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City of Ukiah City of Ukiah, CA

Design Review Board

MINUTES

Regular Meeting February 14, 2013

Ukiah Civic Center, 300 Seminary Avenue

1. CALL TO ORDER: Chair Hise called the Design Review Board meeting to order at 3:00
p.m.
2. ROLL CALL Present: Tom Liden, Howie Hawkes,
Tom Hise, Chair
Absent: Alan Nicholson, Nick Thayer
Staff Present: Kim Jordan, Senior Planner

Jennifer Faso, Associate Planner

Cathy Elawadly, Recording Secretary
Others present: Charles Ackerley

Deborah Ganz

Freedom Smith

3. CORRESPONDENCE: None

4, APPROVAL OF MINUTES: - December 8, 2011 & October 11, 2012
M/S Liden/Hawkes to approve the December 8, 2011 and October 11, 2012 minutes, as
submitted. Motion carried (3-0) with Members Nicholson and Thayer absent.

5. AUDIENCE COMMENTS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

6. NEW BUSINESS:

BA. Preliminary Review Ukiah Valley Medical Center — Hospital Support Building (File
No. 13-03-PRE-DRB) Design review pre-application review of new a Hospital Support
Building. 275 Hospital Drive, APN 002-160-08.

Senior Planner Jordan:
e Gave a staff report and noted the Support building is a standalone application. The DRB
is being asked to make design comments concerning this project.
e Provided the DRB with a copy of project comments from Member Nicholson. These
comments will be incorporated into the minutes as attachment 1.
e Introduced Charles Ackerley, Jennings Ackerley Architecture and Design.

Deborah Ganz, Adventist Health: While the Hospital Expansion Project has been approved by
the Planning Commission, the hospital is reevaluating the campus for ways to improve and
provide for a more uniform/cohesive layout such that the design/color pallete/materials/treatments
are well coordinated so the presentation of the buildings/other structures/landscaping provide for
a more welcoming/patient/pedestrian friendly environment.

The Support building is not an OSPD project.

Charles Ackerley, Architect: referred to the site plan for the proposed new Support building:

e The Support building is currently being designed. While there is no formal design at this
point, is asking the DRB for comments related only to the Support Building that would be
located in the rear of the hospital campus. The intent is to improve the functionality and
aesthetics of the other buildings/structures/existing roadway in the same location.
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Acknowledged the hospital is also reevaluating the campus layout and/or master plan as
to how the hospital functions and is exploring options to make for a more
balanced/harmonious/better functioning/attractive and more engaging environment for
hospital patients and their families, visitors and hospital staff.

Likes having a primary service entrance, designated parking areas and connected
pedestrian/public corridors from building to building that help unify and more clearly
define the campus and the various functions as opposed to a somewhat hodge-podge
design layout.

Is of the opinion the hospital complex has more of factory/industrial look. There is a need
to make the hospital campus cohesive in a way that the buildings and connections to the
buildings, parking area, entrance, and landscaping are more clearly defined, accessible,
inviting and friendly. Consideration will be given to overall circulation on the site as it
relates to parking and access that may include possible infrastructure improvements.
Preservation of patient privacy and providing comfort are examples of highly important
components to consider that can be accomplished with appropriate landscaping and
nicely designed buildings with treatments that can provide privacy and comfort.

UVMC would like to have the new Support Building completed by the end of this year.
The Support Building is approximately 12,000 square feet and two-stories.

The new support building is not directly associated with patient care.

Commented on the functions of the buildings at the rear of the site which include
receiving, material/product storage, medical equipment storage, repair area and
linen/laundry and are essentially the ‘heartbeat’ of the hospital. These uses are currently
scattered throughout the rear of the site and could be more efficiently arranged to serve
the hospital. Many of these functions could be located in the Support Building. The rear
of the site also has containers, an emergency generator and a collage of other things.
The intent is to analyze these functions and make improvements as the hospital develops
and grows.

The proposed Storage building will feature office space on the second floor.

Understands the building would need to be reconfigured and moved forward because a
two-story building is not allowed in the B2 Airport Compatibility Zone without Mendocino
County Airport Land Use Commission review and approval.

Staff: Confirmed that a determination would have to be made by the Mendocino County Airport
Land Use Commission that a two-story is consistent with the B2 infill compatibility criteria.

