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ATTACHMENT 1. 

PART A - ITEM 8. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

(a) The Problem 

In 1967, the President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Admin-
istration of Justice p11blished the resu:j.. ts of a comprehensive su.rv0y 
of nation-wide correctional operations.- This overall picture of 
America.11. co:r;-rections showed, among other thin8'.s, that the 1,·ord '1 cor-
rections, 11 used to characterize the terminal phases o.f our criminal 
justice apparatus, is largely a misnomer: °For a great many offenders 
••• corrections does not correct. Indeed, experts are incre8singly 
coming to feel that the conditions under \·.rhich many offenders eTP. 
handled, particular),y .in institutions, e.re often a positive detriment 
to rehabilitation. nc.. 

While acknowledging the conflict and uncertaintY, among profes-
sionals and the public alike, surrounding th~ theories behind cmd 
the goals of corrections, the Commission did seem to make a case for 
rehabilitation when it asserted that, 11 A major goal of corrections 
is to make the community safer by preventing . the offender's return 
to crime upon his release 11 • • . Gi VG!n this acknowledgement of the need 
for rehabilitation, the Commission went on to make an argument for 
community-based corrections .and to recommend: "Correctional authori-
ties should develop more extensive comnunity programs providing s~ecial, 
intensive treatment as an alte1tnative to institutionalization for both 
juvenile an,d · adult off enders. 11 ; 

Desni te the Commission's on inion that ins ti tution·s tend to bot11 
physically and psychologically isolate offenders from society Gnd 
that institutional commitments can ,cause more problems than they 
solve, it certainly did not propose the abolition of our nat'ion's 
prisons and jails. The Commission stated, "Clearly, there is a need 
to incarcerate those criminals ~ho are dangerous 11-,.'1til they no longer 
are a threat to the community. 1' · Further, and in a positive vein, 
the Cor.imissiori stated that the special jail environment ce.n allo\·.' 
opportunities for rehabilitative treatment which cannot be duplicated 
in the community. The Commission concluded, 11 For m2-.ny offenders, 
ins ti tution6li:z,ation can be en extremely valuable prelude to cornr'luni ty 
treatment." 

Last fall, some six years after the President's Commission's 
report was published, the National Advisory Commission on Criminal 
Justice Sta1;1dards end Goal~ (HA9) . reaffirmed_many of_the for::ier's 
recommendations on corrections. · The emphasis of this report v:as on 
rehabilitation, rather tha.ri simple detention or punishc'TI.ent, and on 
community-based programs, rather than institutionalization. For 
example, .St2,ndards 2. 9 (Rehabilitation Programs) and 11. 3 (Social 
Environment of Institutions) both addressed the goal of rehabilitRtion, 
one suge;esting that offenders' 'right to .rehabilitation be fulfilled, 
the other recommending that off enders be stimula.ted to change their 
behavior and participate in .reintegrative programs. Further, Stan-
dards, 7 .1-7 .4 and 16.14 made it clear that the NAC desires to see <"-TI 
emphasis on planning to facilitate the . development of communi t;y--b2.se( 
corrections prograins, whether at the state or loca.l level. 
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ATTACB.MENT l (Continued) 

Not unlike the President's Commission, however, the NAC explicitly 
recognized that institutions are here to stay. T-1anv of its recorrrn1enda-
tions, primarily in Chapters 2 (Rights of Offenders), 9 (Local Adult 
Ins ti tut ions), and 11 (Major Ins ti tut ions), dealt directly 1d th state 
prisons and local jails. The overwhelming emphasis of these sug-
gestions was on more hu.rnane treatment of inmates in custody and signi-
ficant improvements in their custodial living conditions. 

The American Bar Association Project on Standards for Criminal 
Justice also addressed, ·at leas; indirectly,_ the corrections component 
of the criminal justice system. As part of its recommendations on 
sentencin9, the ABA demonstrated support for the concepts of rehabi-
litation \Standard 2.2 General Principles: Judicial Discretion and 
Standard 2.6 Special Facilities) and community-based corrections 
(Standard 2.4 Partial Confinement), but at the same time made it 
clear that institutionalization will remain a major sentencing alterna-
tive (Standard· 2.5 Total Confinement and Standard 2.1 General Princi- · 
ples: Statutory Structure). 

