floor.

Stakeholders were then shown the approximately 80% conceptual design developed as
part of the Courthouse Seismic Project in December 2000, before it was eliminated from
the project. Details of that design emphasized the overall character of a rehabilitated
south entry recalling the original, and design concepts addressing modern requirements
- for building security, loading dock functions, and integration with City Hall Park. In
" support of integrating the park, City of Seattle’s conceptual plan for-City Hall Park, -
.. which was designed in 2006 to allow maximum flexibility for new King County south
" entfance; was also shown, =~ T T T T e

As a preface to the presentations, stakeholders were encouraged to comment on issues
particularly relevant to each group’s unique program requirements for use of the
Courthouse, as well as general issues of functionality and security. They were also
invited to consider the larger perspective of a public space defined by the Courthouse,
City Hall Park, the surrounding building and sidewalks, and the space’s use by County
Employees, and the public.
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Summary of Stakeholder Comments

The concept to provide a dignified entrance to Courthouse, to clean-up City Hall Park so
that it can be a safe and secure public space for the public and employees was
unanimously supported by all groups. Concern about the current condition of City Hall
Park was a major concern, with

The concept of reconstituting a new south entrance to the Courthouse, designed with the
intent of recalling the historic original entrance to the building, was unanimously

supportive.

Judge Trickey, writing for Superior Court and the Judges:

1. Reclaiming City Hall Park important to the sense of security for those who would
use the new South Entry.

2. South Entry project should not be used as justification to reduce security staffing.
There will always be a need for more than two screening lines during peak times.

3. Restricting access to the ADA elevator to those with disabilities will be difficult.
Two escalators would improve the flow, and reduce crowding around the security
screening area.

4. There must be a comprehensive access plan for ADA that accounts for drop-off

5. New loading dock delivery system must include a security for both anything
coming into the building, and going out.

6. Making 3 and 4™ Avenues exit only, will still requires security personel to guard
against improper entry.

Other: Recommends a study of users who enter the building at various times of the
day. Provide counts of strollers, luggage carriers, wheeled cases, hand trucks, etc. as
well as those with disabilities.

. Escalators: How much remodeling on the second floor will be necessary to .
- . accommodate the escalators. L N

Norm Mﬁleng writing for the PAO

The public perception of City Hall Park is important to the success of a new South
Entrance. Money should not be spent in an effort to draw the general public to the
space as a “park”, but rather the perception of the open space should be primarily that
of reinforcing “Grande Entrance to the Courthouse. The function of a public open
space to the formal entrance of an important public building is exemplified in the
New York City’s City Hall.

Security: Improved security may help change the negative perception now associated
with the current City Hall Park. :

S#~




2007-0618

Susan Rohr, Sheriff, writing for the Sheriff’s Office:

Security: County Employees do not currently feel safe traversing the park in its current
state, and simply redesigning it will not change this fact.

The number of security staff does not correlate with the number of entrances, or
screening stations. With three stations at the South Entrance functioning at once, a single
security assistant (Officer) is insufficient to observe the actions at all three stations.

Emergency evacuation from the building must be considered, and is not feasible out of a
single exit. (South Side only) :

Recognizing the historic precedence of the Courthouse, security requirements of the
current time must also consider adequate space for security functions, including sight
lines, and pull-aside inspections in the space.

If 3 and 4™ Avenues are to be used for Exit Only, they must also be monitored by
security personnel because there is no way to guarantee unauthorized, or unscreened
entry back into the building, compromising the whole system.

Deliveries: The number and types of deliveries to the building each day are many. The
Sheriff's Office receives at least 10 deliveries of documents per day just from the
outlying work sites. For heavier packages, the drop-off site must be a reasonable
distance. The underground loading dock may not be a feasible way to receive smaller
deliveries.

It is imperative that the Sheriff's Court Security Unit be actively involved in thee design
process.

Bailey de longh, Office of Civil Rights

A passenger-load/unload zone should be added as close to.the building as possible to-
benefit all visitors, but especially those with disabilities. The existing such zone is along
.- Fourth Avenue. - ... . . .. oL ' '

Provide that the ADA elevator will serve both Floors 1 and 2. = It is important to
provide adequate space around the screening stations to allow an accessible route to the
elevator and escalator(s).

Do not provide amenities such as a pergola, or other features that only benefit those using
~ anon-accessible entry.

There is a significant concern about meeting the waiting periods should the number of
screening stations be reduced.
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Barbara Miner, Department of Judicial Administration

Concern for back-ups at the screening stations at peak times of day should the number of
screening stations be reduced from three to two.

There could be a security impact to domestic violence victims as a result of having
limited entrances and exits.

District Court staff also suggested that the 3 and 4™ Avenue entrances be used for exit
only, and that the project consider designating a “staff entrance” to facilitate quicker
entrance for King County employees. ’

King County Bar Association

A South Entrance would require walking additional distance for those approaching from
the north in order to enter the building. '

A reduction in the number of screening stations could increase wait times at peak period,
which could in turn discourage jurors from serving, and make the Courthouse generally

more inconvenient.

If the City of Seattle is unwilling or unable to renovate and patrol City Hall Park, there
could be major security issues, especially after dark and on weekends.

King County Landmarks Commission

The Landmarks Commission supports the concept of returning the South Entrance to its
status as main entrance, and has advocated this opinion since when the idea was studied
in 2000 as part of the Courthouse Seismic project.

. Pioneer Square Preservation Board

The Board expressed support of the concept of reopening the South Entrance and the
thought that it would help the City Hall Park by creating a purpose for people to walk
through the park, and keep eyes on the park.




328:3 Courthousa New South Entrance

10/31/2007
OS‘@_ Issues Matrix
P—Y
m!sioaev City Hall Park | Extatior . Security/ Staffing / Stations. .. ADA Access Loading Dock ! Deliveties. 3rd & 4th Ave. Closures Elevator { Escalelors. Drop Of1.f Pick up Revolving Doors - Other
ucaonq..nw IReclaiming City Hall Park imgortant to | South Entry peojoct should not be used 23 |Restricting acoces 10 the ADA chevator 10 New Josding dock delfivery syatem must  [Making 3 and 4% Avenues cxitonly,  How much remodeling on S second | Condixt study of users wha enicr the
Superior Ci the scre of security foc those who would [justification to reduce socurity stalfing.  [thoss with disbilities wil be difficult. @ include s socuily for both anything t.__u..._ae._ﬂ.s: ty persannebto  loor w __vn:nnu.z.ollsa&.t M building st various times of the day.
O se the new South Entry There will atvaysbe s necd formore | Two cacalatons would inaure better coming into the building, and going out. | guard yain impropes entry. the cxcalators . [Provide counts of srollcrs, Mpsage
[\ ] than two acrocning lincs during peak flow.» There must be a compeehensive carriers, wheeled cases, hand trucks, clc.
times. [ wocess ghan fr ADA that sccounts foc 23 weil as those with dissbilitics.
drop-alT end scoessible routs,
[Notm Maleng. PAO The public perception of City Hall Park is | bmproved sccusity may heip change the Redirecied major acoess into the building
important 10 the sacoess of a new South | negative perocption now associated with through & new South Entranoe would be
Entrance. Monecy should not be spentin | the current City Hall Park. reinforced by @ ~Gras R_EE-EM. .r sign
an effort s draw the general public 1o the theme that should be pleasant,
 spece &1 ¢ “purk”, but rathes the and fonctional.
perception of the open space should be
primarily that of reinforcing "Grande
Entrance 1o the Courthouse, i
Susan Rohr, KC Shefiff | County Employees do not currently fecd | The number of sccurity staff does not The number and types of deliveries o the [Emergency cvacuation frum the building The SheiTs Office reccives at least 10 it is imperative that the Sheriffs Court
. safe traversing the pask in its current conrelatc with the sumber of entrances, of building cach day arc many.  The tnust be considered. and is nol feasible .. {detiveries of documents per day just from | Secutity Unit be actively involved in
statc. and eimply redesigning it will not | screening staions. 8 Recogrézing the underground leading dock may petbe s - |oul of & single xit. (South Side only} » he outlying work sites. For heavier thee design process.
[change: this fact. historic: precodence of the Courthouse, feasible way to receive smaller deliveries. |1r3™ and 4 Avenuct arc to be used for « lpackages, the drop-ofT site must be &
security requirements of the current Sme: [Exit Onty, they must also be monitored *  |roasenable distance.
must also consider adoquats spece for by sccurity pemonnel because there is no
security functions, including sigh Eines, way to guarentee unsuthorized, or
and puil-aside inspections in the spac. unscreened entry back into the building,
compromising the wholc system. .
[iudge Barbera Linde, The pask doca not function as s perk Long lines at sccurty scrocning points | Any propoeal must meet the noeds of Elimination of curent loading dock will  [Converting the 3:d & 4th Avenue The new ADA elevator could impinge We:&..-ao:;:ﬁgﬁcg.o
King Courty Datrict Court {because of the its wac by tensiants, drug  |isnpaet Courthouse efliciency, and [persona with dirsabilities, require thourpugh anatysix of Courthouse [enirancest cgress only may nood to upon exinting courtroom spaces on the | pravide accaes for court users
& alontol abusers, and others engaged i |reducing the number of entrances may delivery nocds, @ District Countuses s lincorporsisccurity pemonnel lo Socond and potentially Thind Floors. arrving with large loads and X
illegal activioty. @ The space cause significant sdelaysmt peak times daily armoured cas service. = Even avoidpeople from using someane elscs  Thi d bocsuse of |2 rial evidonce and
surounding the South Entrence shouold  |during the coun day. Adequate small changes  the way items are exil for entrance and sircumventing the  the curvent shortage of courtrooms, snd  [#Gbs.
be envisioned as & grand "froes yard® socurity is critical 1o safe Courthouscthat delivered can have & mejor impact. ccurity screening. plans to add ane of two new judicial .
open and inviting. kmust be sdequetly  (effectively secves its citizons. positions. Distnet Coun, without s
stafficd for sccurity 1o prevent & cetum 1o | dedicated cottstroom for inquests, usow |
eusrent ilcgal uses, Superior Court space on the Third Floge. {~
_W!!n-.u:ua Do not provide amenices such a3 8 Suppors » design that maximizes [Conctrn 'bout reasonable weiting time  Pravide thal the ADA elevaior will scrve |A passcnger losd/untosd zonc should be  Recommends that revoling doors  [Provide 2t lesst one set of powared
(pergols, or other features that only integration of peopic with , and without during peak periods ifthere arc onty twn  both Floors | and 2 if technically . [a3ded ax close Lo the building ax possibie  nat be twed at any enfrance. doors with bokatd mounted switches
bencit thoas using a non-accessibic {disabilitica, with particular focus on screcning slations focused et the South  feasible. ® Provide sdoquato space [t bemeit ol visitors, but especially those for people (sven those without
entry. integration of sccexs routes. Entrance snd one for the Tunaclare  wound the scroening sationsand the  (with disabilitics. Existing ADA scoess is diabifbes) who have difficutty with
result of closing 3rd and 41h Avenues.  acceasible raule 1o the cscalators). . |along Fourth Avenue, and the nccensible manual doors. This would also
toute utilizes the Fourth Avenuc bonefit those with carts, stroflers, ete.
Enlrance. » Meet equal access tequirements
akso for design amenities, such az
Iwheelchair space with new banches.
Barbars Miner,  Judicial [Strong support for idea of feturning 10 the | Concern for bofile necks and wait times Concarn for potential affect on 'Would peefcr to see current 31d end dth Concern for potential affect on
Administration historic design of the entrance and lobby st scroening stetions during peak periods depactmentsl operaions dus to (Avenue entrances maintined as exit . |depanmental operations duc to chenges
1 1otal number of entrance paths we changes fo the [oading (unloading)  [doors, i the loading (untoading) area.
reduced, B Suggestion 1o make & salf wea. N
entrance for county employocs for

quicker entry. 8 Concem for potential
[contacts betwoen victims and defendants

timited options (or entry.

in Domestic Violenee petitions with .

grandeur and public use, and to re-
establah the relation ship of the

{budding with City Hall Park is

|remendous. »

because of the positive effect upon.
the utban fadric sround the buiding.

_mr!unoc:éw! Concem that nabiity to renovate and _mfoa:&o:igglﬁ& Parsons approaching the Courthou: & “Tha location of tha new slevalor and
patrol Cky Hall park security issues  (rosult in long ines during busy :35 za:za id have Siu? stairs, the appropriate finishes, and
after dark, and on weekends. periods, which in turn, could further for access. impacts upan features that have

| dcourage jurom from seving, and aquire significancs since the 1931
which could maka the Cowthotse nsa must be c¢ ESE
genarally more inconvenient to use, neider: S

iGng County Landmarks | Tha potental fof the South Entrance Landmarks stangly supports
project to return the Coutthouse's relocation of the loading dock along
pamary entrance to its formes with a redesing for City Hall Park

~57-




King ? Courthouse New South Entrance

10/31/2007
oﬁaw Issues Matrix

. hd M
Pioneer mﬁ'ﬂ_fsan The ARC of the PSHB axpressod New City of SestSe Command Center A security station above the tunnel  {Keeping the 3rd and $th Avenue The ARC of thePSHE quesionsd the
. Bosrd P~ support of the concent to seopen the |might generats more fre and poice might creste a dual purposa of entrances open woukihelp keep necessity for an escalatol, citing thet | *
O South Entrance snd Doug!t the presence near the park. wacurity fot the buikiing loading dock |thosa strests activated. stairs might be more flexibhe end
project would help the park by faciites, and fof the park. could handia more people without the:
0 cresting a purposs for people to problems of maintenance. .
N |traverse the park, and by putting .
mote eyes in the perk. The entrance
ahould be imegrated with the park, |




2007-0618

MICHAEL J. TRICKEY

PRESIDING JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE )
516 THIRD AVE. : :
| SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104 RECEIVED
March 15, 2007 MAR 19 2007

_ King. County, CPD
Facilities Manaagement

Robert Renouard

Project Manager, LEED

Capital Planning and Development

Facliities Management Division

Department of Executive Services

500 Fourth Avenue, Room 320

Seattle, WA 98104-2337

RE: Restoration of South Entrance to King County Courthouse
Dear Mr. Renouard:

Thank you for this Monday’s briefing on the status of the restoration project of
the South entrance to the King County Courthouse. | appreciate being asked
to submit a letter on bhehalf of the court summarizing its views on the project.

First, it Is critical to emphasize that any effort to restore the original south
entrance into the courthouse must include reclaiming City Hall Park. Many
people, employees and citizens alike, feel unsafe walking through or near the
Park. 1t will be difficult to convince people to use the south entrance if they
continue to feel that the Park is dangerous.