DRB:

Staff:

Questioned plans concerning the roadway that dead ends at the back of Home Depot
and finds this to be a very odd situation.

Asked if plans include opening up the corridor on the back side of the hospital facility to
accommodate trucks and other vehicles where the storage facilities/repair areas are
located.

Asked about the modular structures that were located near the physical therapy building.
There was discussion about the parking on the site, particularly plans concerning the
temporary/permanent parking lot on the northwest side of the campus.

Questioned if the DRB is being asked to look at the design concept for the Support
building whether attention is also to be directed as to how this fits into the grand scheme
of plans for the hospital campus.

Likes the concept of the Support building, but is really unable to comment on the design
aspects because there is no design being proposed at this time.

Rather than provide direction preference would like to understand the intent of the
project.

It just happens to be that Hospital Drive ends at the back side of Home Depot.
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e It may very well be the Support building is the beginning of the bigger picture for the
hospital campus and while consideration is being given to the overall design of the
campus there is only one application and this is for the Support building.

o The “overflow” parking lot currently being used by the hospital would be replaced by the
permanent parking lot approved as part of the Hospital Expansion project. The overflow
parking lot is allowed to be used during construction of the approved Expansion Project
and would likely need to be used during construction of the Support Building for parking
and construction staging. When the permanent parking lot is built, the overflow lot can no
longer be used.

e Requests the DRB provide direction to the applicant that can be used for the preparation
of the formal application. Design style that is preferred or not, site design concerns, etc.

e Need to be clear that the applicant is not required to and provide a “Master Plan” of the
hospital campus as part of the Support Building Application.

Charles Ackerley: There is an access driveway from E. Perkins Street where the physical
therapy building is located that goes along the back side of hospital facility where the support
buildings are located.

Freedom Smith, Ukiah Valley Medical Center: The modular structures have been merged into
the job site.

DRB comments related to the design of the new Support building:

e Agrees with Member Nicholson’s Project comments.

e Project should be people centered.

e Provide for outdoor space for employees and visitors. People should be able to have a
connection with the outdoors. The outdoor space could be covered.

e Provide good landscaping.

e Provide energy efficient components, possibly green-walls, address heat island effect of
west facing windows.

e Provide for nice color pallete.

e Do not mimic design of hospital/Birth Center. Design for the Support building would not
really be meaningful without full concept of the master plan for the hospital campus and
how the design of other buildings architecturally ties in with one another.

e Recommend relocating the two-story part of the building to be outside of the B2 Airport
Compatibility Zone to avoid going to the Airport Land Use Commission. Going to the
ALUC is uncertain and would delay the project.

e Focus on providing adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to all buildings and provide
adequate pedestrian circulation and bicycle parking. Bike and pedestrian issues are
important to our community.

Make certain the backside of the hospital has adequate pedestrian and bicycle access.
The generator facility is in an unsuitable location.

The backend of the campus is unorganized and needs to be improved.

Likes the design and welcoming feel of the ‘Pavilion’ building.

Does not need to see the master plan for the site as it relates to the architecture as part
of the formal application for the Support building.

Deborah Ganz: Emergency funding has been received to replace and possibly relocate the
emergency generator.

Charles Ackerley: Will provide colors and materials from the “master palette” for the hospital
campus for the formal application for the Support Building. This would be the “palette” that is
intended to be used throughout the hospital campus over time which will be based on a design
that fits with Ukiah and/or Mendocino County image and the fact that the Project is a hospital. A
“Master Plan” for development of the hospital campus will not be provided as part of the Support
Building application.

Design Review Board February 14, 2013
Page 3



e
RPOWOONOUITRWNE

8A.

MATTERS FROM THE BOARD: None

MATTERS FROM STAFF
Outdoor Dining Structure Program for Downtown Ukiah. Request for Design Review
Board recommendations regarding design and materials for outdoor dining structures.

Shannon Riley, City Project and Program Analyst:

City Council authorized staff to develop an Outdoor Dining Structure Program for
Downtown Ukiah.

The Program is modeled after the successful pilot project at Patrona and will extend to
eligible restaurants in the Downtown core.

Program guidelines are being developed.

