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Project Timeline Old Terminal 
Demolished

Freight Shed 
Demolished

Demolish 
Temp. Terminal

Temp. Terminal Construction

Waterside Construction

Terminal & Utility Building Construction

Site & Landscaping Construction

Temporary Terminal Construction
Demolish Old Terminal
Waterside Construction   

Enabling Site Work  

Demolish Freight Shed
Utility Building Construction        

Temporary Terminal Demolition  

Sitework & Landscaping Construction
     

 

20282018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2026 20272023 2024 2025201520142013 2016 2017

Feasibility Study 
Community & Town of Falmouth Input

1.	 June 11, 2013		  Stakeholder Interviews
2.	 September 3, 2013 		  Community Presentation
3.	 November 14, 2013		  Public Meeting
4.	 March 4, 2014		  Woods Hole Community Working Group
5.	 March 11, 2014		  Woods Hole Community Working Group
6.	 April 2, 2014			  Woods Hole Community Working Group
7.	 April 8, 2014			  Woods Hole Community Working Group
8.	 April 16, 2014		  Community Presentation
9.	 May 28, 2014		  Community Presentation
10.	 June 9, 2014			  Woods Hole Community Working Group

November 2019
Board votes selecting current 

landside concept 

June 2014
Site Concept “E” Selected

Preliminary Design 
Community & Town of Falmouth Input

1.	 November 18, 2015		  Falmouth NOI Presentation
2.	 March 3, 2016		  Falmouth Town Meeting
3.	 April 14, 2016		  MA DEP Hearing - Falmouth Town Library
4.	 January 27, 2017		  Chapter 91 Public Hearing
5.	 June 17, 2017		  Falmouth Terminal Design Presentation
6.	 July 18, 2017		  Martha’s Vineyard Terminal Design Presentation
7.	 October 1, 2018		  Falmouth Select Board Presentation
8.	 October  9, 2018		  Falmouth Community Presentation
9.	 October 10, 2018		  Martha’s Vineyard Community Presentation
10.	 December 6, 2018		  Crane Street View Shadow Public Session
11.	 December 20, 2018		  Waterside Lighting Design Meeting
12.	 February 7, 2019		  Resiliency Vulnerability Analysis Meeting
13.	 March 28, 2019		  Community Presentation
14.	 April 2, 2019			  Falmouth Historical Commission
15.	 April 4, 2019			  Resiliency Vulnerability Analysis Meeting
16.	 April 8, 2019			  Community Presentation
17.	 June 9, 2019			  Woods Hole Community Working Group

Final Design 
Community & Town of Falmouth Input

1.	 January 29, 2020		  Falmouth Conservation Commission
2.	 February 4, 2020		  Falmouth Historical Commission
3.	 March 23, 2021		  Community Forum
4.	 July 7, 2021			   Community Forum
5.	 July 15, 2021		  Falmouth Fire Department Design Review Meeting
6.	 July 15, 2021		  Falmouth Dept. of Public Works Design Review Meeting
7.	 July 21, 2021		  Falmouth Bicycle & Pedestrian Committee Meeting
8.	 September 27, 2021		  Cahoon Park - Community Design Review Meeting
9.	 October 16, 2021		  Cahoon Park - Community Site Walk
10.	 November 4, 2021		  Community Forum
11.	 November 18, 2021		  Cahoon Park - Community Design Review Meeting
12.	 January 12, 2022		  Cahoon Park - Community Design Review Meeting
13.	 January 19, 2022		  Community Forum
14.	 August 25, 2022		  Falmouth Dept. of Public Works Design Review Meeting
15.	 May 7, 2024			   Falmouth Historical Commission Presentation
16.	 August 8, 2024		  Falmouth Dept. of Public Works Meeting
17.	 October 1, 2024		  Falmouth Dept. of Public Works Meeting
18.	 October 22, 2024		  Falmouth Dept. of Public Works Meeting