Second, this project should not, and cannot, be justified as part of an effort to
reduce security stafflng. Closing other entrances does not mean there should * -
be_areducthti in the number of screening lines. There will always be a need

‘for more than two security lines so that the public, including litigants and -
jurors, can easily enter the courthouse at peak times in the morning and after

the lunch hour. We do not want long lines waiting to get into the courthouse
during those times.

Third, unless you have a staff person “guard” the door, | envision difficulties
restricting access to the new elevator to only those with disabilities. The
pressure on the single escalator during the peak times in the morning and
after lunch will lead folks to search out the elevator. Two escalators would be
much hetter, and keep people flowing into the building rather than
congregating around the security stations at the entrance.
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" Fourth, there must be a comprehensive plan for those with disabllities to enter
the courthouse., With no abllity to drive up and drop people off near an
entrance, those with disabilities will struggle getting Into the bullding.

Fifth, the elimination of the current loading dock will present challenges for all
who make deliveries to the Courthouse. Any new dellvery system must
include a security component for screening everything coming Into the
building. Furthermore, the new loading dock must account for things going
out of the buliding. We have judicial rotations yearly with judges and thelr
furnishings moving between the three courthouses.

Sixth, it will be difficilt to “close” the 3" and 4™ Avenue entrances and make
them “exit only.” People will surely try to gain entry to the bulilding as others
leave. There will need to be security staff at each entrance to insure that no
one enters the building through the “exit.”

Finally, has anyone done a study of those who enter on 3™ or 4t Avenue? Do
we know the volume at various times of the day? Do we know how many
people enter with strollers, luggage carriers, wheeled dases, or hand trucks?
1 am sure that sorhe of these people as well as others without “disabllities”
will need to use the elevator. Will one elevator be sufficlent?

Sincerely,

Judge Michael J. Pfickey

Cc: Paul Sherfey
Linda Ridge

%0 -




OFFICE OF THE PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 2007-0618
KNG COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Norm Maleng W400 King County Courthouse
Prosecuting Attomey . 516 Third Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 296-9067
FAX (206) 296-9013

March 14, 2006

Robert Renouard

Project Manager

Facilities Management Division
500 Fourth Avenue, #320
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Robert:

You had asked me for a letter summarizing my comments from our meeting where we discussed the
South Entry Project and "City Hall Park". As I shared with you during our meeting, I urge those working
on this project to give some thought to what they mean by the term "park”. To many, the word "park”
conjures up a specific use and image, and most people believe that parks are used by members of the
general public.

With regard to the new proposed "City Hall Park”, this is not an area that will likely be used by the
general public as a park, in the traditional sense of the word. It is more likely that the area South of the
Courthouse will be used as open space in conjunction to any new, grand entry to the building.

1 would caution anyone working on this project against believing that simply designating the area South
of the Courthouse as a park and spending money to spruce up the area will automatically draw members
of the public to use it for such. This area is unlikely to draw many who work North of the Courthouse, It

may not become the attraction that the project is hoping for.

This area may be better served as part of the "grand entrance” to the Courthouse. If that were the theme

of the design for this area, it may reinforce its function as such. Many people who use the Courthouse

will pass through this area (assuming that the grand entrance is completed). It should be pleasant,

inviting, and functional. In other words, the project could define the users of this proposed “park"” area if
_ they were to redefine the "park" as part of the "grand entrance".

If the project considers this approach, it may want to study analogous_,public buildings that have grand-
entry style parks or operni space.” An example that comes readily to mind is New York City Hall. ~

My final comment is about security. The project may want to examine what would be the appropriate
level of security for this area. Improved security may help change people's perception of this area, and
may increase the number of individuals who pass through this area.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions regarding my comments or if you would
like to discuss this topic further.

Sincerely,

W—

NORM MALENG
Prosecuting Attorney

.é/._
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KING COUNTY
KING COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
516 Third Avenue,W-116
Seattle, WA 98104-2312
Tel: 206:296-4155 » Fax: 206-296-0168

Susan L. Rahr

Sheriff
April 2,2007
Robert Renouard
Project Manager

Facilities Management Division
500 Fourth Ave. #320
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Robert,

You asked me to summarize my comments from our meeting about the “South Entry”
project and City Hall Park. Rather than repeating Prosecutor Norm Maleng’s and Judge
Michael Trickey’s comments about the park, [ will simply state that I agree with them
and add that the employees of the courthouse do not feel safe traversing the park in its
current state to enter the courthouse. Simply redesigning the area.as a “park” will not
change that fact.

With regard to the proposed new south entrance, I will summarize the issues I raised to
you in our meeting.

First, and foremost, this new entrance may not reduce the security stafﬁng needs of the
courthouse. It is'an erroneous assumption that the number of entrances is directly
correlated to the number of security staff necessary to safely move people into and out of

- the courthouse. ‘As we discussed, the miore appropriate correlation is the number of -

pebple entering and exiting the courthouse. We will need a sufficient number of .
screening stations to get people into the courthouse in a reasonable amount of time.- We

_already experience ‘backups during the morning rush and lunch hour with two external

entrances. If we reduce that to one entrance, we will need to have at least three screening
stations at that entrance. For proper operations, each screening station requires three
screeners. And with three stations going at once, it is not possible for a single Security

. Assistant to properly monitor and address safety issues. We must also consider

emergency evacuation of the building. It is simply not feasible to accomplish this
through a single exit.

I also shared with you my concern that the new south entrance be designed with security
in mind. I fully appreciate the wish to respect the history of the building. However, in
2007 we must be mindful of greater security risks as well. The south entrance will need

& -y
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to be of sufficient size to accommodate thiree screening stations and allow appropriate
line of sight for the security assistants to eﬁ'ectlvely monitor the activities and have an
area to take people aside for additional screening when necessary.

We also discussed whether the current 3™ and 4™ Avenue entrances might be used for
“exit only” or for employees. If these entrances are not monitored by security personnel,
there is no way to guarantee that people exiting will not inadvertently (or deliberately)
allow unauthorized, unscreened access to the building. To do so compromises the entire
system.

Another issue that must be addressed is the many, many small deliveries that are made to
the courthouse each day. These include carts of documents and other items from King
County departments outside the building, For example, the Sheriff’s Office alone has
over ten deliveries a day of documents, packages of evidence, and other items brought to
and from the courthouse just from our outlying work sites. This does not include many
deliveries from Fed Ex, UPS, etc. There needs to be parking within a reasonable distance
to transport these heavy items. (I don’t believe the new underground loading dock is a
feasible way to address these smaller deliveries.)

We also discussed the new loading dock concept. Because the design is much less clear I
can only comment that there must be a screening process for deliveries, as we have
currently. The number of security personnel will depend on the design.

This list of concerns is not exhaustive. As we discussed, it is imperative that a
representative from my Court Security Unit be actively involved in the design process for
the new entrance and other building entrances. Thoughtful design can certainly reduce
the risks, as well as perhaps reduce the number of personnel necessary to ensure the
safety of the building. But this will need to be a collaborative process from the start.

I am very willing to assist in any way I can to make the new south entrance project
successful. Please do not hesitate to contact me.

: .Sincerely,'-

Sue Rahr
King County Sheriff

,@j__-




King County

Office of Clvil Rights
Department of Executive Services

400 Yesler Way, Room 260
Seattie, WA 98104-2683

206.296.7592 TTY 206.296.7596
www.metrokc.gov/dias/ocre

DATE: April 4, 2007

TO: ~ Robert Renouard @4/
FROM: Bailey de longh, Director
Karen Ozmun, Disability Compliance SpeCIallst

'SUBJECT: Courthouse South Entry Project

Thank you for meeting with us on March 14, 2007, regarding this project. We
appreciate the opportunity to comment on the existing drawings, and outline some
general concerns to be addressed in developing designs.

Overview

We strongly encourage a design that maximizes integration of people with and
without disabilities, including integration of the accessible route with other routes into
and through the courthouse. Where routes may not be integrated due to structural
or grading constraints, we strongly support design that will provide equal access.

Feature Recommendations and Comments

Drop off/pick up Strongly recommend adding a passenger load/unload zone,
I ' - ~which will benefit all visitors to the courthouse, but particularly
. individuals with disabilities. We recommend that the zone be
- located as close to-the entrance as possible, as people who - -
need to use the passenger load/unioad zone often have
difficulty nawgatlng distances. The eXIstlng passenger
load/unioad zone is right in front of the 4" Avenue entrance/exit.

Power doors Strongly recommend installing at least one power door. ltis an
effective way to ensure compliance when achieving and
maintaining door openlng force maximum Ibs. has historically
been a challenge in compliance. Also, even if opening force
requirements are met, there are people with disabilities that
have difficulty with manual doors due to issues of range of
motion, balance, strength and dexterity.

RECYCLED PAFER

“Commitment to Equality”
King County is an Equal Opportunity Employer and complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act

- é;/..

2007-0618




‘. .
-0

Renouard, FMD-CIP, 4-4-07

Page 2 of 3

Power door switch

Potential switch

Screening stations

- Benches .. -

Power doors help ensure equal access to all members of a
diverse community, and reflects current best practices in
building design. Power doors have been installed at the
existing 3™ Avenue entrance, Regional Justice Center, King
Street Center, and soon-to-open New County Office Building.
(Also, Seattle Justice Center, Seattle City Hall, and Seattle
Public Library.)

In addition, power doors are of berieﬁ’t to individuals with
strollers, attorneys with carts carrying trial materials, and
delivery services.

Strongly recommend using a bollard style switch which may be
activated at both the maximum height of 36” and at foot pedal
height for wheelchair users. Such a switch will be installed at
the New County Office Building. Some people with disabilities
do not have range of motion or strength to activate standard
power door switches, and this switch provides an option to
activate with a wheelchair foot pedal.

Wikk Industries — Ingress'r Tall Switch (planned for NCOB)
http://www.wikk.com/sw_spec.html '

Because the south entrance project is an alteration, new
construction requirements apply. In our view, all screening
stations should meet accessibility requirements, including clear
width for magnetometers. Having all screening stations
accessible ensures efficient passage for all individuals and
integrates people with and without disabilities. -

Reference:. Plan A3.2 dated 12-28-00, F-G/10 and H-K/10 . .
‘There are two benches located below wall art. Per code, in our

" view, we need to provide a wheelchair space in line with these

Elevator/escalator

Escalator access

benches, to ensure equal access to sit, alone or next to a friend -

or colleague, and not be stuck'in space intended for pedestrian

" traffic. [See ICC/ANSIA117.1-2003 903]

Reference: Plan A3.2 dated 12-28-00, E/10

Provide an elevator that will serve both floors 1 and 2. Per
consultation with U.S. Department of Justice, if technically
feasible, we should provide an ‘accessible route to both floors
from the entry level, as is provided in non-accessible routes by
stairs to floor 1 and by escalator to floor 2.

Reference: Plan A3.2 dated 12-28-00, E/NI0

There appears to be insufficient room between the screening
station and access to the escalator. This could result in

"’“éf"’
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Renouard, FMD-CIP, 4-4-07

Page 3 of 3

No revolving door

No pergola

Screening stations

restricted movement of visitors at security and/or trying to get
toffrom the escalator.

We strongly support the decision not to use a revolving door at
any of the entries to the courthouse, due to accessibility issues.

Reference: Plan A3.2 dated 12-28-00

We support the decision not to retain a pergola that provided
weather protection only to those who are able to use a non-
accessible entrance. :

Reference: Plan A3.2 dated 12-28-00

We have significant concern about the planned reduction of
total screening stations at entries to the courthouse. Setting
aside the Administration Building/tunnel screening station, three
major screening stations will be reduced to two. With incoming
traffic being focused at one entrance, will two screening stations
be functionally adequate and achieve reasonable wait time for
visitors when it is busy?

mé@,«
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King County IWED
Department of Judicial Administration ' APR 09 2007
Barbara Miner

Director and Superior Court Clerk
(206) 296-9300 (206) 296-0100 TTY/TDD

i, CPD
shagemany

April 4, 2007

Robert Renouard, Project Manager

Capital Planning and Development Section
Facilities Management Division, DES
ADM-ES-0320

RE: Courthouse South Entrance Comments

Dear Robert:

Thank you for presenting the South Entrance project information to me. Your presentation was véry
informative and the project is interesting.

I have shared the information with the staff and management team within the Department of Judicial
Administration. Though there was strong support the idea of returning to the historic design of the
entrance and lobby areas, there were strong concerns expressed about the implications of the project.
Those concerns include:

- The bottleneck that would develop at the security line entrances at peak times of the day due to
the reduction in the number of entrance paths. This concern with this issue cannot be stressed
enough; the impact is estimated to be very high;

- The potential changes to the loading area and the affect of those changes on departmental
operations; and

- The potential security impact of having limited entrances/exits for domestic violence victims.
The limited options increase the possibility of contact leading to issues between petitioners and
respondents/defendants and victims. . - - : :

. Several suggestions were also offered:

- A suggésiidn to use the 3"/4™ avenue doors as at exit doors; and

- A suggestion to make a staff entrance to facilitate quicker entrance for the county employees.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. Please contact me should you have any questions.

ingefely,

Barbara Miner
irector and Superior Court Clerk

Seattle: Reglonal Justice Center: Juvenile Division:
516 Third Avenue Room E609 401 Fourth Avenue North Room 2C 1211 East Alder Room 307
Seattle, WA 98104-2386 oo Kent, WA 98032-4429 Seattle, WA 98122-5598

-l




Justice... Professionalism... Service... Since 1886

KCBA KING COUNTY BAR

ASSOCIATION

APR 16 iy

April 13, 2007

Mr. Robert Renouard

Capital Project Manager for Capital

Planning and Development

King County Department of Executive Services
500 Fourth Avenue

Suite 320

Seattle, WA 98104

Re:  Proposal to Reopen South Entrance of King County Courthouse
Dear Robert:

Thank you for your recent presentation to the King County Bar
Association Bench-Bar Liaison Committee regarding the proposal to reopen the
south entrance of the King County Courthouse.

1 was unable to put the proposal before the King County Bar Association
Board of Trustees for full consideration at its most recent meeting because of
previously scheduled matters that had to be addressed.

I have discussed the proposal informally with members of the Board.
They have expressed interest in the plan, insofar as it would restore and showcase
the architectural beauty of the original main entrance. Several members
. expressed concem, however, that the proposal might draw objections from
lawyers and from the public for the following reasons:. .

: 1.  Persons approaching the courthouse. from the ﬁorth would have to
walk an additional distance to get to the south side of the courthouse in order to
" enter the building.

