GREENBELT

CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION AGENDA
Work Session - Citizens Presentation(s) and Input Regarding Municipal
Building/Municipal Building Architect Update Study

This meeting will be held in-person and virtual.

25 Crescent Road
Greenbelt, MD 20770

OR

Virtual Participation
Zoom Webinar Attendees:
Please submit your request in writing via email to questions@greenbeltmd.gov

https://lus02web.zoom.us/j/825740058407?
pwd=QmIQOWdOSmo2UTFFcHVUMEJPb04ydz09
Dial-in: 301 715 8592
Webinar ID: 825 7400 5840
Passcode: 043020

Monday, February 5, 2024
7:30 PM

Work Session - Citizen Presentation(s) and Input Regarding Municipal
Building/Municipal Building Architect Update Study

Work Session - Citizen Presentation(s) and Input Regarding Municipal Building/Municipal
Building Architect Update Study
Suggested Action:

Agenda

* Introductions - 15 minutes (7:30 - 7:45 pm)



+ Citizen Presentation - 30 minutes (7:45 - 8:15 pm)
* Questions and Answers - 15 minutes (8:15 - 8:30 pm)
+ Consultant Presentation - 30 minutes (8:30 - 9:00 pm)
» Council Discussion - 20 minutes (9:00 - 9:20 pm)
* Questions and Answers - 15 minutes (9:20 - 9:35 pm)
* Other Items - 10 minutes (9:35 - 9:45 pm)

o Information Items
2024.01.19 Rethinking the Municipal Building.pdf
APB_Report 2024-01 Municipal Building Feasibility Study FINAL.pdf
GournayWhaples 122024.pdf
GMB Feasibility Study Design Update 2024-0205 Submission.pdf


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2409189/2024.01.19_Rethinking_the_Municipal_Building.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2409188/APB_Report_2024-01_Municipal_Building_Feasibility_Study_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2420235/GournayWhaples_122024.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2422873/GMB_Feasibility_Study_Design_Update_2024-0205_Submission.pdf

Agenda ltem No:

City Council Work Session Agenda Iltem Report

Meeting Date: February 5, 2024

Submitted by: Shaniya Lashley-Mullen

Submitting Department: Administration

Item Type: Work Session Item

Agenda Section: Work Session - Citizen Presentation(s) and Input Regarding Municipal
Building/Municipal Building Architect Update Study

Subject:
Work Session - Citizen Presentation(s) and Input Regarding Municipal Building/Municipal
Building Architect Update Study

Suggested Action:
Agenda

* Introductions - 15 minutes (7:30 - 7:45 pm)
» Citizen Presentation - 30 minutes (7:45 - 8:15 pm)
* Questions and Answers - 15 minutes (8:15 - 8:30 pm)
 Consultant Presentation - 30 minutes (8:30 - 9:00 pm)
* Council Discussion - 20 minutes (9:00 - 9:20 pm)
* Questions and Answers - 15 minutes (9:20 - 9:35 pm)
* Other Items - 10 minutes (9:35 - 9:45 pm)

o Information Items

Attachments:

2024.01.19_Rethinking_the_Municipal_Building.pdf
APB_Report_2024-01_Municipal_Building_Feasibility _Study_ FINAL.pdf
GournayWhaples 122024 .pdf

GMB Feasibility Study Design Update 2024-0205 Submission.pdf


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2409189/2024.01.19_Rethinking_the_Municipal_Building.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2409188/APB_Report_2024-01_Municipal_Building_Feasibility_Study_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2420235/GournayWhaples_122024.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/attachment/2422873/GMB_Feasibility_Study_Design_Update_2024-0205_Submission.pdf

CITY OF GREENBELT, MARYLAND

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
25 CRESCENT ROAD, GREENBELT, MD. 20770

GREENBELT

Josué Salmerén
City Manager

MEMORANDUM

Date: January 19, 2024

To: Council

Re: Rethinking the Municipal Building: A Visionary Approach

Dear Council,

On January 12th, | attended a presentation by David Whaples and Isabelle Gournay that offered a
visionary approach to the future of our municipal building. Their presentation delved into how the
municipal building should integrate with its community, considering both function and physical
presence.