August 2021
Board votes to pursue LEED / 

Net Zero in landside design
June 2022

Board votes to award Contract No. 
09-2022 for enabling construction

March 2024
Board votes to award Contract No. 
17-2023 for building construction

August 2023
Board votes to reject bid from J&J Contractors Inc; 
Sitework elements removed from building contract scope

Feasibility Study Preliminary Design Final Design

August 2013
SSA determines General Offices 

will not be located in Woods Hole

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report

55



Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Project Summary	  								                        July 2025

BIA .studio

Feasibility Study Outcomes

 

OUTCOMETracker ™
 bertaux + iwerks  architects

PROJECT: WOODS HOLE FERRY TERMINAL               CLIENT: STEAMSHIP AUTHORITY                VERSION: May 14, 2014               OUTCOME SCREEN     
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FUNCTIONAL OUTCOMES PRIORITY  DESIGN RESPONSE

F1 Program max overall effectiveness of terminal operations  critical excellent response 4 0 0 0 0 0

F1.1 Walking Distances min walking distance from bus/terminal to slips  high very good response 3 0 0 0 0 0

F1.2 Auto queue max auto queue capacity (min 175 / 3300lf)   mod good response 3 0 0 0 0 0

F1.3 Curb cuts min need to create new curb cuts for exiting    low poor response 3 0 0 0 0 0

F2 Flexibility max landside flexibility for staging different vehicle combinations none not responsive / not applicable 3 0 0 0 0 0

F3 Quality max durable, long-life construction of marine and land structures 4 0 0 0 0 0

F4 Phasing min disruption to operations during construction 3 0 0 0 0 0

F5 Security max ability to comply with Marsec 1, 2 & 3 security screening and holding requirements 3 0 0 0 0 0

F6 Safety min risks to pedestrian and staff safety posed by vehicle movements 3 0 0 0 0 0

F12 Permitting min the time and effort it takes to permit the proposed design 4 0 0 0 0 0

F7 Vessel Turnaround min the time it takes to unload and reload a vessel 2.25 0 0 0 0 0

F8 Congestion min level of congestion on landside at peak times 2.25 0 0 0 0 0

F9 Flood Zone min vulnerability of equipment and spaces during flood events 1.5 0 0 0 0 0

F10 Offices max ability to keep all offices on site 0 0 0 0 0 0

F11 Maintenance max ability to keep maintenance facilities on site 0 0 0 0 0 0

CUSTOMER EXPERIENCE OUTCOMES

E1 Customer Journey max ability of all arriving and departing travelers to navigate the terminal and grounds 4 0 0 0 0 0

E2 Personal Service max ability of staff to help people with questions 4 0 0 0 0 0

E3 Ticketing max ease of getting tickets and getting on vessel 4 0 0 0 0 0

E4 Transit Options max customer and neighborhood convenience of landside public transit options 3 0 0 0 0 0

E5 Weather Protection min passenger exposure to inclement weather between vessels and landside transportation 3 0 0 0 0 0

COMMUNITY OUTCOMES

C1 Traffic min likelihood of negative traffic impacts on local streets 4 0 0 0 0 0

C2 Public Restrooms max convenience of public restrooms that are accessible to all users 4 0 0 0 0 0

C3 Bike Path par maintain public access to bike path with improved egress 4 0 0 0 0 0

C11 Environmental par assurance that there will be no harmful environmental effects on people 4 0 0 0 0 0

C4 Image max visual relationship between the terminal facility and Woods Hole 3 0 0 0 0 0

C5 Village Connections max ways that the terminal can feel connected to Woods Hole village 3 0 0 0 0 0

C6 Noise min the amount and volume of noise from backing vehicles 2.25 0 0 0 0 0

C8 Public Access par increase public access to water's edge as possible 3 0 0 0 0 0

C9 Water View min obstruction of water views from Library intersection 2 0 0 0 0 0

C7 Public Parking par maintain public parking on-site as possible 0.25 0 0 0 0 0

C10 Community Revenue par maintain business from SSA office employee's use of services 0.25 0 0 0 0 0