A survey of the correctional situation in Multnomah County demon-
strates that, measured by the aforementioned national standards an.d 
goals, \ve are in substantial compliance with the spirit of th®se 
sue;ges•cions, if not with all of the specific recommendations. In 
this county, 11 corrections 11 is primarily the respons±5ility of the 
Department of Human Services, Corrections Division. That this 
organization is committed to the goal of rehabilitation is clear in 
polic;y- stances, -as 1:1ell as in all of its many corrections plans and 
prograins. Additionally, a decided emphasis on rehabilitation can be 
discerned from ssntencine; patterns of the Circuit and District Court 
judses in this county. · 

Similarly, among County corrections administrators and planners 
end the judiciary alike, there is apparent a preoccupation tTi th finding, 
developing and utilizing alternatives to incarceration. Programs 
such as the District Court's Alternative Community Service Program 
(coordinated by County Probation and Parole) are typical of the in-
creasing trend of community in.vol vement in 1·1ul tnomah County corrections. 

In spite of adherence to the concepts of rehabilitation and 
community-based corrections, the County still must operate two high 
security detention facilities:. an intake and holding facility in 
the County Courthouse and a "pretrial/sentence jail" located at. 
Rocky Butte. The Butte houses federal, state, and county prisoners 
(r;iaximw-n capacity =350) and, despite gradual reductions in its average 
daily population over the last 18 months) there is absolutely no 
chance that this institution can be phased out. Thus, Rocky Butte 
Jail rsY>1ains an integral part of. the overall :Multnomah County correc-
tions scheme. 

The probi'em we face, the one which serves as the basis for this 
grcJ...'Ylt request, is that Rocky Butte Jail is physically and programmati-
cally u."1.sui ted for our present and future correctional demands and 
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needs. This facility was built in the early 1940's.during an era when 
the emphasis was on institutional incarcerc1.tion·instesd of commu...11ity 
treat::n8nt and when th.e ·e;oals of simple detention and punishment took 
precedence over rehabilitat;j.9n. Although we feel Rocky Butte, which 
Las b ssn r.·enovated in part,_.,_ is one of the best local jails in the 
country, it; mm:;t be further phi2ically remodeled to keep pace with the 
current trends in corrections. 

In short, today Rocky Butte Jail is not physically consistent 
with the broad correctional goals of rehabilitation and community 
reintegretion. Our jail administrators believe that these related 
_;_)rocesse.s must begin . very early in the cu.stod;7 of the offender and 
th2t, of course, our jails are integral to those processes. However, 
&t Rocky Butte it is extremely difficult to provide either the type 
of living conditions and treatment or the type of programs which will 
contribute to those board correctional Goals • . This fact is partially· 
due to tlrn transitory nature of the Butt8's ·inmate :population, but 
::n.ostly due to physical inadequacies of the pla11t. 

For cxsmplc, the inJ;1atelivinc; quarters at Rocky Butte Jail could 
not fairly be called inhumane, but it is hardly an atmosphere ·which is 
co~cucive to attitudinal change. A visit to the facility leaves one 
·,i th an impression of dr2bness, 1111cleanliness, and lack of privacy. 
~olorless steel and concrete design predominates, giving even a 
Ctlsual visitor. a feeli:ne; of hopelessness and depression. It is easy 
to underst?.-..1.""ld ho.w · an inmate's attitude could degenerate in such a 
setting. · · 

Besides the living conditions themselves, the jail desitn furnishes 
reletively little opportunity for an individual approach to inmates' 
needs. For instance, though an average daily inmate population is 
composed of an extremely wide v2rietyof personality types, representing 
vcrious degrees of criminality (including several ·who a.re not criminals 
at all), the physical plant forces corrections officials to treat all 
inmates alike. Enlightened inmate segregation and classification 
pl2ns cannot be implemented in this jail situation. This random mix-
ine; of inmates only adds to their attitudinal problems. 

L.ddi tionally, despite eagerness on the part of the Rocky Butte 
J2il ad111inistration to• develop and implement programs dedica.ted to 
l)OSi ti ve attitude and behavior modification, the ph:rsical setting in 
fr=,ct p:cevents such a proe;rammatic approach~ Because adequate fe:ci-
lities do not exist, Rocky Butte renains_ a mere detention facility, 
one in which inmates cannot make constructive usG of their time. 

