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Introduction

The Vision

The Provost hired a new Dean of Library and Information Services in June 2000, and charged her with “creating an information center for the campus.”  The Provost and Dean agreed that the Stevenson Library should be a window on the information universe.  All formats that support teaching and learning on the campus should be integrated into a facility that invites student exploration of the recorded knowledge of mankind.  It should be a place where students, faculty, staff, administrators, alums, and community members could interact and reflect, inquire and create.  The library was to be a nexus for information literacy on the campus, helping students to prepare for the world of information technology they would find when they entered the workforce.  Library spaces should represent the diversity of the ways faculty and students interact as learning communities in the 21st century.

“The library is often the university’s signature building, the one that may best reflect the institution and its aspirations.”

Crosbie & Hickey, 2001, p. 5.
The Reality

Stevenson Library was constructed in 1969, and will reach the end of its predicted life cycle in 2004, at the age of 35.  It is due by state standards for complete renovation, and is somewhere on the university’s list of future projects.  Some superficial remodeling was done on the first floor in 2001, but the rest of the building is failing to meet student needs and expectations.  The basic problem is that the library was not built with automation in mind and does not create an inviting learning environment.  It reflects the institutional steel and concrete mentality of the 1960’s.  Functionality had a different meaning in that era, and we now find the spaces wholly unworkable in the 21st century.  

Orange, brown, and green vinyl furniture was popular back in 1969, but now it is dingy and falling apart.  Ductwork is exposed in the ceiling; lighting is far below current standards; and we have 35 years of accumulated stains, holes, and leaks.  We regularly put buckets down to trap the water from roof leaks, and have been fortunate that more collection and electrical damage has not been done.  Aesthetic factors aside, basic infrastructure is woefully inadequate and/or sorely lacking.  The air handling system is outdated and insufficient by current code; heating/cooling and humidity are erratic.  Some flooring, insulation, and other materials contain asbestos.  The electrical system predates computers.  Network wiring is available only on the first floor, in staff offices, and in the computer lab: much of that wiring is still token ring technology.  In 2002 the Learning Resources Center was moved into the basement, mostly into previous storage areas, which have no air circulation at all.  

After the changes were made to the main floor in 2001, the most common question we got from students was: “When are you going to do the other floors?”  The most frequent comments in the suggestion box have to do with the appalling state of the physical facilities.  Where we want students to have unobstructed access to a wide variety of information formats, the current space is rigid and austere.  Where a post-modern library should be a “portal” to the information universe, many students perceive the library to be more like a fortress.

The Master Facilities Plan for the university notes that Stevenson Library has about 78,000 gross square feet, a deficit of about 42,000 gross square feet for an enrollment of 4,573 according to state guidelines (not including the fact that the academic deans occupy significant square footage at the present time).  Since the Masters Facilities Plan was developed, about 6,000 GSF of media was moved into the library.  For 4,573 students the Masters Facilities Plan states that a total of 8,231 GSF is needed for media.  In other words, in summer 2003 the library is already only 60% the size it should be, and enrollments are growing.  

The Need

The University’s Strategic Plan says that the university intends over the next fe wyears to enhance the living/learning environment on the main campus, including the library.  The Dean of Library and Information Services has stated that the ideal solution is for the university to commit to a totally new information center structure, the financial commitment to which and design of which should already have begun, given the deficit of space and the condition of the building.  If the institution is unable to make that level of commitment, Stevenson Library is sound in its construction, and flexible enough to be serviceable for another 35 years.  An addition to Stevenson Library will allow the institution to consider integration of areas such as the math/science center, an art gallery, an academic computing center, or other expansion of the library’s current mission as a facility.  At the very least, it is obviously imperative that we begin to renovate the existing building over the next five years.  It was suggested to the Dean that she prepare a document outlining such a plan.

“Those who teach and study on campus will find that the library is becoming a rather different sort of place, one where information technology assumes a human face.”

Bazillion & Braun, 2001, p. 5.
Overview of the Dean’s Plan

Elements of a modest and a more significant renovation plan

The remodeling project on the first floor of Stevenson Library in 2001 foreshadows the Dean’s vision for a fully renovated facility.  The first floor was designed to seamlessly integrate contemporary and classical elements, to offer both solitary, quiet spaces and noisy, communal areas.  On the floor a student can

· Meet with a peer tutor at an open table

· Play checkers between classes in the lounge

· Curl up with a good book on a beanbag chair

· Consult an encyclopedia in the reference stacks

· Scan photographs at the workstations, or

· Draw a diagram or math formula on the whiteboard for his study group.

