Disability Services Advisory Council
2006-2007 UWSP Accessibility Assessment

Introduction:

In fall semester of 2006, the Disability Services (DS) Advisory Council decided that an annual assessment of accessibility on campus at UWSP should be completed.  The purpose of such an assessment was three-fold: 1st) to evaluate existing facilities on campus in terms of accessibility to persons with disabilities; 2nd) to point out accessibility concerns that could or should be corrected; and 3rd) to report the findings of this assessment to the administration on campus that would have an influence on making change to make UWSP a more accessible campus.

The assessment incorporated both an informal approach to walking/riding through select building on campus and identifying obvious inaccessible settings or situations, along with the use of a standardized reference.   A Checklist for Existing Facilities (version 2.1) by “ADA Title III Compliance Materials: The Americans with Disabilities Act Checklist for Readily Achievable Barrier Removal” was provided to surveyors as a reference.  
Four teams of DS Advisory Council members visited a series of building and made notes of accessibility concerns that were identified during the visit.  In each of the four teams, one of the members was a wheelchair user who was able to provide firsthand experience to accessibility concerns. 
Eight buildings were visited for this survey.  More buildings were intended to be visited, but the assessment groups discovered that this assessment was more time consuming than anticipated.  It was determined that the assessments could include a small number of buildings each year.  Over a reasonable period of time, all of the campus would be assessed and a more thorough picture of accessibility be provided.  
Executive Summary:

The campus buildings visited included: 

Team A: Debot Residence Center; Random sample of residence halls included Knutzen Hall, May Roach and Pray Sims Hall
Team B: Heath Enhancement Center (HEC); College of Professional Studies (CPS); 

Team C: Noel Fine Arts Center (NFAC)
Team D: Learning Resource Center (LRC)-Library
Results of the assessments indicated that all facilities had some degree of accessibility and most likely met minimal requirements for accessibility.  But careful observation revealed that many seemingly minor conditions provided an inaccessible situation for someone with a physical disability.  Many of these situations would require changes that may not necessarily be expensive or unreasonable.  Such as, putting no-door restrooms in place in some facilities; widening restroom stalls and changing latches on the stall doors; and changing knob door handles to latches (as found to be problems in most buildings)

However, in some situations, such as the main access into the LRC and CPS buildings, such renovations could result in undue expense and hardship for the University.  But alternative means of accessibility could be considered in order to enhance access to campus buildings.  

Although the LRC has ramps in the front and rear entrances, the length of those ramps create a hardship for manual wheelchair users and persons on crutches, especially in winter with snow and ice.  And the only accessible entrance to CPS being through a upgrade parking lot creates a hardship for wheelchair users and those on crutches who have to go a lengthy distance to both the Collins Classroom Center and other buildings; again, especially in snow and on ice.

Assessment:
Assessment results in terms of accessibility concerns identified are as follows:

Team A 

Debot Residential Center 

Dining area appears quite accessible

Observations of accessibility concerns

· There were no power door exit on south entrance to grill area

· Accessible men’s restroom in lower level stall was too narrow

· Accessible women’s restroom in lower level stall was too narrow and exit power door button not working

· Upstairs men’s stall is accessible; but no power door access
· 073 meeting room is accessible; but no power door entry

· Resnet Office counter is 41 inches; accessible counter should be 36 inches

· Pay at counter in cafeteria a problem with merchandize located in front of pay area; blocking way for wheelchair access payee

· Dining center upstairs had no exterior power door buttons; only interior button

· Emergency phones too high for wheelchair access

Knutzen Hall

Counter access is good

Kitchen access is good

Observations of accessibility concerns:
· No power doors on entrances to building (same for all residential facilities except Prey Sims)

· Public phone is too high for wheelchair access

· No access to bathrooms; stalls only 22 inches (but does have private accessible restroom)
· Recycle shoots difficult to open; requires use of two hands to open

· Twist knobs on all facility doors are a problem for persons with dexterity limitation

· No elevators (same for all facilities except Prey Sims)

· Poorly designed ramps into building

May Roach Hall

Restroom on first floor is accessible

Kitchen itself appears accessible

Observations of accessibility concerns:

· Kitchen or hallway entry is not accessible

· No access to front entrance

· Safety lock in rear entrance a problem for visitors with physical disabilities (but is a security issue)

· Twist knobs on most of facility doors are a problem for persons with dexterity limitations (some latch handles found)

Pray Sims Hall
This is the accessible residential facility

Power door access works well

Computer lab tables are at an accessible height

Observations of accessibility concerns:

· No power door access to computer lab

· Tables in lower facility are 26 inches in height; recommended 27 or 30 knee clearance)