2. If the number of security stations were to be reduced, there could
be long lines to get into the courthouse during busy periods, which, in turn, could
discourage jurors from serving and which could make the courthouse generally
more inconvenient to use.

3. If the City of Seattle is unwilling or unable to renovate and patrol

the city park adjacent to the south entrance, there could be major security issues,
especially after dark and on weekends.

~Lf
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Mr. Robert Renouard 2007-0618

King County Department of Executive Services
April 13,2007
Page 2

If you wish, I can put this matter on the KCBA Board’s agenda for a future meeting, and
you can make a full presentation to the Board. In the meantime, I hope that this information is

helpful to you in your planning process.

Sincerely,
JobnR.Ruhl o

JRR:cls
cc: Alice C. Paine, KCBA Executive Director

Hon. Michael Trickey
08552299.doc
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King County Landmarks Commissioh 2007-0618

Design Review Committee- Minutes
April 12, 2007 draft

COMMITTEE BRIEFING

King County Courthouse South Entry Rehab, Seattle, WA
Robert Renouard, King County Facilities Management

Tonie Cook presented information on the proposed 2000 Courthouse Seismic and
Additive Alternative Plan that includes rehabilitating the south entrance to the building.
She said the portion of the south entrance plan was deferred due to budget and other
considerations. She noted two items in the packet: a March 2000 letter, signed by
Landmarks Commission Chair Patrick Schneider, and copies of section of a 17-page .
Executive Summary of the six-volume Facility Program Plan prepared in association with
the H3 Facility Project. (See Attachments 1 and 2, dated March and September.2000.)
The documents address the south entry and park rehabilitation issues. The Schneider
letter articulates the Landmarks Commission’s support for the project. Julie Koler said
the 1988 Cardwell Study was the initial document that set the stage for on-going
discussions about south entrance rehabilitation. She said that over time, however, the
plans have changed. Robert Renouard said that the 2000 report represented only 80
percent design and, since that time, changing functions/needs have necessitated revisions
to the plan.

Renouard asked the Committee for a letter of support for the project, including members’
thoughts on design direction and any other issues of concern. Committee members
expressed concern that they are not sufficiently familiar with the project to provide any
detailed comments. Renouard then presented current plans for City Hall Park including a
new traffic area for vehicle deliveries and pedestrians, elimination of the tunnel and most
parking; and then gave an overview of interior elements of the lobby including security
stations and escalator. He passed around a water color wash of the proposed south entry.
The Committee noted that it contains elements reminiscent of the original 1916 entrance.

The Committee discussed the Cardwell Study; its recommendation to return the south -
entrance to its original status as main entrance; the current security and operational
requirements; the period of significance; determining the new design’s compatibility with -

- the histotic exterior that does not restore or reconstruct the original exterior; and how to

- support the current project without adequate review by the full Landmarks-Commission.
Committee members noted that, unless there have been significant-changes to the 2000
schematic plan, there is no reason to think the Commission will not continue its stated

support for the direction of the project.

Chair Rich said that a letter from the Commission would be more appropriate than from
the DRC and recommended a presentation at the April 26, 2007 meeting, including an
overview of the Courthouse. He asked that copies of the Cardwell Study be distributed to
commissioners. Tonie Cook offered to provide a copy of the meeting notes to Robert
Renouard for use in moving towards a current support letter similar to the 2000 letter
from the Landmarks Commission Chair.

-
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The City of Seattle

Pioneer Square PreservationBoard

Mailing Address: PO Box 94649 Seattle WA 98124-4649
Street Address: 700 5th Ave Suite 1700

PSB 89/07
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE REPORT

From 4/1//07 ARC Meeting for 4/18/07 Board Meeting

Committee Members Present: David Strauss, Sonja Sokol Furesz, Adam Hasson, Lomne McConachie

Board Members Please Note: The citations from the District Ordinance, Rules for the Pioneer Square
Preservation District, and Secretary of the Interior’s Standards listed below are for your consideration
in addition to any other citations you find relevant in considering each application.

APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROVAL

041107.11 Trattoria Mitchelli Daniel Mitchell
Travelers Hotel building
84 Yesler Way
Summary of Application:
Signage: Apply business signage to the inside of the windows in black, red and

yellow.

ARC Report:
ARC members reviewed the sign renderings, photos and color samples. Mr. Hasson
asked if the light fixtures existed or proposed new. Mr. Mitchell, business owner, said
they were existing. Mr. Mitchell clarified for. the ARC that although the east fagade
" rendering did not show the windows that they would be applied at the sarite height as
. shown in the rendering for the. Yesler fagade. ARC acknowledged that the M, which is a
"~ graphic fork design was larger than 10 inches but’ARC members thought it could be -
allowed as part of reduced sign package per the district rules. ARC also thought that it
was more like a logo than a letter and the size was okay. ARC recommends approval of
the application.

Staff Report: No staff report '
Draft Motion: I move to approve a Certificate of Approval for the project as presented
per:
Code Citations: .
District Rules XX. Rules for Transparency, Signs, Awnings and Canopies
A. Transparency Regulations
C.1. Letter size
SMC 23.66.160 Signs

Administered by The Historic Preservation Program

The Seattle Department of Nelghborhoods
“Printed on Recycled Paper”

7/




041107.12

041107.13

2007-0618

The Nord Building ‘ Alisha Langston Bond
312 1" Ave :

Summary of Application:

Remove and replace existing telephone intercom system.

ARC Report: ARC reviewed the photos, and spec sheets provided. ARC members asked
for clarification of the how the installation will affect the brick. Ms. Langston Bond,
Pioneer Construction Management, said that the new panel is face mounted so they do
not plan to remove any brick. She said they thought that there is existing brick behind
the old panel above which would be revealed by the new shorter panel. She said that if
they find that the brick is damaged they will replace it in-kind. ARC asked that they
specify that in their application. ARC will recommend approval of the application.

Staff Report: Pioneer Construction Management provided confirmation in writing
that they will, if necessary, replace any damaged brick in kind.

Draft Motion: I move to approve a Certificate of Approval for the project as presented
per:
Code Citations:
District Rules IIT General Guidelines for rehabilitation and new construction
SMC 23.66.180 Exterior Design
Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation 1,2,3,5

Main Street Gyros Tareq Alzer
301 2" Ave Ext S

Summary of Application:
Street Use: Install a sidewalk café with 2 tables on the Main St. side of the building
and 2 tables on the 2™ Ave Ext S side of the building.

ARC Report: ARC reviewed the layout, and photos of table and chairs and building as
exists. The placement as well as the chairs and tables were found to meet rules. Staff
reminded applicant that SDOT also has to approve the tables and chairs on the side walk

- so they-will need to make application with them as well.

Staff Repon . '
’ Draft Motlon I move to approve a Cerhﬁcate of Approval for the: pro_r]ect as presented
“per:

Code Cxtatlons o -
District Rules XIII Sidewalk cafes-

PRELIMINARY FROJECT REVIEW

041107.2

King County Courthouse : Robert Renouard
Briefing on possible re-establishment of the south entrance.

ARC Report: Mr. Renouard, Project Manager, King County, FMD gave a briefing on
the possibility of re-establishing the south entrance to the King County Courthouse.
Mr. Renouard explained that the King County Council had required outreach for the
potential project so he is meeting with stakeholders to get initial feedback. The King
County Landmarks Board will be reviewing the project. Mr. Renouard showed old
pictures of the interior of the lobby and explained that some pieces such as the curved

-7/2._
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stairs had been removed. He explained that they found some stairs under the loading
dock. Mr. Renouard showed a set of conceptual plans and explained how the new
entrance would function. He explained that the other entrances at 3™ and 4 may be
converted to exit only or emergency exits with the security being centralized at the south
entrance. Mr. Renouard said they would likely not install the revolving door shown in
the plans. ARC members commented that King County may want to study if the
escalator is necessary or if the building could be better served by stairs, which may
handle more people, be more flexible and breakdown less.

Mr. Renouard explained that the pattern shown on the exterior courtyard is a placeho]der
still to be determined. Mr. Renouard explained some of the issues that need to be
resolved as part of the re-opening of the south entrance. There is mechanical equipment
in the court yard. He said they have been able to relocate some of the equipment to other
locations while others new location still needs to be determined. In order to re-open the
south entrance, the loading dock functions would need to be moved. Mr. Renouard
showed ARC a layout of the park and showed the tunnel that accessed the building. He
acknowledged that the walls to the tunnel are historic. A security station would need to
be at the entrance to the tunnel at the south end of the park but far back enough to not
block traffic. Mr. Renouard explained that a shear wall was applied as seismic upgrade
but that is now in the way of using one of the lanes. Resolutions they are exploring
include making it a controlled one lane tunnel, having some kind of shuttling system or
a cut and cover to widen the tunnel, The cut and cover may include a turn around and
possible minimal parking. Mr. Renouard said that more parking may be too costly. If the
City Hall Park plan is implemented which would convert Dilling Way to a pedestrian

i path, they would have an additional issue of finding a new location for ADA parking.

Attorneys also expressed the desire to have close parking.

ARC members expressed support of the concept of reopening the south entrance and
thought that it would help the park by creating a purpose for people to walk through the
park and keeping eyes on the park. ARC also expressed that the entrance should be
integrated with the park.

Mr. Strauss expressed that he though keeping the 3™ and 4® Street entrances open
would help keep those streets activated. He also thought that if the security station
could be located above the tunnel it might create a dual purpose of also providing eyes
on the park.

Mr, Hasson pointed out that the new Command Center down the street would create
more fire and police traffic by the park. Mr. Hasson expressed that he would like to see
what the alternatives wére and then could look at it in terms of how it affects hxstonc C

- features and'how the historic features could be leaseaffected. -

Mr. McConachie said he would also like to see more details of the altematives. He -
would like more information about what exists that is historic, what has been changed
and how that evolved. He said with that understanding they could evaluate if it was okay

" if it was partially restored, better than what is now, but at least the entrance is open.

ARC member mentioned they would like to know more about the current conditions, if
there are other original features, particularly on the exterior that exist but are hidden or
are there missing architectural features. Mr. Renouard will return to ARC once the
alternative plans have further developed.

May 16, 2007

Genna Nashem
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King County Courthouse South Entrance Renovation Report

Attachment C:  King County Department of Executive Services —
Facilities Management Division

Courthouse South Entry Renovation Project
e Life Cycle Costs Analysis
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2007-0618
King County Courthouse South Entrance Renovation Report
Attachment D:  The Robinson Company

Courthouse South Entry Renovation Project
e Conceptual Design Estimate Summary and
o CIP Project Cost Estimate Summaries
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THE
ROBINSON
COMPANY
PROJECT:  KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - SOUTH ENTRY/LOBBY
LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
BLDG SF:
ESTIMATE: 20070396
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
DIVISION DESCRIPTION TOTAL $ISF
A10 FOUNDATIONS 7,500
B10 SUPERSTRUCTURE 119,310
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE 270,000
C10 INTERIOR CONSTRUETION 293,602
C30 INTERIOR FINISHES 802,208
D10 CONVEYING SYSTEMS 498,000
D20 PLUMBING 45,945
D30 HVAC 17,453
D40 FIRE PROTECTION : 34,155
‘D50 ELECTRICAL 280,906
F20 SELECTIVE BUILDING DEMOLITION 119,500
ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL 2,588,579
DESIGN CONTINGENCY @ 12.00% 310,629
SUBTOTAL 2,899,208
GENERAL CONTRACTORSOH &P @ 8.00% 231,937
SUBTOTAL 3,131,145
ESCALATION TO 06-JAN-03 (10.00%/YR) @ 15.64% 489,831
TOTAL 3,620,976
EXCLUSIONS:
SEE ESTIMATE SUMMARY
11/2/2007 12:43 PM KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENQVABION - SOUTH ENTRYA.OBBY SUMMARY PAGE 1
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PROJECT:  KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - SOUTH ENTRY/LOBBY 2007-0618
LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
BLDG SF:
ESTIMATE: 2007096
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT  UNIT COST TOTAL $ISF
A10 FOUNDATIONS
03300 ELEVATOR PIT-ADA 1EA 7,500 7.500
A10 FOUNDATIONS DIVISION TOTAL 1,500
B10 SUPERSTRUCTURE
03380  ADA ELEV HOIST BEAM 118 2,500 2,500
03380  CIP BEAMS @ ESCALATOR 1L8 22,000 - 22,000
LEVEL1A &2
03380  CIP STAIRS TO ELEV LOBBY 176 SF 75.00 13,200
03380  ELEVATOR RAISED PIT/SLAB 176 SF 180 31,680 -
LEVEL 2
03380  FLOOR STRUCT @ ESCALATOR 336 SF 45,00 15,120
LEVEL 1A
03380  FLOOR STRUCT TO ADAELEV. 318 SF 45.00 14,310
LEVEL 1
05510  BRONZE HANDRAILS 46 LF 200 9,200
05600  BRONZE CLADDING @ ELEV. DOOR 1L8 1,300 1,300
: RELOCATE EXISTING
06110 MISC ROUGH CARPENTRY 1LS 10,000 10,000
B10 SUPERSTRUCTURE DIVISION TOTAL 119,310
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE
08110  EXT. BRONZE ENTRY DOORS-PR 3EA 90,000 270,000
BALANCED
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE DIVISION TOTAL 270,000
c10 INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION
04220  ELEVATOR CORRIDOR WALLS 756 SF 22.00 16,632
04220  ELEVATOR MACHINE ROOM WALL 275 SF 22.00 6,050
04220  ELEVATOR SHAFT WALL 1,242 SF 22.00 27,324
04220  WALLS @ ESCALATOR 1,770 SF 22.00 38,940
08110  NEW INT DOOR @ BASEMENT 3EA 1,800 5,400
08350  NEW INT DOORS/GLAZING 118 20,000 20,000
@ 2ND FLOOR ESCALATOR
08810  GLAZING @ EXIT VESTIBULE 173 SF 80.00 13,840
09110  MTL STUD ARCHED SOFFITS 1,064 SF 28.00 29,792
09110  MTL STUD FLAT SOFFITS 412 SF 18.00 7,416
09110  MTL STUD FRAME/GWB COLUMNS 2,628 SF 16.00 42,048
09110  MTL STUD FURR/GWB WALLS 4,320 SF 13.00 56,160
10000  MISC SPECIALTIES 1LS 30,000 30,000
c10 INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION DIVISION TOTAL 293,602
C30 INTERIOR FINISHES
1172/2007 12:43 PM PAGE 1
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ITEM __ DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT _ UNIT COST o0 7QiAks _ SISF
06200  MISC FINISH CPTRY/TRIM 118 35000 35000
06200  RELOCATE SECURITY STATIONS 1L8 5,000 5,000
' SCREENWALLS
06220  EXIT VESTIBULE TRIM 1L8 6,500 6,500
06250  GFRG MOULDING/TRIM 118 135,000 135,000
INSTALLED