The first floor uses wood finishes, fabric texture, lighting, geometric shapes, proportions, lighting and other design and décor elements to create the unique “Esprit de Place”
 that has proven so popular with students.  Likewise, the other floors would become the enjoyable, lively, welcoming, busy, warm, and serious place that an academic library should be.  From a serene athenaeum-like reading room with fireplace in the Archives to the chrome-and-glass high-tech hubbub of Media Services, there would be a place for everyone in the new Stevenson Library.

Two floor plans are provided.  One plan represents a more modest renovation project which assumes future continued remodeling.  The other plan represents a more significant change that should last the campus for twenty years or more.  The modest plan involves less breaking down of existing walls and less moving of major service areas and collections.  However, it also does not get us as far toward an information center for the campus.  If we believe that an addition or a new building can be considered in the next ten years or so, the institution might prefer to start on the modest plan now, with the expectation that more will change as the addition is planned.  

It must be noted that these plans are only the Dean’s idea; an architect needs to be hired to ascertain the feasibility of any of these plans.  It should also be noted that both plans assumed that the administration’s intention is to keep the academic deans in the library.

“Library planning today is an exercise in futurology, as space and resources are refused on new kinds of services. … {L]ibrarians and their buildings, are moving toward the center of the academic enterprise.”

Bazillion & Braun, 2001, p. 2.
Factors affecting facilities design and usage

Since 1969 we have experienced massive

· Changes in library services

· Changes in student population

· Changes in technology

· Changes in information formats

· Changes in pedagogical techniques

· Changes in aesthetic tastes

· Changes in building codes

· Changes in construction techniques. 

In 1969 there was no distance education, no graduate program, no Clearfield Campus, no State System of Higher Education.  Meanwhile, the  Stevenson Library has continued to age.


1. In 1969 PCs and online catalogs did not exist, let alone compact discs or Google.  In fact, videotapes were just being invented in 1969.  No one dreamed of students needing ubiquitous access to fiber-optic networks, or specialized workstations, or hypertext.  The work areas in Stevenson Library were designed for typewriters.  They were service-able at the time of construction, but seriously impede productivity now, especially in Technical Services.  The field of “ergonomics” was yet to be born, as was the idea of “modular design” to accommodate continuous technological change.

“A library built to serve the needs of a networked campus can be the symbol, catalyst, and focal point for a different education. … [S]eamless integration of computer networks into a building’s infrastructure is the overarching goal.”

Bazillion & Braun, 2001, pp. 181, 12.
2. Among the immediate concerns is an inadequate air handling, heating/air conditioning, and ventilation system.  The least energy efficient buildings were built between 1940 and 1975, before the first energy crisis.
  A new heating/cooling generating machine was installed on the roof a few years ago, but it is still operating through an outdated and insufficient distribution system.  Staff areas are often 65 degrees while the computer lab is over 80.  Student comfort affects the library’s desirability as a place to work and study.  The duct system needs to be rezoned and we need more independent thermostats for control.  In the 2001 remodeling of the first floor, we could not do what we really wanted to do because of HVAC inadequacies.  An evaluation by Gilbert Associates architectural firm in the late 1990’s described the air handling system as follows:

“31 years old and in bad condition. … The system lacks proper dampers and controls to effectively control space temperatures.  It also lacks adequate return air ductwork. … It is doubtful that the amounts of outside air provided to all spaces will comply with current ASHRAE Standard.”

The Facilities staff work very hard to keep users comfortable and collections safe, but they are fighting a losing battle.

3. Electrical, plumbing, and networking are not much better than the air handling system.  The electrical panelboard is obsolete, and inadequate to keep up with current demands.  It is nowhere near the 600 amp. electrical service recommended for a modern information center.
  We still have token ring cabling to most staff areas, and no network wiring to most of the public areas at all.  We need ubiquitous and/or wireless networking for cable television, interactive multimedia, streaming video, and other current information technologies.   Restrooms are substandard, dingy, and hidden in the back of each floor, except the first floor, which has only one public stall in the 24 hour area.  In sum, basic infrastructure work is needed, as is acknowledged by the state guideline to plan renovation on buildings after 35 years.