In conclusion, by making certain physical plant .modifications ·we 
feel He can significantly improve Rocky Butte Jail. Despite the fact 
that it will remain a pre-trial/sentence detention facility into the 
foresee&ble future, He eJ,,,,'})ect to create a setting which will contribute 7. 

to the lons range goals of rehabilitation and community reintee;ration • .1..-1 

'\Je owe as :r:mch to the inmate population and~ perhaps more importantly, 
to the tax .paying community which r.rJe ul tima.tely serve. 
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/-~) 
\'-' Goals and Ob ,j ectives 

The goal of this project is a jail facility which is consistent 
-,:i th the duel correctional goals of rehabilitation and eventual com-
,r_ mi ty reintegration, as well as public safety. Specific objectives 
.s.::."ld accomplishments sought are as .follows: 

I. To improve inmate living quarters/conditions. . 
a. To encourage positive attitudinal adjustment on the 

part of the inmates. 
b. To encourage positive attitudinal adjustment on the 

part of the correctional staff. 

II. To provide staff ·with opportunity to take a more individual 
approach to inmates' needs. . 
a. To allow develop:nent of enlightened inmate segregation 

and classification systems. · 
b. To enhance positive attitudinal adjustment on the part 

of both inmates and staff. 

III. To provide staff with opportunity to develop and implement 
programs in support of inmate needs. 

a. To allow for implementation of a pre-release counseling 
capability. 

b. To allm1 for improved inmate recreational opportunities. 
c. To a'llow for improved educational and religious program-

ming. 

IV. To provide for retention of high jail security capability. 
a. To retain adequate capacity for inmate incarceration. 
b. To retain secure setting for inmates, staff and public 

alike. 

( c) Pro ,1 ect Activities 

I. Remodel existing open bay 'iD Dormitory" (main floor, 
south wine;). 
a. Create four separate cells, plus a dormitory control 

center. · 
b. Reduce inmate capacity for that dormitory from 85 

to 7L~ • 

II. Re:r::iodel basement of south ·wine;. 
a. Create one large inmate recrecttion room •. 
b. Create one combination classroom_;chapel. 

III. Renovate upper floor of west wing by constructing private 
area for jail counseling. 

It is anticipated that work will be undertaken simultaneously 
on these three separate -projects. Attached is a llwork schedule chart" 
sho':iing the amount of time necessary to complete each task. 

_q_ 
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ATTACt~!ENT l (Continued) 
··=- ====:=========;::::::::::=:=======;:;=~~=, ======= 

(d) Pro ~ect Mana~ement 

The Project Manacer ·w~ll be Chief of Correc'tions, r'iu.ltnomo.h County 
Di vision of Pt'..:tblic Safety, : John A. Brm1m. · He 1:.,1ill be responsible for 
on-scene project direc:tion; held accountable for project success or 
fsilurE, and Hill report L . turn to County Sheriff 2 Louis P. Rinehart. 

(c) H/.A / 

-"'ci~) IT/A ~, . 
Cs) Perticiu atin~ A~encie~ · I : '••. 

'The 'I1ultnor1ah Cbuntj," Division of ·P ,.1blic;i Safety will be resuonsible 
:for :;iroject administration a.nd·Iiultno:mah County, will provide all local 
::12tch funds. 

(h) PY,'o .-j ect Evaluation . ;.. .. 
I • t ' I, ' 

The construction end .remodeline; vrnrk which characterizes this 
crent req1-1.est 1,1ill .most likely. t'ake place. during. the, first six mon'ths 
of t~1e grs1.t year ... During ·that p.Efriod, only· m@tters of· procurement 
£:nC:. consti~uction completion deadlines will.· be of evaluation interest. 
Upon completion of the project, 1·,e plan to evaluate· the impact of the 
ph;y-sic8l jail ;improvements llpon jail administration. Because we have 
st8te6: a set of goals .snd ob;j'e0tt ves vrhich include such phrases as 
nrehsbili tation/n n coihrnuni ty, reintegration, .t' i: attitudinal change, 11 

the evP.luation \rill consist. larc;ely tJf · subje'cti ve judgments • . That is, 
".::hile it is an ea$y, ma.tter to count the number of assau°l ts on correc-
tions officers, on other.·inmates, and the number of jai-lbreaks,.it is 
quite another matter to obj~ctivel-y r::J.easure "the! p9sitiveJirnpact/of 
physical jail improvements on the inmates. . Thµ~, Ti!e ·vJ'ilJj have to rely 
~~avily on opinion sutvey~ of corrections s~affi and··the ~nmates them-
SE 1 ves. On the other hand, tq the ·extent .. that we can provide better 
facilities for reqreationnl, rcligim.rn, r-md counE!eling endeavors, 
ev9lu2tion can be based on a count of the·number of participants in 
those J>rogra:~s· and the participants' accomplishments. 'I . . 
( ·\ l; 