David and Isabelle presented a conceptual framework that prompts us to reconsider not just the
necessity for more space or upgraded facilities, which is clear, but more critically, the location and
creation of these civic spaces. Their presentation raised the question of whether demolishing and
constructing a new municipal building at its current site aligns with our vision for municipal services
and community integration. What is our Vision?

Have we explored all viable options? With a new Council and City Manager, is it time to revisit
these discussions? The issue isn't whether we need the space but where and how we should create

or build these spaces to serve our residents best.

Given these thought-provoking questions and ideas in their presentation, | recommend that
Council hold a work session to hear directly from David Whaples and Isabelle Gournay.

Enclosed is the APB report on this presentation.

Sincerely,



ADVISORY PLANNING BOARD REPORT NO. 2024-01
REPORT TO COUNCIL Date: 1/18/2024

SUBJECT: Municipal Building Feasibility Study

BACKGROUND:

On January 17, 2022, the Advisory Planning Board (APB/Board) received a presentation from
David Whaples and Board Member Isabelle Gournay entitled, “A City Hall for 21st Century
Greenbelt.” Both Ms. Gournay and Mr. Whaples are Greenbelt residents and have backgrounds
in architecture; Ms. Gournay is currently vice-chair of the APB.

Ms. Gournay and Mr. Whaples created the presentation in response to the City’s ongoing
Municipal Building Feasibility Study, in which they call for “a holistic and mindful process to
select the location and define the design Greenbelt’s city hall.” During the presentation and
resulting discussion, Mr. Whaples and Ms. Gournay provided an overview of historical
benchmarks, several strategies and options for spatial requirements, a proposed process for site
selection, a preferred location, and proposed details and key priorities for a new Council
chamber. As an example of the proposed process, several sites were analyzed: the current
Municipal Building location, the Greenbelt Volunteer Fire Department building, the Armory site
on Greenbelt Rd. and Southway, and the vacant area behind the Mother & Child statue in
Roosevelt Center. Based on the analysis provided under the proposed methodology, the presentation
determined the site in Roosevelt Center to be the preferred location.

ANALYSIS:

In the resulting discussion, Mr. Whaples and Ms. Gournay made clear that their presentation is
meant to advocate for improvements and expansion of the current Feasibility Study to
incorporate a more varied set of strategies from which to identify the preferred spatial
organization and site selection. In addition, they advocated for more structured and expert input
from members of the community that would inform the final decision and lead to a municipal
center that reflects the unique character of Greenbelt.

Board members expressed support for the content of the presentation and acknowledged the
importance of incorporating more community input into the process. Several ideas were
discussed, including engaging a task force of community and subject-matter experts to develop
the site selection strategy and design plans, deploying a community-wide survey to garner input,
and ensuring the incorporation of the current feasibility study work completed to date.



RECOMMENDATION:

In consideration of the presentation provided by Mr. Whaples and Ms. Gournay, the ongoing
feasibility study work to date, and the resulting discussion during the APB meeting on January
17, 2024, the Board voted 4-0 (with three absences) to recommend to Council that the City
establish a public process to determine the scope and location of the potential municipal
building, facilitate community input, and incorporate the planning process to date.

Respectfully submitted,




A Citg Hall
for 215t Centu ry
Greeelt
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I~ We are ca”ing for a holistic and mindful process to select the location and define
the clesign of Greenbelt’s city hall. Togetl'ier, let us strategjze how a renovated,
extended or entirelg new structure can honor the Pianning Principles that shapecl
our citg and draw from the character of our original builclings, while serving current

rec:]uirements and anticipating future needs.

2~ Seleeting an inaPProPriate site would entall irreParable damage and negativelg
imPact the life of citizens for generations to come. The citg ougnt to weign all
Possible siting and clesign oPtions, a process we would like to encourage tnrouglﬂ

this Presentation.

A~ The Greenest E)uilcling is the one that alreadg exists. Tearing down an existing

structure should not be undertaken without amPIe consideration.