Intent is to avoid ‘cookie-cutter’ appearance and allow for businesses to personalize their
outdoor dining structures as much as possible within the Program guidelines in
compliance with City safety and design standards/encroachment regulations, etc.

Would like DRB input regarding fencing, floor surface, furnishing standards
(tables/chair/umbrellas and umbrella stands/lighting/portable heaters/trash
receptacles/other decorative items).

Provided examples of outdoor dining structures used in San Francisco and Long Beach
and asked for the DRB to comment and make recommendations thereof (See attachment
2). Noted the difference between the Parklet in San Francisco and the program the City is
proposing is that the Parklets are truly public parks even though they are typically located
near a restaurant and can be used by anyone.

Also provided are materials/product specifications from Bison (See attachments 3, 4 & 5).
The outdoor dining structures in Ukiah will basically be the property of the restaurant
which would be responsible for maintenance, providing insurance, and for compliance
with all City rules/regulations.

Asked the DRB to review the draft Program and make recommendation.

A number of city jurisdictions limit large tables in outdoor dining. (No bigger than a four-
top)

With regard to the Parklet bottom right (see attachment 2), would think there would be
some kind of small barrier on the back of the wooden bar/table so food/dishes and the
like do not fall into the street.

Related to tables and chairs, plastic or resin chains are prohibited. Such chairs get ‘grimy’
and are light weight so they tend to get blown around. Some cities suggest specific
materials for chairs, such as wrought iron, fabricated steel, etc.

DRB comments regarding Parklet examples from San Francisco and Long Beach
(attachment 2):

Questioned the design related to the outdoor dining example with the barrels. The design
appears to be ‘choppy.’

Do not like the row 2, left side example (see attachment 2) which looks like a corral.

Likes the outdoor dining structure on the bottom left of the examples. The materials
appear to be ‘Bison’ and the design is pleasing/welcoming and less cluttered than some
of the other examples. Likes the use of landscaping in this example provides green space
and a barrier between the street and outdoor dining area.

The design and choice of materials/accessory décor relative to the outdoor dining
structure example bottom right is interesting. The barrier can act as a table and people
sitting on the stool seats can look at traffic while eating. The sidewalk extends outward,
the design is simplistic yet very appealing/inviting.

Outdoor dining structures should be level and supported as the floor transitions from
sidewalk to structure. Member Liden cited an example in Virginia where brick and sand
are used. The transition between the sidewalk and outdoor dining was nicely achieved
and highly pleasing aesthetically.
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e Member Liden supports allowing florescent colors for umbrellas, rather than prohibiting

them. They can be used well.

Height of railing should be no more than 36 inches.

Presentation is important.

Structures should not appear or be cluttered for safety/privacy/aesthetic purposes.

Materials and surfaces used should have the ability to be power-washed.

Use of redwood for the floor of the structure is not a good idea because it can be slippery

in the winter.

Important to extend the sidewalk outward.

e Provide for some type of railing system for outdoor dining structure.

e Landscaping should be encouraged. Planters are okay and can be effective a
barrier/separation between the structure and the street.

e Make sure there is some way to maintain underside of structures in order to remove
debris/garbage which can accumulate under decks and create unpleasant odors/smells.

e Likes the brick and sand approach. There is an advantage to having a permeable
surface. Also, this would prevent debris from getting under the surface and creating
odors.

o Likes the concept of having ‘patio-type surfaces.” Could be brick, tile, or other types of
materials used for patios.

e Structures should be ADA accessible and need to have a foundation.

o Platform structures are okay provided they are level with the sidewalk with a smooth
transition from sidewalk to outdoor dining area.

There was discussion concerning surfacing using sand and the technique used.

Chair Hise:

e Supports having guidelines with basic concepts because some people will want to do
more and others less. Some people may only want tables, others tables with planters,
and others may want a well-defined structure and take a more architectural approach.
Guidelines are necessary to steer way from ‘anything goes’ kind of design and to prevent
clutter.

e Has seen patio work done with sand and square pavers that are very effective and
provides for a nice appearance. This technique is actually less costly than concrete. Is
familiar with mixing sand with cement and this too is an effective technique.

e Wood decking and railing is expensive and is not typically durable. There are
prefabricated materials available that are longer lasting.