4. Newer technologies have not changed the average growth rate for a mature academic library, which involves doubling its size every 25 years.
  Graduate liberal arts programs demand even more attention to print.  In order to accommodate our current 375,000 book and 55,000 journal volumes, we have spilled over into shelves in the alcoves, creating illogical shelving placements.  Massive weeding is needed to consolidate print to allow parts of the building to be used for spaces which emphasize media and new technologies.  While we still need to be a repository for books, that is a much smaller proportion of our mission in 2003.

5. Back in 1969 DGS built libraries to bear heavy weights rather than to inspire learning.  The goal was cost-consciousness, not comfort.  There is little evidence that the architects at that time concerned themselves with texture, form, color, spatial relationships, or other aesthetic matters.  The environment is described by students as “sterile,” “shabby,” “tacky,” “cramped,” “uncomfortable,” and “institutional.”  

6. In 1969 the role of librarians was to buy, catalog, and preserve books.  Now, librarians spend much of each semester teaching information literacy components to classes.  Of course, being a teaching library has design implications.
 Libraries are designing information arcades, and information galleries, and information commons.
  They are putting in courseware development centers and high tech classrooms.  All of these facilities support the library’s mission to teach students to locate, use, sort, and evaluate information.

7. Student research is increasingly a group effort, often interdisciplinary, and almost always involves some form of equipment.  Collaborative workstations and seminar rooms are a very different conception of library space than the “steel stacks and closed carrel” mentality of 1969.  Digital laboratories, electronic presentation rooms, video conference room, document production facilities, and media production facilities all imply an element of newer active learning and team learning methods.  Library space needs to mirror modern pedagogy, and we are lagging significantly behind at the present time.

8. In 1969 no one worried too much about security.  But with all the expensive equipment, artwork, etc. that will be in the remodeled library, we need to consider motion detectors, cameras, alarm doors wired to Law Enforcement, and other measures.

9. Stevenson Library was built before the era of ADA requirements for users with disabilities.  Spacing of shelves is inadequate for those with mobility problems; we have limited space for equipment for users with learning/visual/aural disabilities; doors are hard to open; restroom access is almost unspeakable for those in wheelchairs.

10. The building was not designed to accommodate any staff growth.  It was certainly not planned to house academic offices, a computer lab, the Learning Resources Center, or a Teaching Learning Center.  All of these have been add-ons, and makeshift arrangements were made to squeeze them in.  The result is not only lost space for other library functions, but a hodge-podge of space utilization that makes no sense.  Signage is non-existent, and traffic patterns are confused.  

	
	1969
	2003

	LHU enrollment
	2,360
	4,574

	LHU clubs
	Majorettes
	Forensics team (Debating)

	
	
	

	Generations
	Baby boomers
	Millennials

	Youth culture
	Woodstock/Sit-ins
	Instant messaging

	Past-times
	Hoola hoops
	Web surfing

	Best-sellers
	The Godfather 

by Mario Puzo
	Living History 

by Hilary Rodham Clinton

	National interests
	Vietnam War
	War on Terrorism

	Social issues
	Civil rights
	Enron

	
	
	

	Media formats
	Filmstrips
	DVD

	Technology breakthroughs
	Moon landing
	Virtual reality

	Biomedical breakthroughs
	Heart transplant
	Cloning

	Sources of fuel
	Coal
	Solar; nuclear

	PA industries
	Steel
	Agribusiness; health care

	
	
	

	US population with college education
	10%
	25%

	Telephones in the US
	144 million
	265 million

	Average household income in the US
	$3,007
	$23,851

	US book titles published
	30,000
	120,000


Outline of Key Areas

Entryway 

With the remodeling of the first floor, the entryway is adequate, although the façade is far from memorable or enticing.  The front doors continue to stick, and dirt is tracked far into the building.  University Relations has expressed support for a new semi-circular, glass entryway extending into the courtyard, because they understand the importance of making a good impression on prospective students and future donors.  However, a new entryway is mostly a cosmetic change, and therefore is given lower priority in this plan than immediate fundamental infrastructure inadequacies.

Circulation and Reference 

Remodeling in 2001 will allow us to keep these areas pretty much as they are now. 