I ' • 

,\1 t ernati,ve Methods 
', 

There is no way we •can ,'.ctcc·omplisJ:l · Bll• of the' physical rnoaiiica-
tions T:,e desire · at Rocky Butte relyine; solely on uoney from I-Iul tnomah 
Co 1.:nty taxpe.yel"s. If ••1·.re are "not able to secure federal money for 
this project, 'modification of nD 11 Dormitory is out of the question. 
Cur al·cernati ve t,oul'c1 be to ·e,'ttempt to s6cure local. fw"1.ds for construc-
tion in· the s·outh anp. Fest ,-.rincs ove''r the '·no:x:t f e1{ {is cal years. In 
conclu~ion, f 2.ilure t.o' secure ,f ede~al money ·'for this '·pro'j ect will, 
lercely frustrate our desire to adapt R9cky Butte Jail to present and 
future correctiona.l d·emsnds. 

I 
' I 

-10-· 

' ' 

. . i 
l I 

' I 

I 
' I 
I 

. ' . t 

I 
: I 
Ii 

!. 
' 
i · 
' I 
I , 

. ! 
!: 

, : , . 



F.TT.R.CH..IY!ENT 1 (Continued) 

(j) £ssumntion of Costs 

This will not be a continuinG project. After.the budgeted 
fecJ.c:.~a1 and local funds are expended in FY 1976; the project will 
terminate. No assumption of costs will be necessary • 

.::i1 ootnotes: 

2. 

:z. .,, . 
4. 

5-
6. 

7. 
8. 

9-

l.O. 

- 1 ....... 

12. 

Task Force Report: Corrections The President's Commission on 
Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice. (U.S. Govern-
ment Printing Office, Washington: 1967).· 
The Challenge of Crime in a Free Society. The President's Com-
mission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice (U.S. 
Government. Printing Office, Washington: 1967) 
IBID. page 165 

IBID. p-age 171 

IBID. page 165 

IBID. page 172 

NAC: Corrections 

Bta.-ridards Relating to Sentencing Alternatives and Procedures 
(Approved Draft, 1968), pages 43-129. 

Hultnomah County Assessment of the Criminal Justice System: 
Report on Corrections, Department of Justice Services, March 13, 
1974. 
This executive department is responsible for all adult misde-
meanants, juveniles, and women .offenders, as well as all probation 
services. 

_·..,_ joint federal-county remodeling project was completed in early 
1974-, resulting in, among other things, a new "CDormitory". 
This gra..-rit requests funds to recreate · "D Dormitory" in the same 
fashion. 

We ;,•rholeheartedly support Stmidard 9.10 (Local facility Evalua-
tion a.-rid Planning) of The Corrections Task Force of the National 
_'.:~dvisory Commission, which lists eleme:uts to be considered in 
ev&.luating existing or planning new facilities~ We also support 
the spirit of · Standard 11.1 ·which discourages the building of nev: 
state adult institutions. 
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13.. 11 Gounty and local jails are the first contact with the correc-
tional world for most offenders. Most people in jails are await-
ing trail and have not been sentenced or convicted of any crime. 

·Some are serving short sentences for minor offenses. · The need 
::'or the rights of inmates to .be considered and protected in all 
levels of correctional facilities is evident, 'but1.. the situation 
in jaila is particularly poor • . Yet, the initial and often last-
ing impressions toward corrections and our system of c_riminal 
j-c:.svice are formed in these institutions." Marshalling Citizen 
Povrer to Ifodernize Corrections (Cham.her of Commerce of•·the United 
States: 1972). 
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Pi.RT s-• . - :CTEM 9. FIRST YEAR BUDGET OB'Z',1.XL (Eotir,uite) 

(If c:-:dditioncl s p ~ce is nc0dea , u.oo BtJDGl'I:T EX?L1).Nl.TION p aCJe 

COST ELE:-IBNT 

~. S~LARIES AND WAGES 

b . 

C . 

Position 

N/1-~ 

\:: of Monthly 
time ce.la:rv --

Sub-Total Sal.;;iries 

zr.-,ployee Ben·efits @ s:i 

Tot~l Salaries 

CONSULTANTS (List by individual 
or tvoe) ' .... 

~:-; i -., ..... 