09220  PREMIUM-VENEER PLASTER 8,424 SF 1200 101,088

09310  EXT STONE CLADDING ALLOWANCE 118 35000 35000

09310  MARBLE CLADDING ALLOWANCE 118 362000 362,000

09380  ALLOW FOR NEW @ STAIRS 252 SF 60.00 15,120

00380  ALLOW REPLACE DAMAGED 500 SF 35.00 17,500

ASSUME 25%

09380  RENOVATE EXST'G MARBLE FLOORING 2,000 SF 1500 30,000

09900  ALLOW FOR PROTECTION/RELOCATION OF ARTWORK 1L8 10,000 10,000

09900  INTERIOR PAINTING ALLOWANCE 1L8 15,000 15,000

09900 MISC INT FINISHES 118 35000 . 35,000
C30  INTERIOR FINISHES DIVISIONTOTAL 802,208
D10 . CONVEYING SYSTEMS

14210  ELEVATOR REWORK @ LOBBY 118 160,000 160,000

14240  ADA ELEVATOR/2-STOP/2 DOOR 1EA 68,000 68,000

14410 ESCALATOR 2 EA 135,000 270,000
D10 CONVEYING SYSTEMS DIVISIONTOTAL 498,000
D20  PLUMBING

15400 PLUMBING 1L8S 45,945 45,945
D20  PLUMBING DIVISIONTOTAL 45,945
D30 HVAC

15700 HVAC 118 117453 117,453
D30 HVAC DIVISIONTOTAL 117,453
D40 FIRE PROTECTION :

15300 FIRE PROTECTION 1Ls 34,155 34,155
D40  FIRE PROTECTION DIVISION TOTAL 34,155
D50  ELECTRICAL

16000 ELECTRICAL WORK 118 203532 203532

16000 SECURITY SYSTEM WORK 1L8 77314 11,374
D50  ELECTRICAL DIVISIONTOTAL 280,906
F20  SELECTIVE BUILDING DEMOLITION

02000  DEMO FLOOR STRUCTURE 1L 18,000 18,000

@ ESCALATOR
02000  DEMO-CONC RAMP/DOCK 118 7,500 7,500
@LOBBY

02000 DEMO-CONC 8.0.G. 118 2,500 2,500

117272007 12:43 PM KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOYATION - SOUTH ENTRY/LOBBY DETAIL - PAGE 2




[TEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT _ UNIT COST 2007QJAk8 _ SISF
@ ADA ELEV
02000  DEMO-STOREFRONT 118 1,500 1,500
@ 2ND FLR
02000  MISC. DEMO/PROTECT EXST'G : 118 25,000 25,000
ALLOW
02000 REROUTE MECH FOR ESCALATOR 118 20,000 20,000
ALLOW
02000  REROUTE MECH FOR LOBBY 118 35,000 35,000
ALLOW
02000 SAWCUT DEMO CMU WALLS 118 10,000 10,000
F20  SELECTIVE BUILDING DEMOLITION DIVISIONTOTAL 119,500
ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL __ 2,588,579
111212007 12:43 PM PAGE 3
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2007-0618

THE
ROBINSON
COMPANY
PROJECT:  KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - PEDESTRIAN PLAZA/ EXTERIOR WORK
LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
BLDG SF:
ESTIMATE: 2007096
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
DIVISION DESCRIPTION TOTAL $/SF
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE 291,945
D20 PLUMBING 8,412
D50 ELECTRICAL 111,811
G10 SITE PREPARATION 77,3715
G20 SITE IMPROVEMENTS 210,753
G30 SITE CIVIL / MECHANICAL UTILITIES 25,000
ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL 726,296
DESIGN CONTINGENCY @ 12.00% 87,156
SUBTOTAL 813,452
GENERAL CONTRACTOR'S OH&P @ 8.00% 65,076
SUBTOTAL _ : 878,528
ESCALATION TO 06-JAN-09 (10.00%/YR) @ 15.64% 137,435
TOTAL 1,015,963
EXCLUSIONS:
SEE ESTIMATE SUMMARY
11/2/2007 1243 PM - KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - ?STRIAN PLAZA/ EXTERIOR WORK SUMMARY PAGE 1
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PROJECT:  KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - PEDESTRIAN PLAZA/ EXTERIOR WORKQ7-0618
LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
BLDG SF:
ESTIMATE: 2007096
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT  UNIT COST TOTAL $ISF
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE
04850  SEISMIC PINNING @ MASONRY 1LS 135,000 135,000
: ALLOW
04910  CRACK REPAIR ALLOWANCE 32,250 SFA 150 =~ 48375
04910  TUCKPOINT MASONRY 8,062 SF 10.00 80,620
ASSUMING 25%
04930  CLEAN/SEAL EXT. MASONRY 13,975 SF 2.00 27,950
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE DIVISION TOTAL 291,945
D20 PLUMBING
15400  PLUMBING/DRAINAGE ALLOWANCE 1LS 9,412 9,412
D20 PLUMBING DIVISION TOTAL 9,412
D50 ELECTRICAL
16000  SECURITY SYSTEMS/CAMERAS 1LS 35,000 35,000
ALLOW
16000 SITE LIGHTING ALLOWANCE 118 76,811 76,811
D50 ELECTRICAL DIVISION TOTAL 111,811
G10 SITE PREPARATION
02000  ALLOW-RELOCATE MECH EQUIP 118 35,000 35,000
02000 DEMO-CONC SLAB @ PLAZA 3,650 SF 7.50 27,375
02000  MISC. SITE DEMOLITION 1LS 10,000 10,000
02000  SAWCUTTING ALLOWANCE 1L8 : 5,000 5,000
G10 SITE PREPARATION DIVISION TOTAL 77,375
G20 SITE IMPROVEMENTS
02620  DRAINAGE MEMBRANE SYSTEM 3,650 SF 750 27,375
02755  CONC LIGHT BASES 12 EA 1,200 14,400
02775  CONC SLAB @ PLAZA/SUB-BASE 3,650 SF 10.00 36,500
02780  CONC PAVERS @ PLAZA 1,674 SF 22.00 36,828
02780  STONE PAVERS @ PLAZA/ENTRY RAMP 630 SF 55.00 34,650
02800  REPAIR GRANITE PILLARS 2 EA 2,500 5,000
02820  ARCH SCREENWALLS-ALLOW 150 LF 210 31,500
02830  CONC PLANTER/SEAT WALLS 6 EA 3,500 21,000
10350  FLAGPOLE W/BASE 1EA 3,500 3,500
G20 SITE IMPROVEMENTS DIVISION TOTAL 210,753
G30 SITE CIVIL / MECHANICAL UTILITIES
02630  STORM DRAINAGE ALLOWANCE 1L8 25,000 25,000
G30 SITE CIVIL / MECHANICAL UTILITIES DIVISION TOTAL 25,000
11/2/2007 1243 PM KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENGVATION - PEQESTRIAN PLAZA/ EXTERIOR WORK DETAIL PAGE 1
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[TEM _ DESCRIPTION

QUANTITY UNIT _ UNIT COST 200 7Q¥ALg_ $ISF

ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL

726,296

117212007 12:43 PM
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2007-0618

THE
ROBINSON
COMPANY

PROJECT:

KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - RAMP/LOADING DOCK & TUNNEL

LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
BLDG SF:
ESTIMATE: 2007096
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
DIVISION DESCRIPTION TOTAL __ $ISF
A0 FOUNDATIONS 406,146
A20  BASEMENT CONSTRUCTION 1,008,391
B20  EXTERIOR CLOSURE 58,020
C10  INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION 81,160
C30  INTERIOR FINISHES 5,000
D20 PLUMBING 54,198
D30 HVAC : _ 60,239
D40 FIRE PROTECTION 131,497
D50  ELECTRICAL 266,830
E10  EQUIPMENT 42,000
E20  FURNISHINGS 5,000
G10  SITE PREPARATION 1,000,560
G20  SITE IMPROVEMENTS 388,373
G30  SITE CIVIL/ MECHANICAL UTILITIES 40,000
G90  OTHER SITE CONSTRUCTION 7,500
ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL 3,554,914
DESIGN CONTINGENCY @ 1200% 426,590
SUBTOTAL 3,981,503
GENERAL CONTRACTOR'S OH & P @ 800% 318520
SUBTOTAL _ 4,300,023
ESCALATION TO 06-JAN-09 (10.00%/YR) @ 16.64% 672,689
TOTAL 4,972,712
EXCLUSIONS:
SEE ESTIMATE SUMMARY
117272007 12:43 PM KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - RAMP/LOADING DOCK TUNNEL SUMMARY . PAGE 1
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KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - RAMP/LOADING DOCK & TUNNEL 2007-0618

PROJECT:
LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
BLDG SF:
ESTIMATE: 2007096
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT  UNIT COST TOTAL $ISF
A10 FOUNDATIONS
02315  FNDTN EXCVTE/BACKFILL 14,326 SFA 4.00 57,304
02480  UNDERPIN EX'STNG RET. WALL 265 LF 185 48,025
02740  ASPHALT OVERLAY 14,326 SF 1.50 21,489
03300  CONC BASE SLAB/GRAVEL- 6" 14,326 SF 8.00 114,608
03300  FOOTINGS/FOUNDATIONS 14,326 SFA 10.00 143,260
03300  RAISED LOADING DOCK/RAMP PREMIUM 1,490 SF 10.00 14,900
07100 FOOTING DRAINAGE 556 LF 10.00 5,560
A10 FOUNDATIONS DIVISION TOTAL 406,146
A20 BASEMENT CONSTRUCTION
03310 CIP CONC COLUMNS- 30" DIA 80 LF 260 20,800
03310  CIP TUNNEL WALL- 1'4" 10,564 SF 35.00 369,740
03310  TUNNEL CONC LID STRUCTURE 14,326 SF 36.00 515,736
03930 WORK @ TRANSITION TO EXISTING TUNNEL 118 15,000 15,000
ALLOW
07100 DRAINAGE MEMBRANE @ WALLS/LID 24,890 SF 3.50 87,115
A20 BASEMENT CONSTRUCTION DIVISION TOTAL 1,008,391
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE
03370  AIR DISCHARGE STRUCTURE/LOUVERS 1LS 19,020 18,020
ALLOW
08330  COILING DOORS 2EA 12,000 24,000
09220  EXT FINISH @ TUNNEL ENTRANCE 18 15,000 15,000
ALLOW
B20 EXTERIOR CLOSURE DIVISION TOTAL 58,020
c10 INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION
04220 INT. CMU PLAIN 8"-SOLID GROUT 3,230 SF 22.00 71,060
08110  INT. H.M. DOOR/FRM/HDWRE-SGL 3LVS 1,200 3,600
08110  INT. H.M. RELITE/GLAZING 3EA 500 1,500
10000 MISC SPECIALTIES 1LS 5,000 5,000
c10 INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION DIVISION TOTAL 81,160
C30 INTERIOR FINISHES
06200  MISC. FINISHES/TRIM 1LS 5,000 5,000
C30 INTERIOR FINISHES DIVISION TOTAL 5,000
D20 PLUMBING
15400  PLUMBING 1LS 54,198 54,198
D20 PLUMBING DIVISION TOTAL 54,198
117272007 12:43 PM PAGE 1
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KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - RAMPALOADING DOCK TUNNEL DETAIL

-~

ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT  UNIT COST20077QRM.8  $ISF
D30 HVAC
15700  HVAC WORK 1LS 60,239 60,239
D30 HVAC DIVISION TOTAL 60,239
D40 FIRE PROTECTION
15300  FIRE PROTECTION 1L8 131,497 131,497
D40 FIRE PROTECTION DIVISION TOTAL 131,497
D50 ELECTRICAL
16000  ELECTRICAL WORK 118 239,000 239,000
16000  SECURITY SYSTEMS 118 27,830 27,830
D50 ELECTRICAL DIVISION TOTAL 266,830
E10 EQUIPMENT
11000  MISC EQUIPMENT ALLOWANCE 118 10,000 10,000
11160  TRUCK DOCK LEVELER 4 EA 8,000 32,000
E10 EQUIPMENT DIVISION TOTAL 42,000
E20 FURNISHINGS :
12320  CASEWORK/SHELVING ALLOWANCE 1LS 5,000 5,000
E20 ° FURNISHINGS DIVISION TOTAL 5,000
G10 SITE PREPARATION
-02000  ALLOW-REWORK @ FUEL TANK 118 15,000 15,000
02000  DEMO/SALVAGE BRICK PAVERS 2,700 SF 250 6,750
02000  DEMO-ASPHALT @ FIRE LANE 2,550 SF 5.00 12,750
02000 DEMO-EXISTING TUNNEL STRUCTURE 1LS 40,000 40,000
02000  MISC SAWCUT/PROTECT EXST'G 118 10,000 10,000
02000  REMOVE ROLLUP DOORS 2EA 500 1,000
02000  SITE DEMO ALLOWANCE 57,000 SFA 1.00 57,000
02250  SHORING ALLOWANCE (2 SIDES) 5,282 SF 55.00 290,510
02315  BACKFILL @ TUNNEL-FROM STOCKPILE 7,200 CY 15.00 108,000
02315  EXCAVATE/STOCKPILE FOR TUNNEL/RAMP 15,600 CY 18.00 280,800
02315  RAISE SITE WITH STOCKPILED SOIL 8,400 CY 15.00 126,000
02335  GRADE/COMPACT SITE 57,000 SF 0.75 42,750
02370 EROSION CONTROL 1LS 10,000 10,000
G10 SITE PREPARATION DIVISION TOTAL 1,000,560
G20 SITE IMPROVEMENTS :
02740  REPAVE FIRE LANE 2,550 SF 6.75 17,213
02780  RESET BRICK PAVERS, GROUTED 2,700 SF 9.00 24,300
02820  ALLOW-RENOVATE SITE STAIR 1LS 7,500 7,500
02820  RENOVATE EXISTING CONC/BRICK WALL 180 LF 300 54,000
02830  RETAINING WALLS @ RAMP 3,840 SF 45.00 172,800
02830  SITE RETAINING WALLS 804 LF 140 112,560
11/2/2007 12:43 PM PAGE 2




ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST2007I0FAl8  §ISF
G20 SITE IMPROVEMENTS DIVISION TOTAL 388,373
G30 SITE CIVIL / MECHANICAL UTILITIES
02630  STORM COLLECTION/DRAINAGE 118 40,000 40,000
ALLOW
G30 SITE CIVIL / MECHANICAL UTILITIES DIVISION TOTAL 40,000
GS0 OTHER SITE CONSTRUCTION
02770  CURBS 300 LF 25.00 7,500
G90 OTHER SITE CONSTRUCTION DIVISION TOTAL 1,500
ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL 3,554,914
11/2/2007 12:43 PM KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION - RAMPALOADING DOCK TUNNEL DETAIL PAGE 3
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PROJECT:  KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE SOUTH ENTRY RENOVATION 2007-0618
LOCATION: SEATTLE, WA
ESTIMATE: 2007096
ESTTYPE: COST MODEL
ALT# 1
REVOLVING DOORS @ 3RD/4TH ST. EXITS
ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT  UNIT COST TOTAL
05100  STRUCTURE FRAME AROUND DOORS 218 7,500 15,000
ALLOW
08340  REVOLVING DOORS® 2EA 70,000 140,000
09250  WALL/FINISHES AROUND DOOR : 218 12,500 25,000
ALLOW )
ALTERNATE SUBTOTAL 180,000
MARKUP @ 39.9% 71,789
TOTAL 251,789
ALT# 2
- ADDITIONAL STOP @ ADA ELEVATOR
ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL
04220  ELEVATOR SHAFT WALL 666 SF 22.00 14,652
09380  DEMO/REPLACE WALLS & FINISHES 118 20,000 20,000
ALLOW
14240 ADA ELEVATOR-ADDITIONAL STOP 118 10,000 10,000
' ALTERNATE SUBTOTAL 44,652
MARKUP@ . 39.9% 17,808
TOTAL 62,460
ALT# 3
USE GRANITE @ ALL INFILL PANELS @ PLAZA
ITEM  DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT  UNIT COST TOTAL
02780  CONC PAVERS @ PLAZA , -1,674 SF 22.00 -36,828
02780  GRANITE PAVERS @ PLAZA/ENTRY RAMP 1,674 SF 55.00 92,070
ALTERNATE SUBTOTAL 55,242
MARKUP @ 39.9% 22,032
TOTAL 11,274
11/2/2007 12:44 PM ALTERNATE DETAIL PAGE 1
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2008 CIP. PROJECT COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY =
'DESIGN DEVELOPMENT-OPTION -1

Project Name: Courthouse South Entry CIP Number: Date: 1-Nov-07

Requesting Agency: i o Seneca - FMD
Implementing Agency: Checked by:
Project Scope: This project restores the south sntry as the primary entrance to the Courthouse. An underground loading facility

will be constructed at the Jefferson Street ROW face of the exiting tunnel to accommeodate loading functions. The
park will be redone and funded by the Cily of Seattie.

New security entry point equipment is included - it is assumed the 3rd and 4th Avenue entrances will becoms exit
only. No new exit only doors are included for the eixisting 3rd and 4th Avenue, but one is included for the new South
Lobby exit. Alsoincluded is the an ADA Elervator to the 2nd Floor,and Granite Paving inthe Plaza

ELEMENT - DESCRIPTION
001 - CONSULTANT DESIGN
Basic A/E Fee $0
{ ri Ci i prep & review
Security Consultant :
Efevator Consuitant
Grading PermiySWM Drainage Review
Level Il Drainage Tech. Report na
Solls Testing $10,000
Outside Survey na
C Ady Costs inc
PCSP Division Costs (Procurement)
Asbestos Assessment $5,000
Other Design _—
Total 001 - ComutantDesln Gost
003 - CONSTRUCTION
MAX. ALLOWABLE CONST. COST (MACC) $ 10,797,807 $0
..... { 8.90% Jof MACC $961,005 $0
Building Permit Fees...( 2.00% Jof MACC $215,856 [
Data Communications Costs $8,000 $0
Telephone Cost {$35(/phone) $950
/Tempaorary C y Cost $50,000
Security Cost during Construction {required for work in CH, RJC & KCCF) $60,000
Artist Designs & WSST $0
Moving Cost $10,000
PCSP Divislon review and Bid Advertisement Costs
Printing Cost (Bki Documents) $20,000
Speciat Inspection & Testing Fee $50,000
Tota 03 Conetrucion st

004 - EQUIPMENT & FURNISHINGS

Total 004 - Equipment & Furnish. Cost
Misceitaneous L]

005 - CONTINGENCY

Project Conting. { 15.00% ) of 001, 003, 004,007, & 009

Total 005 - Contingency Cost $2,086,479

007 - COUNTY FORCE DESIGN

Project Design { of 001, 003, 004)

Other 30

Total 007 - CONTRACTED CONST. MGMT.

Includes cost estimating $400,000

009 - COUNTY FORCE ADMINISTRATION

GGCIP Project Mgmt Hours
Total 009 - County Force Admin. Cost
006 - ART (1% of 001,003,005,007 & 009) I RETA|
010 - ADMINISTRATIVE OH { 2.00% of total project cost)
TOTALPROJEGTCOST .. | | | | - smmarsosi]
Less Existing Funds: 0

2008 PROJECT REQUEST

SOURCE OF FUNDING
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Project Name: Courthouse South Entry CIP Number: 1-Nov-07
Requesting Agency: Seneca - FMD

Agency:
Project Scope: This project restores the south entry as the primary entrance to the Courthouse. No toading dock is constructed

and there are no improvements to the existing tunnel. The park will be redone and funded by the City of Seattle.
New security entry point equipment is included - it is assumed the 3rd and 4th Avenue entrances will become exit
only. Existing doors at 3rd & 4th Avenues remain, and there is a new exit only door are forthe new South Lobby
exit only. Also included is the an ADA Elervator to the 2nd Floor,and Granite Paving in the Plaza. *

ELEMENT - DESCRIPTION

001 - CONSULTANT DESIGN

Baslc A/E Fee —— %0
Landmark C: P & review
Security Consultant
Elevator Consultant
Grading PermitVSWM Drainage Review
Level Il Drainage Tech. Report -
Soils Testing
Outside Survey
C Sel Ad Costs
PCSP Division Costs (Procurement)
Asbestos Assessment $5,000
Other Design
Total 001 - Consultant Design Cost
003 - CONSTRUCTION
MAX. ALLOWABLE CONST. COST (MACC) $ 5,347,714 $0
Sales Tax. { 8.90% Yof MACC $475,947 $0
Building Permit Fees.. 2.00% Yof MACC $106,954 $0
Data Communications Cosis $8,000 $o
Telephone Cost ($350/phone) $950
Relocation/Ts y C Cost $25,000
Security Cost during Construction (required for work in CH, RJC & KCCF) $60,000
Adtist Designs & WSST $0
Moving Cost $10,000
PCSP Divislon review and Bid Advertisement Cosls
Printing Cost (Bld Documents) $20,000
Special inspection & Testing Fee $25,000
Total 003 - Construction Cost
004 - EQUIPMENT & FURNISHINGS
Total 004 - Equipment & Furnish. Cost
Miscellaneous :
005 - CONTINGENCY —_—
Project Conting. 4 15.00% ) of 001, 003, 004,007, & 008
Total 005 - Contingency Cost
007 - COUNTY FORCE DESIGN
Project Deslgn { of 001, 003, 004) .
Other 30 $o
Total 007 - CONTRACTED CONST. MGMT.
icudescos simaing
009 - COUNTY FORCE ADMINISTRATION
GGCIP Project Mgmt Hours
Total 009 - County Force Admin. Cost
006 - ART (1% of 004,003,005,007 & 009) I $79,521 | | $79,521 |
010 - ADMINISTRATIVE OH ( 2,00% of total project cost)

$167,195

TOTAL PROJECT COST ]
Less Existing Funds:
2008 PROJECT REQUEST
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Project Name: Courthouse South Entry CIP Number: Date: 2-Now-07

Requesting Agency: Estimator. Seneca - FMD

I menting Agen Checked by:

Project Scope: This project restores the south entry as the primary entrance to the Courthouse. An underground loading facility
will be constructed at the Jefferson Streat ROW face of the exiting tunnel to accommodate loading functions. The
park will be redone and funded by the City of Seattle.

New security entry point equipment is included - it is assumed the 3rd and 4th Avenue entrances will become exit
only. New exit only doors are included for the existing 3rd and 4th Avenue,and the new South Lobby exit. Also
included is the an ADA Elervator to the 2nd Floor,and Granite Paving inthe Plaza
—
[ELEMENT - DESCRIPTION
$978,000
tion & review
Elevator Consultant l
Grading Permit/'SWM Drainage Review
nt
$10,000
Consultant Selection Advertisement Cosis
PCSP Division Costs (Procurement)
| _ |Asbestos Assessment I 000
Other Design

Total 001 - C | Design Cost $983,000 $993,000

003 - CONSTRUCTION

MAX. ALLOWABLE CONST. COST (MACC) $ 11,049,596

Sales TaX......oooeerenee. 8.90%})of MACC 083,414

Building Pemmit Fees..{ - 2.00%])of MACC 220,992

Data Communications Cosls 8,000

Telephone Cost {$350/phone; $950

Relocation/Temporary Construction Cost $50,000

Security Cost during Construction {required for work in CH, RJC & KCCF) $60,000

Artist Designs & Implementation (applicable WSST included)

Moving Cost $10,000

IPCSP Divislon review and Bid Advertisement Costs

Printing Cost (Bid Documents) $20,000

ISpecial In: ion & Testing Fee 50,000

Total 003 - Construction Cost $12,452,952 312.452‘952

004 - EQUIPMENT & FURNISHINGS

Total 004 - & Furnish. Cost $328,142 $328,142

Miscellaneous 0

005 - CONTINGENCY

Project Conting. ( 15.00%]) _of 001, 003, 004,007, & 009

Total 005 - C: Cost $2,128,384

]
]007 - COUNTY FORCE DESIGN
Project Design of 001, 003, 004)
Other
Total 007 - CONTRACTED CONST. MGMT.
[ cost ing | $400,000 $400,000
I [ !

1008 - COUNTY FORCE ADMINISTRATION

GGCIP Project Mgmit Hours 150

[Total 009 - County Force Admin. Cost $15,000 $15,000

1006 - ART {1% of 001,003,005,007 & 009 $159,893 $159,893

T 2

010 - ADMINISTRATIVE OH ( 2.00%)of tolal project cost) $329,547 3329|547
1 .

TOTAL.PROJECT COST $16,808

Less Existing Funds:

2008 PROJECT REQUEST .

|
SOURCE OF FUNDING
TOTAL

ol

! >H South Entrance

versloniKD- Substitute Files\L.CC calculations 117 2007: SHEET" LCC Oplion 3, 11/8/2007
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0618

Pr_:?ect Name: Courthouse South Entry CIP Number. Date: 1-Nov-07|
Requesting Agency: Estimator. Seneca - FMD

implementing Agency: Checked by:

Project Scope: This project restores the south entry as the primary entrance to the Courthouse. No loading dock is constructed

and there are no improvements to the existing tunnel. The park will be redone and funded by the City of Seattle.
New security entry point equipment is included - it is assumed the 3rd and 4th Avenue entrances will become exit
only. New exit only doors are included for the 3rd and 4th Avenue entrances,and the new South Lobby exit. Also
included is the an ADA Elervator to the 2nd Floor,and Granite Paving inthe Plaza.

U

ELEMENT - DESCRIPTION

001 - CONSULTANT DESIGN

Bview

inc

Elevator Consultant__| inc
|__|Grading Permit/SWM Drainage Review na
Level Il Drainage Tech. Report na
| [Soils Testing
| |outside Survey 1 na
Consuttant Selection Advertisement Costs inc
PCSP Division Costs {Procurement)
| _|Asbestos Assessment ] $5,000
Other Design
Total 001 - Consultant Design Cost $485,000 $485,000
]
{003 -CONSTRUCTION
MAX. ALLOWABLE CONST. COST (MACC) $ 5,599,603
[ 8.90%|Yof MACC $498,356
2.00%|)of MACC $111,990
8,000
950
25,000
uired for work in CH, RJC & KCCF) 60,000
i WSST d
$10,000
$20,000
$25,000
Total 003 - Construction Cost $8,358,799 SB,358I799
004 - EQUIPMENT & FURNISHINGS
Total 004 - & Fumish. Cost $328,142 83231142
Miscellaneous 0
005 - CONTINGENCY
Project Conting. { 15.00%{) of 001, 003, 004,007, & 009
Total 005 - Contl Cost $1,121,916
]
1007 - COUNTY FORCE DESIGN
Project Design { of 001, 003, 004)
Other .
I
Total 007 - CONTRACTED CONST. MGMT.
[includes cost ] $300,000 $300,000
I I [
009 - COUNTY FORCE ADMINISTRATION
GGCIP Project Mgmt | Hours 150 ]
Total 008 - County Force Admin. Cost $7,500 $7,500
008 - ART (1% of 001,003,005,007 & 009] $82,732 332,722_
010 - ADMINISTRATIVE OH ( 2.00%]of total project cost) $173,682 $173,682
- SBBSTIT ::$8;857;]
—$8.857,771
|
SOURCE OF FUNDING
TOTAL

! H South Enlrance

D-Substifute Fles\LCC

117 2007. SHEET. LCC Option 4; 11/2/2007
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2007-0618

King County Courthouse South Entrance Renovation Report

Attachment E:  King County Department of Executive Services —
Facilities Management Division

Courthouse South Entry Renovation Project
e Security Layout Graphics for South Entry
¢ Specifications Information for New South Entry
Security Screening Equipment
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EX 'tS@ﬂlL/Q/ . www.ce'rnium.com + 703.483.3000

ExitSentry® for Aviation
Automated Monitoring for Airport Terminal Exit Lanes

ExitSentry® by Cernium is the industry-leading monitoring system that automatically watches people and object
flow through airport exit lanes. This TSA-accepted, patented’ solution has logged over one million hours of proven
performance in more than 40 airports throughout North America. ExitSentry’s powerful video analytics technology
immediately identifies any individual attempting to enter an airport exit lane from the wrong direction. Using both
audible and visual alarms, it alerts security personnel and then digitally records the incident for instant playback.
ExitSentry maximizes exit lane security and enables security personnel to more efficiently and effectively handle
other essential responsibilities during peak traffic times, generating a positive return on investment in a short time.

 severrs U
Maximum Performance for Your Investment « Patented, field-configurable software that detects wrong-way motion
of people and objects; includes anti-passback protection

« Compliant with rigorous TSA performance standards

More Productive, Preemptive Security Forces « Early warning detection and event instant replay
+ Digital recording and storage of atarm video with time and date stamp

Simple and Intuitive Operation « User training in under 15 minutes

 User-defined pre-alarm warning zone
« Multi-media event logging and documentation

« Interface to other systems and functions for remote alarm notification,

Easy Installation, Integration and Expansion
intrusion containment, authorized remote bypass, or other functions

« Reliabte equipment utilizes off-the-shelf components

« Accomadates variable lane widths and multi-lane configurations

1.5, patent number 6,940,998

{Optional} .