¢ With the right design, benches would be acceptable. Benches function great as boarders.

o European Café themes are well-known for using small café tables. The reason large
tables are likely prohibited is to be able to seat a small number of people like European
café’s do. Restaurants that have a sideyard typically have larger tables for outdoor
dining.

DRB: While Patrona’s outdoor dining structure looks good, it is not level with the sidewalk. It is a
platform.

Member Liden:
o Referencing Patron, one does not expect to have a ‘deck’ on an asphalt surface where
people park their cars. The structure is not level with the sidewalk.
o Likes most of the design concepts in the examples of outdoor dining structures featured
in attachment 2.

DRB comments regarding Bison products and material brochure (attachments 3, 4 & 5)
e Provides nice examples of patio surfacing. Sees that Bison provides prefabricated
concrete and stone surfacing materials of different design and character.

Design Review Board February 14, 2013
Page 5



OCO~NOOITRWN P

DRB comments:

e Likes the concept of outdoor dining. Patrona outdoor dining was a nice addition to the
Downtown.

¢ Would like to see other outdoor dining establishments in the Downtown.

e The design examples would be useful for the Program because the outdoor dining
structures need to be attractive. The examples of outdoor dining structures could act as
design guidelines that provide ideas and samples of materials that could be used. Do not
like the “corral” with trellising or the barrel with tree in attachment 2. Likes the idea of
trees and landscaping, but the barrel in the middle of the barrier/railing is odd.

e Structure should provide for a happy medium between being able to relate to pedestrian
activity on the sidewalk and having the sense of being safe and separated from the street
because this represents the fun of eating on the sidewalk.

e Inquired about how the Program would work and what would be the boundaries? Could
someone do an outdoor dining project on Perkins Street?

e While the program should have guidelines and standards for compliance, creativity
should be encouraged.

e There would be a standard package that people can choose from. If someone wants to
do something different than the standard package, the DRB can review the project.

¢ While neon colors would not likely be a good choice and hence prohibited, it could be
such colors would be appropriate for a project. The DRB would be able to make this
determination.

¢ While the program boundaries have not been determined, they will likely be limited to the
Downtown core, primarily because unlike other areas this area does not already have
onsite areas to accommodate outdoor dining and can only use the sidewalk or other
right-of-way for this.

e Perkins Street outside of the downtown would not be included in the Program
boundaries.

Chair Hise asked about the requirements for a barrier.
Staff:
e The matter of barriers is being looked at as they relate to safety, ABC requirements
and/or other city/public right-of-way/encroachment requirements.
e Does the DRB want to consider planters as fencing?
DRB: Encourage planters as fencing.
Floor Surface
Open to different techniques; Likes materials from Bison. Most effective if sidewalk is extended
and make certain all surfacing is level with the sidewalk.

Would like to see a variation in surfacing materials. Does not want to necessarily see all brick.

Furnishing Standards

Tables & Chairs

e Are necessary provided they are maintained, safe for persons. Plastic chairs should be
allowed provided they have some architectural design where the plastic is mixed with
stainless steel and/or the like.

e Metal tables and chairs look nice. Cautioned though some metal tables and chairs can
get too hot in the afternoon sun. Table cloths would be an option.

Design Review Board February 14, 2013
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e Likes staff's recommendations concerning materials permitted on page 2 of the staff
report.
e Agrees all plastic or resin tables and chairs should be prohibited.

Member Liden: Supports considering florescent colors rather than prohibiting. They can be
very attractive if used in the right context. Also okay with stripes and patterns.

Staff: Design concepts and colors for outdoor dining should not be distracting.

Umbrellas & Umbrella Stands
e Should be encouraged. They also provide shade.

Lighting
Member Liden likes the concept of kerosene lamps.

Staff:
o Kerosene lamps would likely be a fire hazard since portable heaters are allowed.
e The City has specific requirements regarding lighting.

DRB: Likes staff's recommendation regarding lighting as provided for on page 2 of the staff
report.

Portable Heaters
e Good idea.

Trash Receptacles
e All outdoor dining establishments must be kept clean. City staff is discussing the
technical aspects of this.

Other Decorative Items
¢ Awnings provide for a nice accent provided they do not extend into the public right-of-
way.

SET NEXT MEETING/ADJOURNMENT

The next meeting will be Thursday, March 14, 2013. The meeting adjourned at 5:11 p.m.