24 Hour Study Area

The library comes alive at night.  Traditional students hit their stride around 8 p.m., and non-traditional students seek refuge in a quiet place to work.  The 24 hour area has been extremely popular since it was created in the remodeling of 2001.  It would be ideal to have a computer lab within the 24 hour study area, which is possible in the more significant change plan.  Alternatively, we could consider a Jazzman’s facility in that area.

Book Stacks 

We currently house 375,000 books.  With significant weeding, the plan is to keep an active collection of approximately 250,000 volumes over the next ten years.  This involves shifting and consolidation which must take place before we can redeploy the space.   Depending upon where we house the books, we need to attend to how much sunlight they are exposed to, and more energy-efficient windows might be a wise investment in some areas.  Ambiant lighting in the stacks allows for preservation of materials, and users are encouraged to bring books to the natural lighting near windows to read.

Periodicals & Microforms Stacks 

As we move to electronic access, we are housing fewer journal backfiles, but will continue to retain those not available electronically.  The proposal is to install compact shelving on the lower level to optimize storage space for these less frequently used, but nonetheless important volumes.  We are planning to cut back from 55,000 volumes to 45,000 volumes over the next five years, while maintaining a microform collection of approximately 725,000 pieces.

Study Space and Meeting/Communal Space

Libraries on college campuses are becoming cultural and meeting centers as well as information centers.  Stevenson took a step in the direction in the creation of an exhibit area on the first floor in 2001.  But the only seminar room in the library now is the faculty-only Teaching Learning Center, which has outgrown its space already.  There are no walled group study areas, and no carrels for emeriti or sabbatical faculty.   There are no spaces to sponsor debates or book talks or film showings.

Furniture consists of old-style study carrels, collapsible tables, and hard wooden chairs.  Furniture has been falling apart steadily and not replaced, leaving the library with 725 user seats where guidelines suggest that 1000 would be a minimum.  This plan does not call for replacement of all existing seating, just addition of new seating to make up the deficit.  There would, however, be a fundamental shift to more soft, comfortable seating in acknowledgement of the new ways in which students study and learn.  

What the plan does call for is the creation of new seating areas, especially more group study space to accommodate the shift to more collaborative learning.  With more conferencing going on, and with more keyboards clicking away, attention to acoustics will become important in ways never dreamed of when the building was erected.  How much more inviting the library could be with some loft seating, balconies, window seats, and private nooks and crannies.

“Studying is both a private and a communal act.”  Libraries are “egalitarian common spaces associated with learning and culture.”

Demas, Sam and Scherer, Jeffrey A. “Esprit de Place.” American Libraries, April 2002, pp. 65, 66.
Library Instruction Room 

The instruction room we created in 2001 is an excellent facility.  However, we did not anticipate the rise in average class size, which has made the room too small for many classes.  Thus, a larger library instruction room is proposed in the more significant change plan.  

High Tech Classroom 

It is not unusual for a postmodern library to house  a technology training classroom for campus use.  The Teaching & Learning Center and West Branch Technology could offer their workshops there, for example, and classes with a one-time need for special equipment or more flexible room arrangement could reserve the room.  Librarians could offer demos for faculty colleagues, not just on new software and databases, but on how to design assignments for active learning, for example.  It is a place for students to demonstrate their competencies with debates or demonstrations of electronic portfolios, for example.  Such a facility transforms the library from a place to store books and journals to central partners in the academic enterprise.

“On any campus, the library is ground zero in the digital revolution, the place where we first glimpse the future of how information is stored and disseminated.”

Crosbie & Hickey, 2001, p. 5.
Media Services 

The work world that students will enter in the 21st century will expect them to be familiar with website development (e.g. Macromedia Dreamweaver, Adobe Photoshop), public presentation software (e.g. PowerPoint), and multimedia production (e.g. video editing and digitized sound and image manipulation).  The learning environment in the campus’ information center needs to foreshadow this workplace, and provide the tools necessary to prepare students for use of these complex technologies.  At the present time, Stevenson Library has neither the infrastructure nor the equipment to provide this level of information literacy.  Media is crammed in a single room which houses only two TV/VCRs, one DVD player, and one LP/CD listening station.  

This is therefore one of the highest priorities in this plan – to create a full service, up-to-date media services facility for student and faculty use.  We need a viewing area, projection area, editing equipment, graphic layout work surface, listening equipment, high resolution printers, etc.  We need a place to showcase the latest instructional products such as learning objects and simulations; ideally we would have a course material development lab for faculty. We need raised flooring and dimming lights and projection screens – perhaps even soon a virtual reality station!  The goal is to make the full range of instructional formats readily available to faculty and students.