SyswanimrI " fre-Alarm
- Warning Zone

Color Printes

Largo Vorification 8 B EY N D .
Monitor Opdonsl) | G | Detection Zone

Intarfacs to Situation
Containment Doors {Optional)

Remots Video Monitoring
{Optional}

Figure 1: ExitSentry Airport Exit Lane Monitoring Solution

Applies powerful video analytics technology to immediatety catch any
individual attempting to enter an exit tane from the wrong direction

(% cernium

®© 2007 Cernium Corporation EDS7




() cerntlifts

intelligent video analytics

EXITSENTRY
Photographs of Wrong-Way Motion Events

The following photographs were captured by Cermums ExitSentry System
installed in the exit lane of a major U.S. Airport. Each set of two photos, one
from the “detection” camera (left side) and one from the “watcher” camera (right
side), shows a wrong-way motion event in the exit lane. The “detection’
camera tracks each object with a “box” and displays a “tail” representing recent
frame history. The “tail” and “box” are green if the object is proceeding
correctly and red once wrong-way motion has been detected.

Adult
Entering
Lane
incorrectly

3/14/03
3:33pm

Adult
Stop &
_Reverse

- 3/20/03
1:04pm.

Children
Activity

3/10/03
9:34am
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- BAGGAGE AND PARCEL INSPECTION

Compact
Secure Storage
Dual Energy

Cost Effective

" shown with optional
17° Fiat Panel Monitor

lockable console

The Rapiscan 618 provides the benefits of a compact and cost effective
" X-ray system while still providing dual energy performance and a generous tunnel
opening of 550mm {21.35 inches) wide by 360mm (14.04 inches) high.

“LAaTURES & OPTIONS

Its Innovative design includes a Iockable console and foldmg conveyors for

secure and compact storage when not In use. The Rapiscan 618 has been
designed for rapid relocation and can be wheeled through narrow doorways.
The Rapiscan 618 can be part of an effective event based security solution for
hotels and convention centers.

.‘regu rﬂowofbags ‘TIP. lsareuable‘-
method for continually improving
the skill- level of screenérs and is

the preferred training . method used
- by regulatory agencxes '

CUSTOMER SUPPORT SERVICES

Our team is dedicated to providing a -prompt, effectlve and personalized

response that exceeds your expectations. With spare parts inventory and skilled

techniclans all-overthe world; you can be certain Rapiscan Systems will always be -

prepared with a solution to address your requirements. By measuring response -
. " time, parts delivery and support status, our team eémbraces a customer centri¢

phllosophy to ensure contlnual improvement of our products and servlces ’

! Network Dlsplay Statlon (NDS)
,NDS lmproves threat detectlon,

"_sus:pecf bags' to’ ‘reconcile “the .
_actual -bag’. contents wlth the -
scanned lmage

_Network Management System
(NMS): ~ Allows a supervisor to
monitor the performance of many
X-ray checkpoints in a large facility
from a single location.

Enhanced Performance X-ray
(EPX): Enables consistent detection
of materials having characteristics
of explosives, narcotics, gold,
currency and agricultural products.

Operator Training Program
(OTP): OTP enables the X-ray
gystem to be used as a training
terminal without running parcels.

ONE COMPANY - TOTAL SECURITY —




Rapiscan’

systems

An 0S| Systems Company 1690men (82.81n)
784mm (308 —
403mm (15,84}
Fuinfal
Y ©BAGGAGE AND PARCEL INSPECTION
PHYSICAL SPECIFICATIONS
Dimenslons: Length: 1,685 mm (61.82 in.) Unit not in use
Height: 1,360 mm (53,04 in.) excluding monitor*
Width: 735 mm (28.67 in.) o o 560mm 22,0i)
Tunnel Size: 550 mm (W) x 360 mm (H) (21.35 x 14 04 in,)
Conveyor Speed:  0.22 m/sec {44 ft./min)
Maximum Load: 165 Kg (365 Ibs) evenly distributed
Approx Welght:  Net: 412 Kg (908.3 Ibs) S a <
Gross: 500 Kg {1,102.3 Ibs) I 50mm (21.4k) 7|
System Power: 115 VAC +/- 10% / 60Hz / 10 Amps or
230 VAC +/- 10% / 50Hz / § Amps LR
X-RAY GENERATOR AND IMAGE PERFORMANCE §
Wire Resolution: 38 AWG guaranteed, 40 AWG typical
Steel Penetration: 27mm guaranteed, 29 mm typical g §
Materiat Separation: Low Z, Medium Z, High Z, to 0.5 accuracy i h—
Cooling: Sealed oil bath with forced alr £ 5
Anode Voltage: 160KV rated, operating at 140KV 5 €
Tube Current: 0.7 mA typical = 5
Orientation: Vertically Upward ¢
HIGH PENETRATION OPTION (HP)
Steel Penetration: 35mm guaranteed
Wire Resolution: 38 AWG guaranteed, 40 AWG typical ol I
Anode Voltage: 180 rated, operating at 160KV
Tube Current: 1mA STANDARD FEATURES OPTIONS
oM SPEGIFIGATIONS Crystal Clear™ Flat Panel LCD Monitor
Pracessor Speed:  Intel Pentium® Processor currently available Multi Energy Imaging (4 color) Threat Image Projection (TIP)
Monitor: 17" XVGA color, high refresh, non-flicker Density Threat Alert TIP Network
Memory: 64 MB RAM minimum
Video zlemory: 16 MB minimum Variable Edge Enhancement Target™-Screener Assist Technology
g;fggsgmive! 42XGB minimum High/Low Penetration Network Display Station (NDS)
rive: 5.
Floppy Di5k1:v 1.44 MB Variable Gamma Network Management System (NMS)
Access to keyboard port and parallel port is provided by means Inverse Video Power Conditioner
of a lockable access panel on the outside of Fhe machine. Pseudo Color Secure Workstation
‘OPERATING ENVIRONMENT . Variable Density Zoom Remote Workstation
.Storage Temperature: + -20°C 10 S0°C - | Organtc/inorganic.Stppin Conveyor Accessories
- Opérating Témperature: | 0°Cto 40°C ° - ) Ore - finorga — poing - - ries
Relative Humicmy * - Bto 95% noncondensing . - Black and W'IMYIBMHE Foot-mat -
S Variable Color Stripping | UPS (Uninterupted Power 5upply)
HEALTH & SAFEI'Y : -
VCR ut
All Rapiscan Systems products comply with appllcable Internatlonal Zoom CR 0wty
health and safety regulations including USA FDA X-ray systems View Previous Bag Video Printer
{Federal Standard 21CFR 1020.40) and Health and Safety at Work Manual Image Archiving Automatic Image Archiving
Act 1974-section 8, Amended by the Consumer Protection Act -
1987. Maximum leakage radiation less than 0.1mR/hr (1p Sv/hr) Baggage Counter Auto Reject Unit
:;I‘l °°gtaf:tty"” '::_h 0218';683;‘/‘-;3 BIN 4 0 Search indicator High Penetration X-ray Generator
m Safety: For | , guarenteed up to mes
§ exposure to radiation. Date/Time Display Foldable Conveyor
g CE Compliance: Yes Full Diagnostic Built In Test Facllity Protective Tunnels
1 FCC & IEC Compliance: Yes
) . Operator Tralning Program {OTP)
ISO 9001:2000 Certified
With continual development of our products Rapiscan Systems reserves Enhance Performance X-ray (EPX)
notice.

the right to d specifi

7 www.rapiscansystems.com

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
3232 W. El Segundo Bivd,
Hawthome, California 90250

UNITED STATES of AMERICA

Tek +1 3109781457

Fax: +1 310-349-2491

E-MAIL.
sales@rapiscansystems.com

UNITED KINGDOM
X-Ray House

Bonehurst Road

Salfords

Surrey RH1 5GG

UNITED KINGDOM

Tel: +44 (0) 870-7774301
Fax; +44 (0) 870-7774302

ASIA PACIFIC

240 Macpherson Road

#08-04 Pines Industrial Building
Singapore 348574

SINGAPORE

Tel: +65-67439892

Fax: +65-6743-9885 / 6743-9915

/00~

cistihudos stangs




Walk-Through Metal Detector

ONE COMPANY - TOTAL SECURITY

-in different zones, Due
to eight independent.

..not combine to produce

q PEOPLE SCREENING

Enhanced Multi-Zone Principle

Excellent Detection
and Immunity

Innovative User-Interface

\A‘ppealing Design

The Metor 300 is a second generation true
multi-zone metal detector. It offers supe-
rlor performance for demanding high security
applications.

SUPERIOR DETECTION

AND DISCRIMINATION

Utilizing an intelligent 8Z8F architecture, the
Metor 300 offers top-class performance In
metal detection and unbeatable detection uni-
formity for metal threat objects regardiess of
their shape and orientation. This is achieved
with an overiapping new multi-zone coll sys-
tem, which combines the unique true muiti-
zone features with frequency distribution
technology. The operating frequency distribu-
tion efiminates electromagnetic interference
present at instaliation environments today.
Together with effective digital signal process-
ing it offers excellent
interference immunity.

The Metor 300 can
detect muitiple threat
objects independently

detection “zones, sig-
nals - from ‘distributed .
harmless objects do

unnecessary alarms. In’
addition, independent
detection zones enable
free sensitivity adjust-
ment of each zone.

MAXIMIZE

THROUGHPUT
The Metor 300 is equipped with two integrat-
ed zone displays. These identify the level(s) at

which detected object(s) are carried. The
zone displays enable security personnel to
immediately target metal objects and ensure
that maximum throughput can be maintained.
In addition, the Metor 300 is equipped with
traffic lights (green and red) indicating when
the passenger can pass through the gate,

EASY TO INSTALL,
SIMPLE TO OPERATE

The Metor 300 display unit can be mounted - .
on all four sides of the detector. This improves

flexibility in installation and when operating

" the unit. The disptay unit ‘has a 2x20 char- -
“acter slphanumerical display.. It glves infor-

mation on how to operate the unit, and also
functions as a signal level indicator. In addi-
tion, the display unit has LED bars showing
the zone display indication. This increases the
visibility of the zone display information.

All parameters are set through a bi-directional
remote control unit that enables the copy-
ing of the parameters from one unit to other
units. This controf unit, unique only to Metor

- Rapiscan

“METORNET ‘3 'Pno- "Remote
'Security Management System col-

systems
An OSI Systems Company

brand products, makes programming sev-
eral detectors fast and easy. The menu
structure of Metor 300 resembles mobile
phones’ user Interface and is therefore
famillar to many users. Help texts in the
menu further facilitate the operations.
The user Interface has three user levels:
OPERATOR, USER and SUPERUSER. The
Metor 300 has a memory bank, which
enables storing customer specific param-
eter settings.

.VERSATILE DETECTION

PROGRAMS

The Metor 300 walk-through metal detec-
tor includes preset weapon specific detec-
tion programs to meet the requirements
set by internationally recognized authori-
ties. When developing new detection pro-
grams we use electromagnetic responses
from real guns and knives, and thereby
the programs reflect real-life threats.

The Metor 300 also Incorporates an
advanced Random Alarm function, which
enables discreet search of non-alarming
passengers.

ENHANCED SECURITY

To guarantee tamperproof and continu-
ous operation, the switches, cabies and
connectors in the Metor 300 are built-in,
and the remote control unit can be locked
inside the crosspiece. The remote control
unit operation is secured with passwords
and a code hopping encryption algorithm
to prevent unauthorized access. The ON/

'OFF switches can be accessed with or

without a key.

STATISTICS
Intelligent traffic and alarms counters

- calculate the traffic flow and resultant
- alarms. The counters both increment and

dacrement, thereby givlng a true trafﬂc .
v eount. -

lects the statistics an traffic flows
“and-alarm data of up to 255 Metor .
walk-through metal detectors and
generates easy-to-read reports. it
allows detector security levels to be
changed from a central PC.

TEST PIECES: To assist In callbra-
tion and testing.

ADA COMPLIANT CROSSPIECE:
32 in. crosspleces are avallable to
meet ADA compliance for wheel-

- . chair accessibility.

®
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Y FEOPLE SCREENING

9150080-3

USA, CANADA, LATIN AMERICA
8 Commerce Way

Sulte 218 .
Robbinsville, New Jersey 08691
UNITED STATES of AMERICA
Tel: +1 609-406-9000

Fax: +1 609-530-0842

Toll Free; 1-800-083-86768

AMERICAS

2806 Columbia Street
Torrance, Callfornia 80503
UNITED STATES of AMERICA
Tel: +1 310978-1457

Fax: +1 310-349-2401

EUROPE, AFRICA, MID EAST
Nihtislliankuja 5, P.0O. Box 174
FIN-02631 Espoo

FINLAND

Tel: +358 9 32044500

Fax: +358 8 32841302

X-Ray House

Bonehurst Road

Salfords

Surrey RH1 586G

UNITED KINGDOM

Tei: +44 (0) 870-7774301
Fax: +44 (0) 870-7774302

‘ASIA

240 Macpherson Road

#08-04 Pines Industrlal Bullding
Singapore 348574

SINGAPORE

Tel: +656743-9892

Fax: +85-6743-9885

AUSTRALIA

Rapiscan House

4 Ross Street

South Melbourne Victorla
Australla 3205
AUSTRALIA

Tel: +61 3 9829 4601
Fax: +61 3 9929 4655

E-MAIL
sales@raplscansystems.com

150 95002:2000 Cortified

88.1 in. (2235 mm)

\

e0 % o

20
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www.rapiscansystems.com

Walk-Through Metal Detector

CONFORMITY

Safety Standards The Metor 300 mests with the limits set by intemational standards for human safety. Safe
for wearers of heart pacemakers, pregnant women and magnetic recording materials.

c E Compliant Yes, conforms to the applicable Internetional standards for electricai safety and EMC.

Other Standards UK DIT Approved

SPECIFICATIONS

Amblent Operating From -20 *C to +65 °C

Tempefature (From +14 °F to +131 °F )

Humidity 0 to 95%, no condensation

Protection 1P 41 (EN 60529)

Power Supply AC Power: $0-264VAC/4T-63Hz
Battery: 12V DC
Consumption: 72W
Fuse: T2A 5x20 mm
Power cord fength: 2.5 m (8.2 ft)
Automatic adjustment, without manual intervention, for power fluctuations over the voltage
range of 90 to 264V AC.