Cathy Elawadly, Recording Secretary
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Adventist Health Center, Ca-mpus Addition

Prelimirary Reviaw of tha Uidan Yalley Medical Santer Haspllal Suppart HuREENED
City of Ukiah, Deslan Henlew Carmiltees ”
FEE 13 2013

Februaryi2, 2013
CHY OF KK

It ranleswing the requeat for design review | have some general thoughts on the v.=:5|gns|:wF
epproach, ae well a8 a few epecific responses bo the propesal,

fig an introduetion | refer you to a latter | compasad in 2307 ez e respanss to 8 proposal for an
addition and remedal to the armargancy antranca ereg on the Weet side of the exating Gritical
Cama unit. Althawgh it was written for a different building propoaal, it is still relevant to the: currang
praposal,

In ravlawing this propasal, | seuldn't help looking for some context, ag the form and massing of
the new Suppor Building has no relafienship to the neighborhood or the existing campus. So |
looked at the J'_'Ldventist Health Center purpose and meaning from Iheir wabslba:

e prowiok Spiritual Care .
Huspilatizalion van Brmg feelings of fear, helpleassness and vidnarabiity. Lites Vatey Medizar
Center iy conmnifed ta caring for the whoio person ard srphasizes oara fortha soitoa!
Needs of pationfs and familas. v goal & 0 areata @ keatng anttmnesenl, au schinagd in gur
mileskan statarani

Patland Foonis {0 Misslon Statemeant)
L¥a rakact God's Iove fo oy cammaunity By providing physical. mental and spirtual Doziog.
Employae Facus
Wha stve io provido crory feam memibar with purpusaiul, worffrehile work and fo haip them
reCogniza Hie-contabLion they make, parzomall.

Ciartter uaity Fogiy

Om'Ra.'J}ang Cry
A Taam Tha! Cares, A Misslon That Maftars

Eoaa the new building respond fo any of these qoals?

M responsive healthcare campus daslgn additlon muat nat only address the challenges of
cveling fechnologlas and sLstalnable lifa sycle coets, but alaa the human element of

" healthears, banding tachnigal dezign innowvations with the healing envirenment. Jaining

oparational efficiency and capital oot concerns with evidence-based haalthcare degign. In a
succe3asful health care plan, the architecture of both the sanicas deliverad and tha bullding werk
in hamnony.

The Adventist Medical Canter has anethar epportunity here end now te unify its campus and
beceme a model gorporete cifizen for the City of Ukiah,

The starling point may be a unifled celor palale. Color can hava @ pofound peychoklgical and
physliologleal mpact o humans and Lha Luilk soyvirenment, Celer and archtecture oo hand in
hand, Calar is tha languae of form, and is alse the languanga of emations. Through exteriar
color we inflence cur townscape and interast with our sumoundings by way of cuttural
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assncmnqns ard-the. emotlonsl assackations of colod, A& dive down Hosplial Drve |s an
axpEiEnte Jt ardiltgdiural confuslon and an incobarent hlararchy af camgus plannlng.

Someana tried fo.0o something rght with the Outpatient Clinic; the building haa a strang
presence with the rmassing broxen up in interesling and understandable relafionships and calor
hamany. t[warcn"ncs you and has a deflnable fronl door. Howaver It stands alons. Tha rast of
the cample Is un’imelllglble functlanallem. The currart propesal relnforcas the lack of any
coherant master planning.

Following are some specific suggestions for improving the proposed Support Building.

1. Pravide pedeatrian bulb-outa at all crossswalks to enhance padestnan safely and promota a
maore walkable city.

2. Provide real pedestrlan shading and wet weatler prolection at entry arcads rather than an
abstrackad mataphar.

[°H

_ Thia éast alevatlon & an uadardavaloped daa and offanshia fralght kbading dock with no
prefenise of saftening irough stale, massing, buikiing detalls or lahtsocaping. Perteps the
wall in frant cowld have gome horizental relafionship t0 Ihe north fagade insiead of being
an afterthought The antry alorg the west fagada will be an ineficient anargy drain and oh
the extarlor, a seasenabla pedastrian suffaranse. The north streat fagade |2 assumad ta
ha 8 single dark ribbon window the length of tha bullding with no human engegarmesnt.