The confluence of multiple new media formats and online access has helped to turn academic libraries into focal points for campus research and learning.”

University Business, October 2002, p. 32.
Children’s/Curriculum Library

This summer we are recarpeting and refurbishing the Children’s Library thanks to donations.  In the modest plan, painting, electric and lighting is completed this coming summer, and no further work is done.  In the more significant change plan, the area is expanded on the third floor.  This would allow us to create spaces such as a reading hour theatre.  The Education faculty would very much like to bring more community groups in, but space is limited at present.

Technical Services

The current Technical Services area consists of five rooms separated by concrete and doorways, with a hallway in between.  Modern Technical Services areas are designed as large open spaces through which materials can easily be moved in an assembly-line fashion.  The current area is crammed with workstations, since in 1969 we could not have envisioned the reliance on automation, the volume of book publishing, the addition of media materials, and the extensive use of student workers that are now commonplace in Technical Services.  Thus in the more significant change plan, Technical Services is moved to the second floor into a more open work area.

Dean’s and Librarian/Staff Offices

Librarians as faculty should have private offices with doors and adequate space for bookshelves, workstation, a visitor’s chair, etc.  Because of HVAC inadequacies, the offices created in the 2001 remodeling could not be ceiling height.  Librarians and staff are located where space could be made, rather than where they are most logically to be found, and this plan allows for much better positioning of offices, especially in the more significant change plan.

The Dean’s office was remodeled in 2000 and is well-located.  However, it does take up prime first floor real estate, which is changed in the more extensive renovation plan.  It would be ideal to have a conference room and the staff lounge together with the central administrative office.

Archives 

President’s Cabinet expressed interest in the spring of 2003 in creating not just a University Archives area, but a kind of University Museum that would also house more realia such a trophies and LHU clothing.  Right now, a significant portion of the University’s archives is in storage, moved every few years and totally inaccessible.  The University needs to pull its archives together in one place (most likely within Stevenson Library) and begin to catalog and digitize. 

More importantly, the storage conditions in Archives  are anathema to the purpose of the area.  Humidity and temperature controls are critical to paper preservation.  Equipment and supplies are needed to organize and store papers, photographs, news clippings, etc.  A space is needed to undertake digitization processes.  At present time there is no place for a user to come in and sit to consult Archives.  At many schools, Archives is a warm gathering place that brings pride to the campus; at present our Archives are locked in closet spaces, open by appointment only.

Floor Plans
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Timetable for Remodeling of Existing Stevenson Library Space

	Fall 2003 / 

Spring 2004 
	1. Fill in seating.

2. Wireless and Ethernet networking on all floors.

3. Hire architect to do feasibility study.

	Summer 2004 
	1. Painting, lighting, and electric in Children’s.

2. HVAC sound dampening on roof.

	Fall 2004 / 

Spring 2005
	1. HVAC vibration dampening

2. Create new Media Services area on second floor.

3. Hire architect to draw up plans.

	Summer 2005 
	1. HVAC air handling upgrade.

2. Upgrade central electrical and plumbing.

3. Install public address system.

	Fall 2005 / 

Spring 2006
	1. Create Archives/Museum area and high tech classroom.

2. Create a new exterior look for the building.

	Summer 2006
	1. Install compact shelving on lower level and remodel the floor.

2. New signage.

3. Create Archives/Museum area and high tech classroom.

	Fall 2006 / 

Spring 2007
	1. Remodel Technical Services area.

2. Consolidate microforms and enlarge reference office area.

	Summer 2007 
	1. Remodel the rest of level 2.

2. Create new entryway.

3. Reroof.

	Fall 2007 / 

Spring 2008
	1. Remodel third floor.

2. Remodel stairwells.

3. Update fire detection system.


Conclusion

Why invest in a physical library facility in the digital age?

This is a sensible question for an academic administrator to ask.  After all, we hear every day that “everything is on the Internet” (or will be soon) and that students prefer what they can access electronically to print journals and books.  Unfortunately, neither statement is entirely true, nor can one extrapolate from them that library buildings are no longer necessary.  