Alarm Audlble/visible alarm.
2 x 20 character alphanumeric display and Zone Display. Alarm relay contact.

Alarm Time Adjustable

Sensitivity 100 senslitivity steps In each program.

Zone Sensitivity Al eight independent zones are individually adjustable {0 to 255 %) with respect to the

Adjustment overall sensitivity fevel. o

Calibration Automatic or manually set.
An automatic sensitivity functlon selects the appropriate sensitivity for a specific weapon
or test object. This eliminates the time consuming trial and error method.

interference Intelligent 8Z8F architecture, Digital filtering.

Suppresslon User selectable operating frequencles

Warranty Two {2) years, parts and labor

Seif-Testing Userriendly diagnostics ldentify fault condition.

Diagnostics ) ) i

Maintenance Low maintenance costs due to self-testing disgnostics, easy access and imnodular

. . electronics. . c : .
Network Connéctions | MetorNet Rerh«_)te Security Monitoring System compatible (RS422 and Ethemet)* .-
.| shipping - . " | Total: shipping welght: 94.2 kg (207.7'bs) - Do o
Wélght & Vblume shipping volume: 0.51 m3 (18.02 cu ft) Net Weight: 75.8 kg (167.1 Ibs) . T
| : | Colte: shipping welght: 73.8 kg (162.7 ibs) shipping volume: .40-m3 (14.13 cu ft) Cross

bars + electronics: shipping welght: 20.4 kg (44,9 Ibs) A
shipping volume: 0.11m3 (3.87 cu ft)

The Metor 300 has received the world'’s first environmental certificate for walk-

through metal detectors.

APPLICATIONS .~

Alrports: -

| Public Buildings: .. fhouses . . | VIP-Protection.

GCUSTOMER SUPPORT SERVICES: Our team Is dedlcated to providing a prompt, effective
and personalized response that exceeds your expectatlons. With spare parts inventory and
skifted technicians all over the world, you can be certain Rapiscan Systems will always be
prepared with a solution to address your requirements. By measuring response time, parts
delivery and support status, our team embraces a customer focused philosophy to ensure

continual improvement in customer support, products ‘and services.
With continual development of our products Rapiscan Systems reserves the right to smend specifications without notice.

st el s1amp
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Remote Security Management System

- PEOPLE SCREENING

Centralized Security
Management
Remote Monitoring &

Adjustment

MetorNet 3 Pro Is a Windows based
remote security management system. It
enables monitoring and adjustment of all
parameters of the Metor family of walk-
through metal detectors from a singie
PC.

COLLECTS STATISTICS

MetorNet 3 Pro collects statistics from
the Metor walk-through metal detectors
with passenger and alarm counters.
These statistics can be summarized and
printed in easy-to-read reports. In
addition, collected statistical information
can be stored in ACCESS format into a
database for further processing. The
user can select whether the database is
stored on a PC or on a network drive.

SAVING THROUGH RESOURCE
ALLOCATION :

By collecting statistics through MetorNet
3 Pro, it is easy 10 allocate personnel to
the right places at the right time.

CONTROL NETWORK FEATURE ]
The operator receives a wrltten message

. whenever there- Is -a deviation from the
original settings stored In the PC.-This
quickly indicates any misuse or malfunction
of the gate and increases the overall
securlty level. -

EASY CONNECTIVITY .
Because MetorNet 3 Pro utilizes existing

" Ethernet cabling at- the customer’'s
premises, adding new Rapiscan Systems
Metor metal detectors to the MetorNet 3
Pro network s very easy. The need for
expensive cabling is minimized thus
reducing costs.

-‘ONE COMPANY - TOTAL SECURITY

ENHANCED USER INTERFACE

* All parameters of the topology can be
controlled

* An Image of each metal detector
Is shown

* Pop-up menus

¢ Built-in help system

¢ Colors can be configured on the
topology

OVERALL SYSTEM MANAGEMENT

Up to 255 metal detectors can be’

connected to one network. The gates can
be grouped and identified individually

) and/or by group name. The--user -can
 define the security Jevel (set of
.parameters). which can be _applied to an

individual gate, to a group of gates, or to
a whole rietwork. ~

SUPERIOR SYSTEM SECURITY

MetorNet 3 Pro has two user levels:
USER and SUPERUSER. The SUPERUSER
has access to all parameters and can
assign editable USER access rights. Each
USER/SUPERUSER can have an individual
password to prevent unauthorized access.

The amount of USER/SUPERUSER-

accounts is unlimited. MetorNet 3 Pro
also provides Log in and Log out data.

Industry

" Amusement Parks

Financial Institutions
Special Events
Distribution Centers
Government Buildings
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Remote Security Management System

NEXT

Rapiscan

Y PEOPLE SCREENING
USA, CANADA, LATIN AMERICA
8 Commerce Way

Suite 116

Robbinaville, New Jersoy 08691
UNITED STATES of AMERICA
Tel: +1 609-406-9000

Fax: +1 609-530-0842

Toll Free: 1-800-863-8676

AMERICAS

2805 Columbia Street
Torrence, Californla 90503
UNITED STATES of AMERICA
Tel: +1 310978-1457

Fax: +1 310-348-2491

EUROPE, AFRICA, MID EAST
Nihtisillankuja 5, P.O. Box 174
FIN-02631 Espoo

FINLAND

Tel: +358 9 32941500

Fax: +358 9 32941302

X-Ray House ) )
Bonehurst Road . T
Salfords :

Surrey RH1 56G LOGIN SCREEN -

UNITED KINGDOM

Tel: +44 (0) 870-7774301
Eax: +44 (0) 870-7774302

240 Macpherson Road syt
#06-04 Pines Industrlat Bullding
Singapore 348574

SINGAPORE

Tel: +65-6743-9892

Fax; +65-8743-9885

AUSTRALIA
Rapiscan House

4 Ross Street )
South Melbourne Victorla Garomt P | taam | Cms Sty |
Australia 3205 ——— T g e 4 o.r.:.-
AUSTRALIA e g BTy =
Tel: +61 3 9929 4601 . v o S
Fax: +61 3 9929 4655 ,,_“Fﬁ_g“-_ e
sales@rapiscansystems.com ) BTV E:“.‘.‘ :
180 9001:2000 Cortified : . - R Bt
oL e o - B L L MetoxNet?‘”. .
) Te ) o | -
TOPOLOGY
SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS
2 Processor CPU Pentium 4 2GHz or higher
g Memory 256 MB Ram
3 Operating System Windows 2000 or Windows XP
Hard Drive 1-2 GB minumum

www.rapiscansystems.com

CUSTOMER SUPPORT SERVICES: Our team Is dedicated to providing a prompt, effective

and personaiized response that exceeds your expectations. With spare parts inventory and

skilled technicians all over the world, you can be certain Rapiscan Systems wll always be

prepared with a solution to address your requirements. By measuring response time, parts

delivery and support status, our team embraces a customer focused philosophy to ensure

continual irnprovement In customer support, products and services. s , stiibaler stamp

With continust d P t of our products Rapi: Systems reserves the right to amend specifications without notice. P
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ls it practical to screen everyone that
enters—or exits —your facility, without

affecting the efficiency
of your operations?

Do you know what your visitors, workforce, passengers, or spec-
tators, are conceallng past your metal detectors, bringing onto
your translt system, into your stadlums, or are taking out the door
with them? Is your securlty staff forced to guess who Is hiding
something without stopping and questloning each one? The Brljot
BIS-WDS® GEN 2 System wlill allow you an easler way to know who
to search and pinpoint where to look!

Brijot imaging Systems, Inc. Is proud to introduce the BISWDS® GEN 2
—the next generation cutting edge object detection and people
screening technology. System features Include fulkmotion, real-
time passive millimeter wave imaging capabilities. Empowering you
to detect concealed threats sooner, minimize loss prevention more
effectively, and virtually pat down and screen people-in areas that you

200786 0
b

- Monitored remotely
*In real time

+ Without requiring cooperation
« Without a physical pat down

Briot's standoff passive millimeter wave imaging system offers
security and loss prevention officials a quick and discrete method
for detecting susplicious hidden items...whether they're explosives,
weapons, contraband, stolen electronics, or other items. The GEN 2
also reveals hidden fiquids and gels. Brijot's millimeter wave imaging
solution is the most effective high-throughput people screening system
available today to effectively detect these potential threats.

have not been able to search them before.

What is the BIS-WDS® GEN 27

millimeter wave energy, an Integrated full—motlon video camera, on-board computer, and sophisticated,
intelligent video detection engine. Using the GEN 2 value-added detection engine’s capability your
security screeners will automatically be alerted and can easily pinpoint concealed objects without
intrusive, time-consuming, personnel-mtensrve and potentially dangerous physical searches, while
allowing security screeners and law enforcement officers. to perform “viitual” ‘pat downs from a
distance without direct contact. Brijot provides an effective means to manage threats before they
become harmful incidents. o ' )

How does it work?
The system’s passive Radlometrlc Scanner can detect concealed objects by distinguishlng between

objects even when they’re hidden beneath clothing. it accomplishes this without radlatlng subjects,
-stand-off- application. it will not cause claustrophobla and Is a.safe and discrete screening solution

for all. Further, Brijot's millimeter wave sensors do not image anatomical details, thus protect!ng
passenger privacy. :

Brijot’s GEN 2technclogy is composed ofa real-time Radlometric Scannerthatimages electromagnetic - 3

. "the millimeter wave ‘énergy naturally emittad by the-humanbody and the energy of the concealed . ' A

- -or.posing health fisks even to those persons with pacemakers. or pregnant wornen. Deployed as an

Feature Highlights:
.+ Detscts concealed objects in as little as 0.5 second

» Subjects walk through the screening area when deployed
~ intwo-camera configurations

« Anatomical detalls are not revealed thereby eliminating

personal privacy issues

« Completely passive system-—no transmission of radiation
" orenergy of any kind
 Seamless integration facilitating remote operation and
administration of man-traps )
Monitoring & detection dispiayed to the operator in reaktime
‘des standoff detection of large explosives,
gels, and other ferrous and non-ferrous items.




o solu ,n, choose Brijot's proven rellali ty‘ to achieve youl ty

goals. Deploy the system as part of a high-security entrance portal,
integrate It with existing devices such as X-Ray or metal detectors and
find the items they are missing. Or use the GEN 2 to monitor your
exits—you can even remotely image unattended locations. The GEN 2
Is a must for any place where protection of life or loss prevention
demands knowing which people are concealing hidden items—and
pinpoint where they're hiding them.

Standoff Bomb and Weapon Detection: Protection from the
threat. There is no need to put security staff or military personnel
at arm's length from danger in high risk areas. Operated remotely,
the GEN 2 can detect explosives or weapons and trigger a “lock-
down” event, holding the suspect within a secure area. In today's high
-security environment, Brijot's imager adds an extra layer of protection,
isolating the threat and alerting securlty personnel that a potential
danger is approaching.

Alrport/High Security Transportation Hubs: See what you're
missingl Some locations—like airports and other critical transportation
hubs, have already invested In security screening technologies like X-
ray machines, metal detectors, and added security staff. But those
technologies can't see explosive materials, liquids and gels, or thick
packets of currency. GEN 2 can be integrated Into your existing security

sed to dlrect

sub_lects into 'enlng lanes for further investigation,
focusing security efforts and eliminating profiling or ineffective
random screening.

Government Bulldings/High-Security Hotels: Broaden counter-
terrorlsm measures! Terrorism is one the greatest threats to the
safety and security of public and private buildings such as federal
office buildings, hotels and many national icons. The best defense to
safeguard your facility, organization and operations is “detection” that
enables an immediate “assessment” for the proper “reaction.” With
Brijot's GEN 2 millimeter wave technology you have full-motion, real
time Imaging capabilities which allow you to safeguard property and
lives effectively. GEN 2 can be positioned at a distance from security

personnel and operated remotely to protect them from the threat

posed by suicide bombers.

Loss Prevention: Stem the tide of product shrinkage! Loss
prevention personnel will find the GEN 2 invaluable in identifying
hidden objects exiting a facility. The system can image metals, wood,
electronic devices, bottles of liquor... even fresh or frozen foodsl
Managers and security personnel can pat down employees virtually
without physical contact. Event logging functionality records the
detection, providing ideal documentation in the event of an employee
termination or theft prosecution,

'-Graphlcal User Interface
f'How easyls Itto use? Brijot’s Graphlca! User Interface (GUI) Isa

.a GEN 2 uger can clearly. Identify. and locate hidden objects In real- .
tlme byobservlng event loons and detection boxes oha fulkmotlon

Images are dIgItaIIy archlved for later review, analysls, or eviden-
tiary use. ‘The JPEG imaggs stored are millimeter wave images with
no anatomical detall, ehsqﬁng personnel privacy is maintained.

Loss Prevention Application
Detectlon: Circuit Board

Real-time Detectlon Engme
What's that they're hiding? Know sooner with our value-added

- simpls, easy to inderstand tool for all opérators—you can identify
". hidden objects without ‘confiision or delay. With mlnlmal training, -

- video images.’ Each. event's Video and passive millimeter wave

‘a multi-layered approach, incorporating a range of ‘tools and

- seamlessly with other security systems. Each system has multiple

detectlon engine, which ldentlﬁes threats and concealed ftems ~

" on a subject In resltime=in as-fittle’as 0.5 second. The GEN 2" . £
. automatically: alerts ‘operators to_the presenoe of very large . §
N objects—such as bombs—that could pose a seflous threat. ° &
Indicator boxes pinpoint the precise area of hidden objectson the - - §
] full—motion video and millimeter wave images. Displaylng multiple
-detection evénts slmultaneously, detection events can also serve

as the “probable cause” that triggers secondary inspection events
to examine an' individual more closely. -

Integratlon
What about my current systems? Good securlty often requires

carefully planned protocols, and the GEN 2 is designed to integrate

inputs and outputs, and data can be accessed using the system's

Application Programming Interface (API), allowing ‘the Brijot {,
system to work In tandem with your existing or pla'nned'security k
'technologles Brijot’s systemi can be configured to trigger a “man-
trap” application, locking out, or Iock!ng In Indlvlduals untll you

can identify what they re hiding. -
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BIS-WDS® GEN 2 Internal Components

CCD Video Camera._ -
Volce Coll Scanner \

Electronics
Chassls

e R

Functional Considerations

Standard deployment: Indoor and outdoor environments, Some indoor settings and all outdoor deployment may require
environment altering as specified by certified implementation personnel. '

indoor depfoyment Ideratlons: Ambient air temperature not to regularly exceed 26° € (80° F). Anomalous heat sources
behind walls and beneath fioors. Sources of energy Including sky access and reflective interior surfaces,

Other deployment consliderations: Traditional CCTV deployment considerations apply. Minimize saturation - Avold facing system
directly into sunlight (CCTV camera consideration) or at the sky {millimeter wave system component consideration). Though the
radiometer can operate in low- or nodight settings, the integral CCTV component requires lighting the FOV for effective video imaging.

