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Library Consultation Working Group Meeting 
December 5, 2019 – 3:30 p.m.- 4:30 p.m.
Main Library, Room 308

Minutes

Present: David Chasco, Greg Girolami, Tom Johnson, Bob Morrissey, Lori Newcomb, Aric Rindfleisch, Tom Teper, Lynne Thomas, Matthew Tomaszewski, Ariana Traill, John Wilkin

Absent: Alexandra Greulich, Kathryn LaBarre, Melissa Michael, Leslie Morrow, Cynthia Oliver, Laura Payne, Assata Zerai

Tom Teper presented a Power Point of the Special Collections Research Center 100% submittal. This outlined the following: Final Scenario Phase I, Final Scenario Phase 2, and Programmed Areas per Phase.

· Member. – What if the generator breaks down, and there is no power for a week?
· Tom T. – The wells are 20 feet deep with a back-up system. One is the primary, when necessary, the secondary kicks in.  Currently, we have generators with gas tanks.  These will be removed due to current Campus standards.  The new ones will be located on the outside of the building.
· Ariana – Does the final plan include checking the outside walls for water?
· Tom T. – The water barrier is documented in the plan.  Dennis Craig has done some research regarding water issues in the building.  The results are posted in the FAQ.
· David – A good architectural firm will ask all of the questions.  If they feel that they need documentation from the University, they will request it.  The architectural firm will want to make sure that their work does not contribute to any water issues.
· Tom T. – It will be possible to have a catering kitchen where Espresso Royale is currently located.  The loading dock will not be located below grade.  The RBML and IHLC collections are insured by Campus Risk Management.  On the plans, the generator tank needs to be moved from the east side of the building to the north side of the building due to air intake for the HVAC.  Phase II shows filling the courtyard with more vault space.
· David – I wonder why the consultants didn’t leave space between the walls and shelving units to check for water/condensation on the walls?
· Tom T. – Placement of the shelving really has not been discussed at this point.  This will be a future discussion.
· Member – Was there a gallery in the Phase I plan?
· Tom T. – Showed the group, from the submittal, the exhibit space planned for Phase I and Phase II.
· Ariana – The Reading Room in scenario two looks like an echo chamber.
· Member – An architect would not develop a room like this.  This is more for the wow factor and fundraising.
· David – Structurally I am concerned about a plaza level addition that is only a partial cover of the plaza----it conveys compromising the plaza waterproofing membrane at a later date. Matthew, is there a way to address this?  I am nervous about putting this out to the public.  If we cut into the current roof membrane, the whole plaza may have to be redone. Phase 11 could be more aspirational.  A more aspirational Phase 11 program could convey a plaza level addition covering the entire plaza and including more programming such as additional meeting rooms/classrooms as noted by Lori. I’m open to a new discussion about additional programming and a more aspirational “architectural form” response for Phase 11. 
· Tom T. – The Phase I plan is operational.  Bill, Lynne, and Joanne have conceded with this plan.  We could conceivably move forward with Phase I construction, then work towards specific changes.
· John – When we were working on the Main Library Building project, we made some adjustments to the plans with the consultants.  Is it worth asking the consultants to change Scenario II?
· Member – Yes, making minor changes shouldn’t be a problem, the consultants shouldn’t have an issue.
· David – Minor changes will not address aspirational opportunities for Phase II.
· Tom T. – RBML’s vault is in the current stacks that will be coming down.  We will need to have a space for collections.
· John – There will be phasing.  The vault will be first on the list to accommodate collections.
· Member – I anticipate a lot of questions at the Town Hall. Do you feel this plan will assist in clarifying things for students?
· Ariana – I read e-mails from students after the last Town Hall. Most of the students didn’t have all of the facts.  We will need to inform as much of the student body as possible.
· Member – Plans shared would need to say out loud, this is an area for late night study, this is an area for group study, etc.
· Tom T. – Areas in the Main Library that will be instructional rooms, can be changed into study space when not being utilized.  Just as other institutions are doing.
· Member – Will room 66 remain in the new plan?
· Tom T. – No, the current room 66 shows as mechanical space in the plans.  The South Instructional Facility that is currently in the talking stage is said to have room for 200 people.
· Member – So is the entry area considered a gathering area?
· Tom T. – Basically, this will be a service desk with an employee to greet patrons.
· Member – Would the Reading Room be unattended by staff?
· Tom T. – No. We will be combining three unit’s reading rooms that are currently staffed.  The advantage is, we will be more efficient.
· John – I am very pleased with the final version.  It gives us what we need, without being too elaborate.

Meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m.
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