Weighted Totals 100 87

87%

Weighted

Feasibility Study Stakeholder Input Process

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Feasibility - Concept A

Feasibility Study Options - November 2013

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              11.12.13

CONCEPT A - SINGLE LEVEL

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              11.12.13

CONCEPT A - SINGLE LEVEL

3

2

1

•	 Level site with minor changes to existing grade 

•	 Terminal building located along Railroad Ave

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Feasibility - Concept B

Feasibility Study Options - November 2013

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              11.12.13

CONCEPT B - SPLIT LEVEL

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              11.12.13

CONCEPT B - SPLIT LEVEL
Raised Level

3

2

1

•	 Split level site with elevated Terminal building and walkways 
to Piers

•	 Terminal building located on raised platform

•	 Pickup / Dropoff and Buses exit on Railroad Ave.

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Feasibility - Concept C

Feasibility Study Options - November 2013

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              11.12.13

CONCEPT C - TWO LEVEL

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              11.12.13

CONCEPT C - TWO LEVEL
Upper Level

3

2

1

•	 Two Level Site with elevated deck separating all pedestrian 
traffic from vehicular staging and loading areas.

•	 Terminal building located on deck above staging area with 
buses and pickup / dropoff access via Cowdry Road

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Steamship Authority  |  Feasibility Study Report Draft  |  08.28.2014 13

Numerous terminal location and site layout alternatives were studied
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E

A Concepts

B

Concepts

C

Concept

D Concept

Concepts

Existing

•	 26 Additional Siting Concepts Studied

•	  “E” Concept Selected by SSA Board after 
extensive community input process

Vehicular Areas
74%

Pedestrian Areas
15%

Landscape 
Areas
6%

Buildings 
5%

Square Footage Chart

Bertaux + Iwerks Architects | Moffatt & Nichol  Woods Hole Ferry Terminal Reconstruction Feasibility Study              04.16.14

Concept A - Single Level
Nov 2013

Feasibility Study - Site Layout

Feasibility Study Options

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Feasibility Study Consensus Scheme

Pedestrians

Automobiles

Trucks

Bus

Abbreviations

S - Shuttle Bus 

C - City Bus

T - Tour Bus

RTA - RTA Bus

Color Legend

Terminal
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Feasibility Study Complete June 2014

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Feasibility Study Consensus Scheme

FRIDAY, JUNE 20, 2014  Cape Cod Times n A5

Banking that’s
Vineyard Sound

397 Palmer Avenue, Falmouth, MA
Bank Hours: Mon. – Thurs. 8:30am – 5:00pm,
Fri. 8:30am – 6pm, Sat. 8:30am – 1:00pm

774.310.2010 • www.mvbank.com

STOP BY
AND SAY
HELLO!

Come celebrate the
GRAND OPENING

of our newest
full-service branch at

the “hospital lights” in Falmouth.

• FREE SHREDDING SERVICE: Bring your sensitive
documents to be shredded securely.

• Special CD Rate for new Falmouth customers.
• Special residential mortgage appraisal offer for

Falmouth homeowners.
• Plus: Local food, music, Nina Jackson from WCOD-FM,

activities for the kids, raffles, and giveaways.

Saturday, June 14th 10am-2pm

– although the terminal itself 
will be 13 feet above sea level 
to move it out of the flood zone. 
The plaza will be about 10½ feet 
above sea level.

The terminal building has 
been moved farther away from 
the intersection of Woods Hole 
Road, Crane Street and Rail-
road Avenue, making it look 
smaller from that vantage point 
and opening up water views on 
both sides of the building. 

Beth Colt, owner of the 
Woods Hole Inn and Quicks 
Hole Tavern, called the final 
look of the terminal “fantastic.” 
Colt was a member of a work-
ing group that met regularly 
with the Woods Hole, Mar-
tha’s Vineyard and Nantucket 
Steamship Authority to hash 
out the concept’s particulars. 

“A smaller building is going 
to be a positive,” she said. 
“Rather than it being a con-
crete block, it’s going to have a 
historically appropriate design 
and improve the entrance to 
the village.” 