4~ Regarc”ess o f the site selection, sPecial attention ougnt to be given to the
Pianning and ciesign of the Council Chamber-

Aen da and Strateies



Regarc”ess of Populatxon size, c1t9 halls have traclnt:ona”g been located
and cles:gnecl to become cnclurmg landmarks sgmbol:zmg CIVIC Prlcle

The c. 1600 town hall of Hesdin (where [ Goumag S Famlly comes From)
features not onlg an emblematxc clock tower/ belﬁy (Worlcl Herltage

||stm§ but also a umque Ioggla ijec‘tmg X
ST

into the Publlc market square and a festive

Pemcormancc l"!8”~ asscmblg SPBCC.
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In the 1920s, Douglas '.i”ington) Greenbelt’s chief clesigner,
clesignecl the city hall in Asheville, N.C.,

inclucling its interiors and gumishings
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Both in terms of location and architectural character, city halls have

been given Pricle of place N many iconic Plannecl communities,

such as Lctchwor”:hj Englaﬂcl, the “first garcleﬂ citg”
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In Greenhi”s, Ohio, our sister Greenbelt Town,

the municipal otfices occupy the central section
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Alvar Aalto’s Town Hall in Ségnétsalo F‘inland 1S regarclccl as

the finest examlole of “Situated Modernism” and coulcl serve
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?app=desktop&v=UgpaLhFAB18
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- Detine space requirements) both current and future.
(Expansion of 15-30%)

~Select the most suitable location (s), both from a functional

and sgmbolic stancll:)oint.

- Establish a workable time line, from Planning to completion.

Acn a anc Strateies 5




Sel:)arate What Must Reside in the New Citg Hall

from what Could be | ocated in other structures

lntegral to the Cit9 Hall:

_ Public Lobbg (1)40051(:) - Planning and Community

. Administration Offices (2,500 st) Development (2,600s1)

_ Finance Offices (800 st . CARES Offices and meeting,

_ Human Resources Offices (650 sf) rooms (3,000sf)

. Coundil Chamber (2,000sh) . GAIL Offices and meeting

_  Conference Rooms (600s1) rooms. (800sf)

- Storage and Workrooms . 1T Offices (Z,OOOS]C)

- Emplogee Break Room - Multi»—PurPose (600sH

_ Public Information Offices  (500sf) 9.000
8,450 /5% E}Cﬁciencg Ratio 2,250

75% Eﬁi'ciencg Ratio 2112

Satia Reuirements



Consider Alternative Uses for a Renovated
Existing Municipal f)uilcling (12,000sh) , If a new
Citg Hall was Constructed .

Could include - ; CARES
- Planningancl Community : o3
Development (2,600sf) L
_ CARES Oftfices and meeting _
rooms (3,000sf) ik cares G
. GAIL Offices and meeting
rooms. (800sh)
. IT Offices (2,000sf)
) Multi~PurPose (600sf) | h
9,000 K

75% Efﬁciencg Ratio 2,250 &

Satia Reuiremcnts



Consider Alternative Uses for a Renovated
Existing Municipal }5ui|ding (12,000sh) , If a new
City Hall was Constructed T

Satia Reuiremcnts




Could the Existing Builcling ,with a complete renovation,
and minor additions, be clesignecl to contain the

functions that tobeina Citg Hall? The other

functions would then be located in an addition to the

Commumtg Center, or some less Prommc—:nt location
within the c:lty = (2g| 2 | it

5 Admin || S
— - - Admin
Public Lobby (1,400sf) = o fm
Administration Offices (2,500 sf) ] ’ g._._j i - U L .
Finance Offices (800 sf) 1 | 1 i
Human Resources Offices (650 sf) B E— w ? i 3 I | i |
Council Chamber (2,000sf) - { \"'\ e f H = ,
Conference Rooms (600sh) “B —_._-' Fiance | g oo | JResourcesgy B i Cosinel Chasbose — = o o
Storage and Workrooms e N - P | J, : A [ S r:j{]’_’.'"",
Emplogee Break Room ..l S B SR S | | —— [ S —— =
Public Information Offices (500sf)
8,450
75% Efficiency Ratio 2,112 ;




A~ Fire Station
B- Armorg Site
C- Existing L ocation

(with remotelg located Surge SPace) o

D- Roosevelt Center (North End)

-
-
R T axe -
oA et e ) jecces g
‘' P g Q\
. v
; S ’ \b°
' F 4 <
‘. e <
- { B
' ¢ >
: f~
' -~
' v
3 K AdpD |
o.‘*‘- “ e - g
’ e ) - A
: .*.‘ Ve = messssssccssase
. ‘s‘
\“ .‘
. .
. .
\~ Q‘
u‘ %
. -
. “
Y .