Contrary to a sensationalist article in the Chronicle entitled “The Deserted Library,”
 Bill Miller states unequivocally that it is a myth that academic library buildings are passé.
  Libraries continue to be a central place on campus.
  A recent survey of college students revealed that 89% still use traditional library resources alongside the web and other information services.
  Instead of the projected demise of libraries, increased amounts of online information is making users forego self-sufficiency in favor of guidance with finding customized, authenticated, substantiated sources of information.
  Stevenson Library is not alone in reporting increased traffic and increased circulation.
 Harold Shill from Penn State Harrisburg recently documented a significant rise in use following their creation of a “library of the future,” and he went on to conduct a study which showed that, if you build a good library facility, people will use it.

“The book is a wonderfully successful technology in and of itself, and although futurists may predict its demise, there is nothing currently on the technological horizon to replace it.”

Woodward, 2000, p. 5.
While it is true that libraries are moving from print to electronic and from ownership to access models of providing information, no one with a commitment to liberal higher education is claiming that library collections won’t be needed in the next twenty years. In a recent article in Academe, S. David Mash noted that people have been prophesizing the death of the book for decades, but their visions have failed to come true.
  “[A]n immeasurable flood of important scholarly and educational material continues to appear only in print.”
  For the foreseeable future, the vast majority of scholarly information will still be available only or most economically in print.
  The information explosion is still causing production of more print than was the case in 1969, and while we may purchase at a slower rate in the next ten years, paper will remain the format of choice for many forms of communication.
  The library’s mission will continue to be the acquisition, selection, maintenance, organization, and preservation of information resources and recorded knowledge to support the educational mission of the campus.  The library has always been a critical element in the campus learning environment from the traditional concept of the “laboratory for the humanities” to its current status of a center for information literacy efforts.

“The Internet is a free-for-all haystack requiring no editorial oversight, no quality control, no integrity checks, and no mooring to reality. … [T]he notion that it is sufficient as the tool of choice, or, worse, the only really necessary tool, for all or even most research tasks, is both completely up to date and thoroughly out of touch.”

Mash, S. David, Academe, May-June 2003, p. 52.
The press is quick to quote those who claim that, in an era of distance education, “bricks and mortar” college campuses themselves will soon become obsolete, yet students are flocking to LHU in record numbers.  Similarly, in a digital era, students are flocking to Stevenson Library for assistance in sorting out the bewildering array of information available to them.  The new generations of college students are heavy users of technology, and more keenly aware of how complex information storage and retrieval has become.  They want and expect choices, and they welcome conversation with and instruction from knowledgeable professionals as they learn to hone their research skills.  The library is much more than print books and journals, and projections of the extinction of libraries are premature at best.

“That the library still thrives as place is evidenced by the number of enlarged or new library buildings being constructed.”

Gosling, 2000, p. 45.
Our closest sister schools and competitors – Clarion, Mansfield, and Bloomsburg – have already made the commitment to rethinking library space and have completed major renovations/expansions to their library buildings in the past five years.   Our Admissions staff are well aware of the keen interest parents and prospective students express in library facilities and services, and are very supportive of efforts to make the library more attractive and user-friendly.  The Association of College and Research Libraries recommends that prospective students evaluate the library facility by asking several basic questions:

· Is the library space inviting?

· Is there adequate space for users and collections?

· When you are in the library, can you easily find your way around?

· Is there a variety of study spaces?

· Can the library accommodate any disabilities or special needs you may have?

· Are multimedia production facilities available for your use?

Unfortunately, the answers to these questions (with the exception of the remodeled portions of the first floor) are a resounding “no!”  

Institutions generally find they need to renovate, expand, or build a new library every twenty years.
  Campuses are looking to design so-called “intelligent buildings” – ones that are flexible, functional inviting, and comfortable.
  From the mechanical infrastructure to the appeal of the layout and décor, we need a library that promotes asynchronous learning and the development of electronic research skills.  As well, we need a library that has the comfort and convenience of students in mind.

An academic library should reflect the special character of an institution, and should be an expression of campus culture.
  Most importantly, it should be a source of institutional pride.
  It is time for LHU to make the commitment to an inviting and postmodern information center for the main campus.

Goals for Renovated Stevenson Library

Connectivity

Usability

Accessibility

Flexibility

Fluidity

Vitality

Adaptability

Proportionality

Variety

Formality

Continuity

Durability

Simplicity

Originality
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