. The bullding maseing |5 bland and may fit In 8 suburben bushess park ar highey
industrial zone, k reliea on high parfa-manse glazing and hag nn relatiznahip to its
etwironment or the cily of Ukiah design guidalines ar historical charactar. [t has no

redationship to any of ibs neighbors or neighbertoad, and creates further discond amonget
fte arshitectural nelghiare.

A

& Although the presantation iz very pralirinaey, thera ls 8 glating dissegard for he 2oreening
af the vehicde service sreas. A ofiair link fence aleng the esstem border doee not create a
AT A T e T e e T e,

6. There are other strategies for buikling design beyond the cladding of a “Stacking and
Piogram Diagram®. Perhaps the design team could move beyond the pregraming and
schamatle phasa and inta deslgn davalapment befare more prasantatlons.

7. Provide a proposal for a echeront colar palata program.

Reapactfully,

Alan Michelzon, Assaciate AlA
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Good Buildings Make Good Meighbors

Mow iz tha tirme, to consldar tha hoaling poses of architecture, Jusl how mueh difference
can architactara make to haalth?-

Thera is nothing new in the idea that architecture ean be anvald to hoaling. Histarigasliy,
hoepital buildings have played an important rele In dafinlng a city, sn sapreezian of
philanthropic ideals, wealthy patrons and emplaying architectura and design to inspira
patients, staff and the cemmunlly; to b good neighbors,

Haospltals are whers we celebrate aur most intimate and touching but alsa our st
harrawing and emational momnents, They should be among tha mast Impoetant and
profoundly syribolic spaces we [shablt vat Instaad thay are largely the resuli of dim
bureaucralle dacleons, paray-pinching, uiquestioned erithodooy Brd, at best, averags
nlanning and enchitecture,

How gan erchitecture confribute to healing?-Mowadays, largs bulkings such as huspitals
are required o fulfill a complax amalyam ol physival, assthetic, social and synibolic
furctlons. Finding ways to optimize (hese functions is 8 major challenoe for modern
wihitecture, Before ever thinking about what a project will swvantually [aok like, the
architect has to identify the intended functionz of the project and s factpeing.

Too many anchitects think that great declph sates from great proegramming, Thay thrive
on data, slzes_ ecanomles. codes, and ciert driven business models, Then at the end,
they dquickly degarate thedr program, treating the anistic skils of eur profassion with vary :
-+ ———jilllz-urderstanding —Buftheproductfails-n-therend-bacauserthendask nar bastomed -
everything they do into an objective sclence basad on business vale, Creatirity and
innewation, on e other hand, sre aubjective processes that do not operata in this
reductionlst mannar, .o

Much detailed research hes been done on tha workplace amdranmeant: oe the affagls of
architectine an staff, on perfonmanca and on profit. In avary instancs studiss shews that
workers respond positivaly 1o Inepring architastura and that a3 g direct consequence,
Ihey faal happler ans haalthlar, are sble to work harder and more produciively, As g
rasUlt, profits Ingraase,

The design of hoapitels on the pther hand, which ars unlgue and complex Btructures
comparsd with ewen tha most sophistlcated buslness ofos, 14 being k3 to design-build
contractars, with architacts racducad ta | mpotant rembers of 5 lamger private finance
consorium. Luallty In aretilaetural design ia pushed to the periphery i€ 2t all. YWhere it
appaars, |t s Lised sparingfy in the design of atria, lobbies: or in tha treatrent of an
inglated fagade, a purely cosmebc exercise.

The arguriert against dacent publlc archiaciure |5 sna of gost, fis true that hospital
buildings arm hugaly sxpentive to construet, far more 3o than officez, housing of even
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sy hatels: Bui thay arg evar inare slaggeninaly espansive krun, Homsevs compaed
with e day-lo-day cosls of wnning a hasgits), the capital expenditure is trifling, vet it is
at this'stans, ard this stage anly, that the cpportunity Brises to do something anduringly
viarthwhilgéwith the building tself. Parsonnel and operating costs are 3% or more of a
buildings cost. 5o that design cxocellanea bacomes tha moest valuabla yal Insignltcant
cogt I tha e of 2 butlding.