The Steamship Authority 
board unanimously approved 
the design concept Tuesday at 
its meeting in Nantucket. It will 
take about 18 months to com-
plete the permitting process 
and secure funding, with con-
struction starting in about two 
years, said Authority General 
Manager Wayne Lamson. 

The sunny end to the pro-
cess is a sharp contrast from 
the thunderclap that came in 
November at a tumultuous 
meeting in Woods Hole. 

At that community meeting, 
the three initial concepts for 
the terminal were presented 
to the village. But the discus-
sion drifted from the terminal 
into general dissatisfaction 
with the Steamship Authority, 
and the only consensus that 
was reached was an angry vibe 
from the community.

After the meeting, long-
time Steamship Authority 

board member Robert Mar-
shall resigned, saying he was 
disappointed with the ses-
sion’s direction and outcome. 
Falmouth selectmen later 
appointed Falmouth resident 
Catherine Norton to replace 
him on the five-member board.

The Authority regrouped 
and kept pushing forward with 
a smaller set of residents. The 
working group included Colt; 
Woods Hole Community Asso-
ciation co-presidents Catherine 
Bumpus and Steve Junker; and 
Kevin Murphy, owner of Shuck-
ers restaurant and a former 
Falmouth selectman.

“The process of including the 
community was really a big 
help to us,” said Lamson. “Early 
on we were identifying their 
concerns and what they would 
like to see once the project was 
completed.”

A big business concern was 
the flow of passenger traffic 
between the ferry terminal and 
the village, Colt said. Early pro-
posals had the terminal com-
plex elevated and more sepa-
rate from the village, which 
would have made walking from 
the ferry to one of Woods Holes’ 
12 restaurants a challenge. 

“Woods Hole is an incredible 
walking village,” Colt said. “As 
a restaurant owner, if we didn’t 
have the traffic passing by with 

people headed to the Vineyard, 
it would be very difficult to 
maintain the number of restau-
rants we have here.” 

Bumpus called the proposal 
the “least bad” proposal on the 
table. The addition of a third 
operational boat slip, even 
though it’s planned as a main-
tenance bay, remains trou-
bling. 

“A potential increase in vol-
ume will be easier for them to 
accommodate,” she said. “While 
I believe them when they say 
they are not currently planning 
for it, it’s still a concern for the 
community.” 

The Authority’s architects, 
Bertaux + Iwerks, will now 
complete the feasibility study 
with the approved design con-
cept, Lamson said. From there, 
a more detailed plan, includ-
ing cost estimate, site plan and 
design details, will be created. 
He plans to continue meet-
ings with the working group 
through that process, and Bum-
pus said group members want 
to continue their involvement. 

“I think we have good lines 
of communication. Now, we 
hope to continue to talk with 
them on all sorts of issues,” she 
said. 

Follow Sean F. Driscoll on 
Twitter: @seanfdriscoll.

Terminal: New plan placates 
Woods Hole business owners

terminal

Vehicle 
holding area

employee
parking lot

Ferry slip

Ferry slip

Ferry slip

Railroad Avenue

Cowdry Road
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e 
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Final design concept for Woods Hole ferry terminal

Christine hoChkeppel/CAPE COD TIMES fIlE

The Steamship Authority ferry terminal in Woods Hole will be reconfigured under a new plan.

By MARY ANN BRAGG
mbragg@capecodonline.com

TRURO – The town has filed 
too much paperwork in two 
legal cases involving the con-
troversial Kline house and a lot 
of it is irrelevant, according to a 
recent motion in the long-stand-
ing battle over the 8,333-square 
foot South Truro residence.

The town, in turn, claims 
that the Kline family’s vague 
allegations have required a 
high volume of documentation, 
and that the family is stalling 
with the hope of draining the 
town’s financial resources and 
patience. 

A hearing is scheduled for 
Tuesday in Land Court to hear 
the latest arguments.