‘\
Charlestowne North 9

)Rlsv Tennis Courtso

\ Law Offices of K
3

"ﬁ

Michael Wein "
‘eenbelt L

Charlestowne
N Q :
tevens'Salon

9 Village Condo
| QAmmca
. Greenbe
darrell Iucksr : Smrev

irm Insurance“Agent

OBasket Ball

egion
Post 136

—

Hillside R

<

The Jane Apartments 9

Parkway Gardens 9

Apartments

&@en Recreation
Ce Indoor Pool

€
OQ
Greenbelt City >
Tennis Courts ‘&

Greenbelt Skatg

Cre
»% %, (surge space) ;
L ’¢ @ solar Nails Spa
‘ > P
o . o »
VORI | ol
< N > New Deal Cafe o
B v
“Greenbelt Brangh C
Libragy, PGeMLS
Crescent Rd
Southway Playground o
#»
’6\ /VOOQ
Court & v
< \
Ridge RS

Dragonfly Playground
o Baseball Fleldo

ayground o

n
’ 9.\“““"'“

Greenbelt 9
Childrens Center

.‘ﬂzrm”d' Rd

Hillside Rid eo z
Playgroun <
=

(=3

Mowatt Memorial
United Methodist

Greenbelt Homes Q

Greenbelt
Community Gardens

B

Q*

Eleanor Roosevelt
High School

Northway Rd

20



- Walkable from all parts
'J of Old Greenbelt.
~ Easilg accessible bg
E car with ample Parking
- Unafected bg existing

historic structures
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- Remote from the Civic
and Commercial center of
Old Greenbelt

- Site and existing

structure may be more

suitable for other citg

needs in the future (such

as new Youth Center)




Armorg Site:

Pros:
= SPaCious and flat buildable area

~-Large, easilg accessible site bg car

~ Ample space for Parking
= Magbe more accessible to residents
outside of Old Greenbelt
Cons: ’
, , ATM (Old Greenk
- Removed from other city functions | @ l,
and Persormel . , ' carroli Mo:c'frbgls

- Not easilg walkable from most of
Old Greenbelt
-~ Site may be more suitable for other

citg needs in the future

-

Greenbajt Rd

Site Selectiof ™™



Present location

2 story 9.000 sf

total area

Fast End of Communitg Center Green

Surge Space Addition at the back of the Communi’cﬂ Center
W

Pros:

- Easilg accessible site !39 car

~ Walkable from within Old
Greenbelt

~ Close to other city

Cons:

= The Builcling would
functions and Personnel remain too small to
anchor the east encl OF
Greenbelt’s “Civic

Green” an open space

- Would be a Green solution if
substantial Portion of the
existing structure could be
retained which, from both a visual

- Fast-track process allowi ng and activity stanclpoi nt,
rapid implementation

- Sustainable and Cost-

effective Solution ensuring

complements tl’we Plaza
at Roosevelt Center

~ Parking comcigu rations
greatest functional

Hexibi litg.

and recluirements
contlict with a Pub[ic
entrance worthg 01C a

civic structure

23




— Easily accessible site bg car. 190
- Walkable for all Old Greenbelt 99

residents

- Close to other citg functions

ancl PCFSOI’H’]C'

Pros: Roosevelt Center:

- Ample Parking
- Would contribute to the
commercial and cultural vitalitg

of Roosevelt Center

- Would Provide an aPProPriate
end to the Plaza ) 000
- Due to the slope, could 4 [|I'J
encompass 4 stories without g‘gfg\ ; *‘%
i LR
appearing out of scale el ___‘f_"*__
- Would be combined with more -iq%; % : *@}
user~1crien<:”9 and visua”g g ; "
Pleasant Parking conditions @E} | ;@m&
s | of
below Roosevelt Center ; e
, ) P T
- Would tie Roosevelt Center with ! QJ %
@9{! l"\qg.,p-’
L

the Aquatic & Fitness Center
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The Preferred location for the new Greenbelt Cxtg Hall is the site at the north
edge owc Roose\/elt Center, betwcen the Granite Bwldmg and he CO-OF.