If any bulldings deservea the il Alenting of archiecty, product-dsaigners Bnd sists.,
1her thase buildings are hnapitals, which should be ameng the finest, most thoughtful
and most affecfing and healing spaces we encountar. In hospitals, both the sick and
their relafives are af thefr mopst voinarabla; putting tam in buildings that ara at bast
Aland and ilbecnsidered, at worst ugly ard actually harmful, | his ls sur chanes to gat
Fresrmy rlght.

Unfartunately for he cemmunities that HBE (Hospilal Building & Equipment Companyy
provides design f build health care faciltiss; desion excellanca and the concep! of
crzating a bathar zommunity ls kot pan of tha pragram. The curent bullding prapasad for
the Clly af Uklzh canaot ba distinguishad befween an auty body rapair shep, 2 sirip mal
or a budget roadeide meted,

Az the HBE Mission Statement proudly announces, "cur cnlire pracess is struclored ta
deliver the most value For your dasign”. Tha sssartlal ey to thelr migsion is providing
lew cost 2teucturas. So much 3¢ that the poesibility of anduring motiveted deaign or
baing & goad neighbar in buikling “s missing fram the compeny cuatture,

Also unfortunake is that the propoaed building.is the face of the Adventist Health Care in
LUKkiah. This is a rake apportunity forthe publlc axprassion of thalr ballsfs and a chanca to
rriaka a statamart of a haalthy, healing quality of lifa in tha gammunity, Goed buildings

- 48 Fake gand reighbors

Aban Michelzon
June 7, 2011
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Pavement to Parks

San Francisco: Divisadero Street

San Francisco’s Mayor Champions Parklet

The ‘green’ mevement is extending heyond Improwing
thes earths emamnmant to Improving paoples”
anvironments, Over Linme duu:x!y. populated cibiess lke
San Francisco have: bacome ncaans of concrete where
automoblies swarm llke schools of fish.

San Francisco’s Mayor Gavin Newssom is counteracting
Lhis Irencd by redaiming bits of space for poople by
spearhaading Pavement to Parks. One recet project is
a "parklel”™ built on a curb-sde ded< outside tha Mojo
Bloycle Caté over what was once Lwo public parking
sparrs.  The decking surface IS Bison
Massaranduba Wood Tiles (FSC
Certfiod SCS-COC 002585) and &
constructed with Bison’s Versadjust
pedostal, fastening and braong sys
tems. The natural hardwood deck

o

-extends a lovel surface off-the sidewalk — |+ :

and onto the street where there are planlers, seating,
bikes racks and solar powered accent: llgnts.

Bison Highlight:
According 1o Andres Power, projact manager for
Pavement to Parks, they “get the same effect
as a $100,000 [cuncrete] bulbout at a fraction

af the funds.™

3
(-1l ) INNOVATIVE PRODUCTS
e
a

Design Review Board
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1Project Informaston

VB Bavement to Baiks Infomation

Wer welcame you qun:
{800) 333-42. "’ Click Lo &
wwiv.BisonIP.com
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Pavement to Parks

San Francisco: Divisadero Street

Project Information

FPmtert Locatinn [5an Francisaa, CA

1n frort of Mojo Uscycle Cofe: West side
af Nivisardken Straat, hatwean Hayrs and
Grose Strocts

Qpening Dale | March 1R, 2010
Slze | 4V % G°
Owner | Cty of San Fandseo
Pl L Ly by Mojo Café
Aschitect | Riyad Ghannam ot RG Architecture

v rgaruhiteclurecon

Peagact Manager

Andras Powar
San Francexo Asnning Departineit

Canfrachar | Vinlunboars/Bisen
Deck Support | Bison v Fiuest Adjustable Dack £ DF
Cocking Matoal | Blsan Massaranduba HSE Uerbhed
(SCS-COC-002565)
Podastal Hoight Range | 27 - 5

Design Review Board

Back

TPavernent L Parks is a collaboralive
effort betwoen the Mayors Offico,
the Department of Public Works, the
Planning Department, and the
Mumiapal Transporfation Agency,” !

Department of Public Weorks Director Ed Reiskin, Supersisor
Russ Mirkariml, and Mayor Gavin Newsom standing In what
used tn e bvo parking spaces, Phulo: Mallhees Roth?

your questions
k to email us,
w BisonIP.com
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