The concrete and glass house 
on 9 acres of waterfront land 
has been a bone of contention 
since it was first planned in 
2007 because it sits in a once-
pristine area painted by Ameri-
can artist Edward Hopper. 

A 2008 lawsuit by four neigh-
bors against the Kline family 
and the town resulted in a 2011 
state Appeals Court ruling that 
the town’s original building per-
mits were invalid. That ruling 
led to a series of appeals by the 
Kline family, two of which are 
still in Land Court. Those two 
cases have been grinding their 
way through the process, and 
a third case in currently before 
the state Appeals Court.

The three-bedroom structure 

at 27 Stephens Way is owned by 
a trust in the name of Andrea 
Kline, who lives in Boca Raton, 
Florida. Her husband, Donald 
Kline, died in 2009. The house 
has not been occupied except 
for a few days in 2012. The 
trustee is Duane Landreth, an 
attorney in Orleans. 

“The hope – it seems – is that 
the more the trustee spends, 
the more the town will have 
to spend, and perhaps at some 
point taxpayer funds will no 
longer be applied to this zon-
ing enforcement effort,”  Truro 
attorney E. James Veara said 
in the Land Court court docu-
ments.

The town has spent $176,000 
on legal fees involving the 
house as of May 23, according 
to town records.

In late April, the town filed 
six motions for summary judg-
ment in the two Land Court 
cases. Last month, Landreth 
filed a request to strike the 
town’s motions, claiming the 
volume of 144 pages violated 

court requirements for “argu-
ment in summary form” and 
that some supporting material 
was “irrelevant, prejudicial and 
inadmissible” evidence. 

“The (town) motions’ lack of 
clarity and focus make it all but 
impossible for (the) plaintiff to 
offer a meaningful response,” 
his motion stated.

In response, Veara argued 
that the town’s earlier request 
for specifics from Landreth 
resulted in a 600-page package 
being sent to the town. Veara 
also argued that the lack of 
specificity in some Kline alle-
gations has caused the town 
to cover a wide array of possi-
bilities in its response in court 
documents.

Veara asked for the town’s 
motions for summary judg-
ment to be considered as they 
stand and that Landreth not be 
allowed more time.

Follow Mary Ann 
Bragg on Twitter at @
maryannbraggCCT.

Kline house battle drags on

from A1

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Terminal Schematic Design
•	 Terminal design concepts explored massing, 

materiality, and roof forms for a two story Terminal 
building with exterior covered waiting spaces for 
passengers

•	 Second structure was to be a Freight Shed with only 
storage programming, not an occupied building

•	 Terminal program necessitated a 2 story building

Terminal Design Studies

July 2025 Board Meeting - General Manager’s Report
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Terminal Concept Design Option History 

VERSION DESCRIPTION

2017.1 Flat Roof  with 40’ Open Pergola
June

2017.2 Shed Roof with 40’ Plaza Cover
June

2017.3 Saltbox - 40’ Plaza Cover 
(60’ Cover Alternate)
June

2017.4 Saltbox - 40’ Open Pergola
June

2017.5 Saltbox - 40’ Sloped Canopy
June

5 bertaux + iwerks architects  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
SALTBOX	
  (x3) SALTBOX	
  (x2) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x3) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x2) SALTBOX	
  (x1)	
  +	
  FLAT	
  (x2) FLAT	
  (x3) BUTTERFLY	
  (x1) BUTTERFLY	
  (x2)

BIA	
  RATING

PLAZA	
  PASSENGER	
  COVERAGE 275 125 275 125 275 275 85 225

PLAZA	
  +	
  PIER	
  PASSENGER	
  
COVERAGE 550 400 550 400 550 550 360 500

GOES	
  WITH	
  SALTBOX	
  FORM YES YES YES YES SOMEWHAT NO NO NO

GLASS	
  TYPE SKYLIGHT SKYLIGHT SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS

GLASS	
  MAINTENANCE MINIMAL MINIMAL DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE

DRAINAGE EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS

VIEW	
  FROM	
  WAITING	
  ROOM	
  
TOWARDS	
  VILLAGE CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED

COVERAGE	
  AT	
  BUILDING	
  ENTRY YES YES YES YES YES YES NO NO

Design Options

5 bertaux + iwerks architects  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
SALTBOX	
  (x3) SALTBOX	
  (x2) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x3) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x2) SALTBOX	
  (x1)	
  +	
  FLAT	
  (x2) FLAT	
  (x3) BUTTERFLY	
  (x1) BUTTERFLY	
  (x2)

BIA	
  RATING

PLAZA	
  PASSENGER	
  COVERAGE 275 125 275 125 275 275 85 225
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  +	
  PIER	
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  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS

GLASS	
  MAINTENANCE MINIMAL MINIMAL DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE

DRAINAGE EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS

VIEW	
  FROM	
  WAITING	
  ROOM	
  
TOWARDS	
  VILLAGE CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED

COVERAGE	
  AT	
  BUILDING	
  ENTRY YES YES YES YES YES YES NO NO

Design Options

5 bertaux + iwerks architects  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
SALTBOX	
  (x3) SALTBOX	
  (x2) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x3) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x2) SALTBOX	
  (x1)	
  +	
  FLAT	
  (x2) FLAT	
  (x3) BUTTERFLY	
  (x1) BUTTERFLY	
  (x2)

BIA	
  RATING

PLAZA	
  PASSENGER	
  COVERAGE 275 125 275 125 275 275 85 225

PLAZA	
  +	
  PIER	
  PASSENGER	
  
COVERAGE 550 400 550 400 550 550 360 500

GOES	
  WITH	
  SALTBOX	
  FORM YES YES YES YES SOMEWHAT NO NO NO

GLASS	
  TYPE SKYLIGHT SKYLIGHT SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS

GLASS	
  MAINTENANCE MINIMAL MINIMAL DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE

DRAINAGE EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
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  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS

VIEW	
  FROM	
  WAITING	
  ROOM	
  
TOWARDS	
  VILLAGE CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED

COVERAGE	
  AT	
  BUILDING	
  ENTRY YES YES YES YES YES YES NO NO
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5 bertaux + iwerks architects  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
SALTBOX	
  (x3) SALTBOX	
  (x2) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x3) GLAZED	
  SALTBOX	
  (x2) SALTBOX	
  (x1)	
  +	
  FLAT	
  (x2) FLAT	
  (x3) BUTTERFLY	
  (x1) BUTTERFLY	
  (x2)

BIA	
  RATING

PLAZA	
  PASSENGER	
  COVERAGE 275 125 275 125 275 275 85 225

PLAZA	
  +	
  PIER	
  PASSENGER	
  
COVERAGE 550 400 550 400 550 550 360 500

GOES	
  WITH	
  SALTBOX	
  FORM YES YES YES YES SOMEWHAT NO NO NO

GLASS	
  TYPE SKYLIGHT SKYLIGHT SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS FLAT	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS SLOPED	
  GLASS

GLASS	
  MAINTENANCE MINIMAL MINIMAL DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS DIFFICULT	
  ACCESS MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE

DRAINAGE EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS EDGE	
  GUTTERS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS INTERNAL	
  ROOF	
  DRAINS

VIEW	
  FROM	
  WAITING	
  ROOM	
  
TOWARDS	
  VILLAGE CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR CLEAR OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED
OBSTRUCTED,	
  NOT	
  

INTEGRATED

COVERAGE	
  AT	
  BUILDING	
  ENTRY YES YES YES YES YES YES NO NO

Design Options

VERSION DESCRIPTION

2017.6 Saltbox with Roof Extension over Plaza 
2 & 3 Bay Versions
December - April 2018

2017.7 Saltbox with Glass Roof over Plaza
2 & 3 Bay Versions 
December - April 2018

2017.8 Saltbox with Flat Pergola over Plaza
2 & 3 Bay Versions 
December - April 2018

2017.9 Saltbox with Canopies over Plaza
2 & 3 Bay Versions
December - April 2018

2017 2017 - 2018
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