' Illl'lllllllll’l'll

TI’HS locatlon is the focal Pomt of the Planned cxtg The axis tlﬂat was

i : I created to lead Pedestrlans here starts at Rdg@ Roacl travels under
"W Crescent ancl currentlg terminates at thc—: Mother ancl Ch lcl Statue.
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Over time, the bac‘«:lrop to the Iconic Mother and Child Statue has evolved into
a “clutter” of chainlink Fence) buﬂding rooFs, P

arking lots, and service areas
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Deve oPi ng great Poténtial
imProving the under utilized area between
Roosevelt Center, the Granite Builcling and the

Aquatic and Fitness Center
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a
residents coming from the Northern Parts of Old Greenbelt to

visit the lower level of the Granite Building , the Aquatic and
Fitness Center, the Community Center and the Librarg
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The views from the north west corner of the site are high—-lighteol
bg the Aquatic and Fitness Center. Directlg to the rear and across
o the existing Par‘dng lot lies a Piece of land waiting to be clevelopecl



L

Po’tentia”g, one of best views of the Proposécl buxlclmg

may be from the small Plaza at the entrg to the Ac]uatic

and Fitness Center




Precedents for creating a Public Plazas, “architectonic” stairs and
buildinga city hall on a slol:)e within a historic context :

Biot and Saint~Jacques~de~la~Lan&e) France

N




Precedent for a well designecl Council Chamber
City Hall, Lgnwood, California (1,000 SF)
https: / /www.ericksonhall.com/ ProJiects/

lgnwoo&~citg~hall/ “slopecl stadium seating to

accommodate 120 citizens and overflow viewing
stations throughout the Iobbg and main
corridor. The Facilitg features an expansion
lobbg, and also houses breakrooms, offices for
city council members and staff, City Manager,
and the IT DePartment”

Innovative design for a Council Chamber-:
Municil:)al Building, Rhoon, The Netherlands,
2021 Architects: Gortemaker Algra
Feenstra / 30,000 sf

The new Council chamber should
serve as a “state of the art” multi use

mceting room.

The Councl



https://www.ericksonhall.com/projects/lynwood-city-hall/
https://www.ericksonhall.com/projects/lynwood-city-hall/
https://www.ericksonhall.com/projects/lynwood-city-hall/

“|_et’s continue the |egac3 of excellence in

communitg Planning and architectural
c]esign, that Old Greenbelt is known for

IJ)

the World arounjcl
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Questions and comments —

gouma\zi@umd.eclu
- clrwhaples@gmail.com 34



mailto:gournay@umd.edu
mailto:drwhaples@gmail.com
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O Progress Update since Work Session on November 1, 2023
O Site Analysis Recap
O Program of Requirements Recap

O Building Options Recap
O Building Systems and Cost Analysis Summary

THE CITY OF . h n
GREENBELT e N\
F— \ rogram pian design e + Associates, LLC

35



PROGRESS UPDATE

Work Completed since Work
Session on November 1, 2023

Architectural and Engineering
Design Narratives

Budgetary Cost Estimates
Final Report

V.

VI.

Feasibility Study Final Report 12/20/2023

Executive Summary

Program Verification

Site Analysis and Proposal

Building Options

Budgetary Design Narratives
Feasibility / Budgetary Cost Estimates

Exhibit A Program of Requirements

Exhibit B Feasibility Study Cost Estimates
36
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PROGRESS UPDATE Engineering Analysis of Existing Building

GREENBELT M

25 CRESCENT ROAD
AN NLC INCLUSIVE COMMUNITY

e e S
From Crescent Rd & Southway

TEE

P LTSS

From Civic Green

BUILDING

Structural
Modifications to footing required if additional floors are added

Roofs of both North and South wing requires demolition if
additional floors are added

A significant amount of reinforcing of the existing structure would
be required to support an additional story

Masonry load bearing walls limits the possibilities of interior space
reconfiguration to integrate the existing wings with the additions.

Mechanical and Plumbing

Recommendation for a complete replacement of existing mechanical
and Plumbing systems if any existing wing is to be incorporated into
the new construction to meet current code requirements.