Features

Imaging capabilities: Matals, plastics, ceramics, composites, glass, liquids, gels, explosives, weapons, currency, tobacco goods,
and wood—including those commonly used to construct weapons and explosive devices.

Minlmum object size: Imaged pixel size: Approximately 5 cm x5 cm (2 inx 2 in). Detection engine optimization: Approximately
78cmx 12 cm (3.0 in x 5.0in)

Large object detection: Program system's detection engjne to treat identification of large objects differently. Use system's alarm
utility to configure and trigger specific actions upon detection.

Simultaneous processing: Detection engine processes multiple simuitaneous detections. GUI displays up to 3 detection or “Large
Object” icons at a time and features a contiguous running event log. . . .

Fully-Integrated on-board computer: Pentium®-based processor enables stand-alone operation without external PC connection,
Microsoft Windows XP™ Operating System integrates with locel area networks for remote viewing and control via GEN 2 Application
. Software and APls. : ) . ’ . . : -
- Anti-tamper software: Applications dctively prevent, detect and react to tampering and reverse engneering.

Imaging speed: MMW radiometer 41012 fm.mes'per second (FPS); CCTV 30 FPS- . .

* Detection engine indlcations: Tricolored Box over location of detection on subject video.Image. Detection box features 8 black

o Blue: D2 level detection (warning) » Yeliow: D1 leve detection (alarm) » Red: L large object detection

outside ine, a white middle liné and one of the following colora a8 the Insidé line, determined-by the userdefined detection settings: -

A corresponding tri-colored box also appears on the "Detection Status” area of the GUl with “D1,” “D2 *or “U" detection status icons. *

Specifications . : :

Power supply: External Supply, 100 to 240 VAC, 47-63 Hz, 120 W; output 12 VDC, 10 A

Detector millimeter wave frequency: 80 to 100 GHz (90 GHz center frequency, 20 GHz bandwidth)
Operating temperature: -10°C to 50°C (14°F to 122°F)

Operating humldity: O to 100% RH condensing {outdoor use)

Dimenslons (H x W x D): 83.8 cm x 34.5 emx 34.9 cm (33.0inx 13.5Inx 13.7 in) excluding mounting bracket
Welght: Net: approx. 39 kg (86 Ibs) - excluding mounting bracket .

Interfaces

Analog video output: NTSC or PAL, BNC connector

Monitor output: D-sub 15 (VGA) connector (1024 x 768 72 Hz default)

Controf, setup and monltoring: 10/100 Ethernet, RJ45

Peripheral Interface: Two USB 2.0; two IEEE 1394a (FireWire)

Keyboard/Mouse: Combined PS/2:type mini-DIN connector

Discrete I/0: 10 Position Phoenix™ connecter; three user-gefined outputs {dry contact Form C relay) and two user-defined inputs

(optodsolated)
Audio: One 3,5 mm jack for UNE OUT; one 3.5 mm jack for MICIN

2007-0618
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Innovative Detection/
Screening Solutions

Everyday, Brijot's cutting edge
object detection/people screening
system offers unsurpassed
technology meeting security
challenges in high threat
environments, Brijot combines
innovative engineering, quality
materials, workmanship,
outstanding customer service,
and competitive pricing to bring
you exceptional value. Brijotis

a privately held USA Company,
with corporate and training
offices In Orlando, Florida. Brijot
manufactures its system in

an 1S0'9000:2000 certified - .

environment—another reason to

" sélect Brijot.

Brijot Imaging Systems, inc.
5422 Carrier Drive, Suite 107
Orlando, FL 32819

1-407-641-4370
1-866-SAFERWORLD
Fax:  1-407-351-9455
Email:  info@brijot.com
Internet: www.brijot.com

Phone:

4

Brijot

Imaging Systems. o Inc.

Imaging a safer world®

*Brijot imaging Systems, inc. reserves the right 1o change specifications without notice.8rijet®, BISWDS?®, Imaging a safer world®, the company logo and

target deslgn are reglstered trademarks of Brljot Imaging Systems, Ino. All rights reservad. All other marks of their
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Security Revolving Doors




Feel secure with Crane

Crane's Security Revolving
Daor offers the building
team a perfect combination
of everyday functionality
and rigorous access control.
Our time-tested designs and
manufacturing processes—
along with an unwavering
dedication to quality—
provide doors that mest
modern demands for security
and aesthetic beauty.

Control in an
unpredictable world

Security needs differ from
entrance to entrance, from
building to building. Our
Security Revolving Doors
deliver exceptional control
for offices, retail stores,
hotels, government facilities
and other applications.

Our doors can be configured
to provide two-way or one-
way (exit only) controlled
access. You can customize
settings depending on the
time of day, for example,
offering standard automatic
or manual operation during

" the day and security at

night. You can select custom
dimensions—anything from
6'-0" 1.D. to 10-0" 0.D. with
maximum heights from 7'-0*
to 9'-6" depending on width.
In addition, Crane's patented
Bookfold Collapse Lock
prevents unauthorized
activation of bookfold
mechanism while maintaining
all code criteria for revolving
entrance doors.

Brains behind the Abrawn

Crane's Security Revolving
Doors can be integrated
with a variety of activation
devices-such as card
readers, keypads, and
sensors to enable or deny
entry. Floor mats detect
unauthorized use, preventing
entry and triggering a voice
announcement of security
violation. Safety Is provided
by back pressure sensing
and edge strip protection
at the quarter posts.

Security functions can be
programmed to fit your
custom needs. A 90 V.D.C.
motor power drive unit in
the door offers reliable and °
controlled rotation according
to your security needs.

A 12° or 18" minimum
canopy height is required

to house power units and
security components.

710~
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Secure and atiractive
at the same time

Bullet resistant and blast
resistant, Crane‘s Security
Revolving Doors benefit
from robust engineering and
material selection to render
a door that works as good as
it looks. Heavy-duty metals
and painstaking-assembly
make our doors ideal for big
city applications, government
buildings and other
structures where additional
security is desired,

Stainless steel and bronze
(satin or mirror finish or
custom) finishes are fully
welded to a formed, welded
heavy gauge stainless stee!
or steel subframe that aliows
unparalleled strength in
Crane doors. Aluminum
finishes (anodized or painted
finish) are welded and
mechanically finished.
Crane's experienced
engineers and craftsmen

will help you design a

door that meets your
aesthetic requirements, too.
Various options and
attachment configurations

" " allow you to create a visually .

striking entryway that = .
complements your building's
design and is secure,

Crane's patented Bookfold
Collapse Lock prevents
unauthorized activation of
bookfold mechanism while
maintaining all code criteria
for revolving entrance doors.




Large Diameter Revolving Doors that deliver big benefits

For six decades, architects
and building owners have
relied on Crane to provide
the industry’s most reliable
and aesthetically pleasing
revolving doors. That
reputation for quality and
excellence has been
incorporated into our Large
Diameter Revolving Doors.

Available in three- and four-
wing configurations, Crane's
Large Diameter Revolving
Doors are ideal for hospitals,
extended-care facilities,
grocery stores, high-volume
retail stores, hotels and other
high-traffic applications
where large objects
accompany peopie through
entryways and automatic
revolving door action is
desired.

A fitting entrance

Large Diameter Revolving
Doors from Crane can be
sized to an outside diameter
up to 12'-0° in custom
heights depending on the
opening. They require a

12" minimum canopy fascia.

" " 'Like all Crarie doors, these

" . are built to-withstand years -
of heavy traffic. We start
with a heavy gauge stainless
steel or steel subframe to

ensure sturdiness throughout

the life of the door. Finish
options of stainless steel,
bronze (satin or mirror finish
or custom) and aluminum
(anodized or painted finish)
are welded to ensure
long-term durability.

Your design options are

virtually limitless. Our artisan
assemblers will customize
the door’s finish to your-
exacting specifications. -

" Select from an assortment-

of accessories and custom
configurations to create

a door that matches the
originality of your design.

Good looks are just
the beginning

Large Diameter Doors
from Crane can include our
patented Bookfold Collapse

Lock, which prevents
bookfolding during high

" winds or stack conditions: -

uniess an alarm js triggered.

-Additicnally, safety detection .

devices are used in .
accordance with ANSI/BHMA
A156.27-2003.

Doors can be set up and
operated in continuous
rotation or in response

to push plates or motion
sensors that will activate

or slow door rotation,
depending on the need. For

~added safety, we use

7-0618 /At
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harizontal muntins instead of
push bars to create two

_ divided lights-and eliminate '
. acatch hazard, :

Qur Large Diameter -
Revolving Doors use

Crane’s robust power drive
unit with a 90 V.D.C. motor
to rotate the door and
control its speed. It is
engineered to provide steady,
dependable door motion.

Hyatt Hotel, Detroit, Michigan,




Leading the worid
in technology, style
and performance

Crane has more than

60 years of experience
designing, fabricating and
instaling revolving doors
worldwide. We've eamed
our reputation as the
nation's leading supplier
of revolving doors by
consistently delivering
outstanding performance
and aesthetic beauty.

In the hands of the
craftsmen at Crane, metal
and glass are worked
into something more than
. revolving doors, These’
- materials become a bold
* visual statement that reflects
-each architect’s unique
vision and becomes the
focal point of any building.

Engineers at Crane have
perfected operating hardware
that ensures smooth and
reliable operation. Features
such as our heavy-duty
bookfold mechanism offer
safety that meets or exceeds
national standards.

Built with painstaking
attentlon to detail, our
custom revolving doors
meet your most demanding

-"eHospitals and healthcare

specifications. From the first

revolution to the millionth,
you can depend on Crane
to provide the ultimate in

revolving door function
and quality.

Crane Security and
Large Diameter Revolving

Doors have provided years
of reliable performance
‘on buildings worldwide,

including:

* Retail stores
+Hotels

oGovernmqrif structufes" o
« Institutional buildings - ~

facilities ’
sCommercial buildings

* Restaurants
*Sports stadiums

Guarantee

One year on all parts except
glass. Three years on doors
installed by a Crane factory
authorized installer and
serviced annually by a
Crane factory representative.
Excluding glass and normal
wear on weathersweeps and
push bars.

Sl

Crane Revolving Doors
924 Sherwood Drive
Lake Biuff, IL 60044
Phone: 800.942.7263
or 817.295.2700

Fax: 847.295.5288
www.cranedoor.com
sales@cranedoor.com
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ATTACHMENT 4
King County District Court
Office of the Chief Presiding Judge

W1034 King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98104
Telephone: (206) 205-2820
Fax: (206) 296-0596

The Hohorable Barbara Linde Tricia Crozier
Chief Presiding Judge Chief Administrative Officer
May 7, 2007

Robert Renouard, Project Manager, LEED

Capital Planning and Development

Facilities Management Division, Department of Executive Services
500 4™ Ave., Room 320

Seattle, WA 98104-2337

Re: Restoration to the South Entrance to King County Courthouse
Dear Mr. Renouard:

Thank you for presenting to the District Court, your proposal on the restoration of
the South Entrance to the King County Courthouse. This letter is meant to
respond to your request for feedback from our Court.

The Courthouse is more than just a building; it is a symbol of justice. The visual
beauty and stature of a Courthouse contributes to the public’s trust and
confidence in our justice system and reverence for the rule of law. At the same
time, the Courthouse must meet the needs of its many users, in terms of space,
safety, efficiency and accessibility.

With respect to space, | am concerned about any plan that eliminates space that
is currently available for use by the Courts. As | understand one proposal, a new
elevator shaft would extend up to the East wing of the Third floor, impinging
upon, or eliminating, space currently used as a courtroom. This is of huge
concern because the District Court is currently operating without a permanent
court space for the Inquests it conducts roughly 8-12 times a year for several
days at a time. The Superior Court has allowed the District Court to use court
space on the Third floor, where the new elevator shaft may go. This is not just
extra, unused court space, but rather space that both the Superior Court and the
District Court need. In fact, space concerns will only get more critical as the
Superior Court adds one or two new judicial positions in the months ahead.

With respect to safety, several issues need your consideration. The park to the

South of the Courthouse has never functioned as a park. As you know, it has
been used by transients, drug and alcohol abusers, and others engaged in illegal
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activity. Courthouse employees, jurors and other court users have never used
that area as it was intended, to my knowledge. If the South Entrance is
reopened, the space surrounding that entrance should be envisioned as a grand
“front yard” which is open and inviting for those coming and going throughout the
court day. It must be-adequately staffed at all times with security personnel to
prevent it returning to the current uses.

Another safety concern arises from the proposal to convert entrances to the
building on Third and Fourth Avenues, to points of egress (exit) only. If these
doors become “exit only” points, you will need to incorporate security personnel
into that plan to avoid people from using someone else’s exit, to make an
entrance into the building circumventing the security screening.

With respect to efficiency, although security is an essential function in any
courthouse, long lines at security screening points impacts its efficiency. At
present we have three ways for the public, employees, judges, jurors and
individuals in work release to enter our courthouse. Even with three entrances,
there can be delays at security checkpoints during peak times. Reducing the
number of entrances to the courthouse may cause significant delays for court
users trying to come and go at these peak times in the court day. Delays will
impact the vital business that takes place in out courts. Regardless of the time it
takes to thoroughly screen all entrants to the building, however, adequate
security is critical to a safe courthouse that effectively serves its citizens.

With respect to accessibility, any proposal to change the entrance must meet the
special needs of persons with disabilities. Additionally, there are court users that
arrive at the courthouse with large loads of heavy and cumbersome trial
evidence and exhibits, in notebooks, boxes and on large poster boards. The
current practice is for those court users to arrive by taxi or private vehicle and
use the passenger loading zone to unload their voluminous materials.
Consideration must be given to providing similar access.

Finally, elimination of the current loading dock will require a thorough analysis of
the Courthouse’s delivery needs. It is important for a security component to be
put into place for screening everything that comes into the building. Our Court
uses a daily Armored Car service. The courthouse has many deliveries daily.
Even small changes to the way items are delivered to the building can have a
major impact. This aspect too, will require careful attention.

District Court really appreciates the time you took to present this plan. We also
very much appreciate that you asked for, and remain open to, our feedback. We
look forward to working with you in the future.

Sincerely, ’

Barbara Linde
Chief Presiding Judge
King County District Court
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