· Hand sanitizer in restrooms at 54 inches; too high for wheelchair access

Team B

Heath Enhancement Center (HEC)

Men’s and women’s restrooms by MAC are accessible inside

Gyms have designation for wheelchairs

East gym is accessible
Observations of accessibility concerns:

· No power doors on accessible men’s and women’s restrooms by MAC

· No power doors on locker rooms

· Front west entry hall to elevator has no power doors
· Public counter in front area is 41 ½ inches (should be 36 inches)

· No power doors in many entrances to HEC

· No elevator signage in corridor C-10 and in hallway; and in C-7 hallway; and on 2nd floor
· High counters in weight room (but hall counter is accessible)
· East side to HEC; button for power door is on the wrong wall

· No access to faculty offices

· No accessible bathroom on 2nd floor

· Some women’s bathrooms in hall have very low seats
· Twist knobs on inside doors to south entrance (problem for persons with dexterity limitations)
College of Professional Studies (CPS)

Good accessible computer lab

Tables in classrooms are accessible
Accessible family-style bathrooms

Good counter on 4th floor, School of Education

Observations of accessibility concerns:

· Only access to building is through the front parking lot (4th avenue) with uphill grade (access in back of building is needed to get to other buildings on campus)

· Parking problems with vans in snow in CPS parking lot

· Lower Communicative Disorders with accessible bathroom closes and locks at 4:30 PM

· Equipment in Dietetics area and counters not accessible (tables too low and counter too high; hand dispenser too high and poor location; counters too tight spaced)

· Accessible bathrooms only on lower floor and top floor (creates barrier for wheelchair users at late hours)
· Restrooms on other floors have inappropriate stall handles (inside handle are needed), stalls are too narrow for handicap access, mirrors are too high and no power doors (realizing these are not designated as handicapped restrooms, but result in the restrooms used by some wheelchair users due to poor location of accessible restrooms

· Second floor kitchen has knob on door (problem for persons with dexterity limitations); the low sink is not along side the low stove for instructional purposes (move the stove); and oven buttons are too high for wheelchair access; upper oven is too high
· Water fountain on 4th floor too high for wheelchair access

· High counter in History and Grad School on 4th floor

Team C

Noel Fine Arts Center (NFAC)

Good wheelchair access area and access to stage in Jenkins Theater

Good access in front entrance and other entrances

Classrooms appear accessible
Computer lab appears accessible

Water fountains are accessible

Several offices have low counters

Observations of accessibility concerns:

· Michelson Theater does not have accessible wheelchair seating area

· No power doors on accessible bathrooms

· Need for wash station in restroom for catheter user; and elevated toilet seat recommended

· Art studios lack modified tables for wheelchairs

· Art display on second floor on staircase and walkway area was a barrier
· No signage to elevator in building

Team D

Learning Resource Center (LRC)-Library
Many easy to move areas throughout library

Power door access to each floor from elevator area

Moveable computer terminals provides good access 
Observations of accessibility concerns:

· Library basement is not easily accessible; problem with key requirement for elevator use and no other access or exit (security is considered an issue)

· Problem with lengthy entry ramps to LRC for manual wheelchair users and those using crutches; especially in winter weather; overall poor entrance access to LRC

· Water fountain in basement too high

· Many restroom stalls too narrow; no power door access

· Telephone Office and Tutoring Learning Center counter top too high

· Corridor has steep hallway (near 09)

· Some tables in certain areas are too low for wheelchair access; long oak tables too low
· Some shelving areas are too narrow for wheelchair access

· No power door access to 5th floor archives; and problem with emergency exit access

· Government Documents bar entrance is not accessible

· Security bars badly positioned for everyone

· Curb-cut near sundial is not parallel to ramp; needed in order to cross to parking lot

· Problem with bicycles locked to ramp rails on back of LRC

Conclusion:
At this juncture, the Council is not certain if changes have been made or repairs completed since the assessment took place in 2006.  This initial assessment is the tip of the iceberg, in that future assessments will provide a more complete perspective relative to campus accessibility for persons with disabilities.

The intent of this assessment and assessment report is not to nit-pick the quality of our facilities on campus.  Nor is the intent to create undue expenses or hardships for the University.  Rather, the intent is to provide accessibility awareness and point out the need for access changes that should be considered in order to make UWSP not only more accessible for persons with disabilities, but more welcoming for everyone, including visitors.

This Council looks forward to continuing a 2007-2008 accessibility assessment that will involve a walk/ride through approximately 8 to 10 more buildings on campus and address accessibility concerns and considerations as observed through the eyes of concerned members of the DS Advisory Council.
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