Electrical
Recommendation for a complete replacement of existing electrical
equipment and control system to meet current code requirements

Fire Protection

No sprinkler system in South Wing; partial sprinkler system in
North Wing.

New sprinkler system is required throughout the renovated
building

37



SITE APPROACH

FIRST TOWN UNIT

: . . G REENBELT MD., : TR | J, :! | L\
« Historic Planning L s ;Jl
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SITE CONTEXT Distinct Identity Shaped by Design




AN OPPORTUNITY FOR CIVIC CENTER TRANSFORMATION
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SITE CONCEPT DIAGRAM Widen East End of Civic Green
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PEDESTRIAN CONNECTION




BUILDING CONCEPT DIAGRAM — Option A Keep the Newer Wing
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BUILDING CONCEPT DIAGRAM - Option B Replace the Entire Building
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PROGRAM BLOCKING AND STACKING

Existing Building: 12,000 SF

July 2023 Feasibility Study Program of Requirement: 22,000 SF

Building Program Expansion 10,000 SF
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70’s North Wing Addition l Original South Wing

North — South Stacking Section
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FIRST FLOOR AREA:

HR:

CONF.:

FINANCE:

LOBBY:

PLANING:

7,100 SF
650 SF
600SF
800 SF

1,400 SF

2,600 SF

PLAN DIAGRAM

Le Z ATRIUN. =

SECOND FLOOR AREA:

8,000 SF
ADMIN: 2,500 SF
PIO. 500 SF

COUNCIL: 2,000 SF

IT: 2,000 SF
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(UPPER)
ROOF
TERRACE

EVE

THIRD FLOOR AREA:
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GAIL:

EVENT:

5,400 SF
3,000 SF
800 SF

600 SF
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SECTION DIAGRAM
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MASSING - OPTION A
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MASSING - OPTION B
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EXTERIOR CONCEPT STUDY - OPTION A

iew of Pedestrian Plaza

\"
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EXTERIOR CONCEPT STUDY - OPTION A

View from Crescent Rd
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EXTERIOR CONCEPT STUDY - OPTION B




EXTERIOR CONCEPT STUDY - OPTION B

Connection with Civic Green
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EXTERIOR CONCEPT STUDY - OPTION B
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Option A

Option B

BUDGETARY COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Basis of Estimates

Pricing shown reflects probable construction
costs in the Washington, DC area in November
2023

Reflect fair market value for the construction
of this project plus or minus 20% of design
contingency

Assumes a competitively bid procurement

Take off from the Program of Requirements,
architectural analysis diagrams and design
images, civil, structural, mechanical, electrical,
plumbing and fire protection design narratives
generated from this feasibility study only
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BUDGETARY COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Option A

e This option includes the existing 5,000 SF 2-
story North Wing and a 2,500 SF basement,
and 14,500 SF 3-story new building

e All new MEP and FP Systems

e Estimated cost range is $11.1 to $13.9 million,
or $506 to $632 per square foot

Option A

Option B

e This option includes a 22,000 SF 3-story new
building

e Estimated cost range is $12.5 to $15.6 million,
or $570 to $712 per square foot

Option B

See Exhibit B of the Feasibility Study Final Report for details of the estimate



BUDGETARY COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Option A Cost Components (in High Range)
Building Materials & Labor $8.43 million
Site Work Materials & Labor S0.40 Million

Design Contingency $1.77 Million
Escalation

(@6% Per Annum for

Two years) $1.32 Million

General Contractor’s

Cost & Profit (@16%) $1.98 Million

Estimated cost range
Low - $11.1M Median - $12.5M High —$13.9M
S506/SF S569/SF $632/SF

Option B Cost Components (in High Range)
Building Materials & Labor $9.56 million
Site Work Materials & Labor  $0.40 Million

Design Contingency $1.99 Million
Escalation

(@6% Per Annum to

the Mid Point of Const.) $1.49 Million

General Contractor’s

Cost & Profit (@16%) $2.23 Million

Estimated cost range
Low - $12.5M Median - $14.1M High — $15.7M
S570/SF S641/SF S712/SF

See Exhibit B of the Feasibility Study Final Report for details of the estimate
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