Total Consultants 

TRAVEL, TR.)..NS!?ORTATION, 
SU3SISTENCE (Iter.1i2e) 

:·J/i~ 

TotEll Tr~vel 

i?ZDSru~L 
SLI?\RE 

$ 

$ 

!$ 

$ 

I 

ST.!!. TB/LOCAL 
sr-mRE 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

,..$ ________ $ __________ ... 

$ 

$ 

$ 

I 
I 
i 

$ ' 

$ 

PROJECT 
TOTP.L 

' 



A'I"I'.i\CH .. l'vlENT 2 (Cont.inued) 

COS'i, ELEV'~NT !FEDER.AL STATE/LOCAL 1· PROJECT 
----------------------fl . ...!::S:.:H::,:frl::,:Rt::;:7 :__ __ .\ __ .:::S!.:H.::.:.A~RE:::::"?::__..J,...._.,!'1~~0~T:.::A!::L!..-

d. 02PICE SUPPLIES, POSTAGE, 
P~INTING~ ETC. (Itarnize) 

~T; • ,, ' .L\ ... 

Total Office Supplies 

e. ~ACIL:TIES, OFFICE SPACE, 
UTILITIES, EQUIP~lENT RENTAL 
(Itemize) 

1) Renovation of . 11 D1.1 Dormitory 
2) i~c)difica·cion of third floor 
~) !fudification of basement 

Total Facilities 

f. EQUI!?l"'IENT (Itemize) 

Total Equipment 

g. INDIRECT COSTS 

Total Indirect 

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS 

$ 

27L~~ ?;,50 
25,000· 

175,000 

Ll"tl' 750 $ ' r' _). . 

$ 

26,500 

S 26 , 500 

$ 500,850 

,$ 

55,650 

$ 

~70,000 
25,000 

175,000 

$ 55,650 $530,000 
-'-------.; 

$ ' $ .;.__ _____ ------

26,500 

$ S 26,500 
..:..--------l 



P..7.?AC~·W!..ENT 2 ( co:n'ti:.mcd) 

BUDGE'£' :SXPL;.:."l','<;.?ION 'u~e if ~ddi tio:nc.l CDC.CO ~~eeded) .. 
r:··. F·ecilities, Office Space, Utilities, }~ouinrne:q.t Rental 

Included here are excerpts from a letter sept to-Viultno:m2h 
Co,.1.nty concerniI;_g enticipe.ted construction costs at Rocky Butte: Jail. 
Information in this letter served as the basis for our grant cost 
•::·stim,::ites. 

STUART B. MOCKFORD . . 
ARGHI'I'ECT, . A. I. A. 
723 Washin~ton Street 
Oregon City~, Oregon 97045 

Viultnor1ah CoU21ty, Oree;on 
Vii'. David D. 0 1·Brien 
Justice Planner 

· ·-19 June l 97L~ 

Denartment of Justice Services 
,") 1 7· -"7 . r, • p . .r- • . • ., • nG ~o v~orgia- aciiic Bu1~d1ng RI~.: Estir.1ates. for ·.future 

construction, Rocky Butte 
Jail, Portland, Oregon 

Portland, Oregori 97204 

D0ar Hr. O'Brien: 

Cn 7 0th I'isy, we met. and I revie-wed :'or you the completed and· 
future remodeling :projects et Rocky Butte. Jail insofar os I kno~-1 the 
situation.. · 

You asked· me to ·give you my opinion a.s to how much money Hult-
nom&h County should rcasonc1.bly bude;et · fo:c various .contemplated :pro-
jects Gt Rocky Butte to commence not e0rliE:.:r than 1 ·July_ 1975. 

. . 

First sc1dressinc the remodeling of 0D-Dormn· along the lines 
of tl1e nohr co:npleted remodeline; of nc-porm": 

1. The 11 C-Dormn Contract wc1s le-b to E. C2rl Schie1-,1e, 

.., 
C.. 

3. 

.Gcnersl· Contractor, 11 Janu3ry 1977-, for '.}182,Li-80.78 
includinc; Chance .O:rders. Furnishings made by Oree;on 
P~ison Industries,· $11,028~00. Architectural Fees 
( including Enginee1,ing Fees) $21,285.00 · for a total 
nos·'- 0·" ,'.~')]_L•. 707: 7.Q . 
V V J. ·d'- t ' • ) ) • u. 

rrc ,-._0- II --.G~ ~- ]_]_8I_C:.,II ·x 4~- 1 -2 11 O~. ~,115.or -lJ .L']ll O.i ~,J \'Ic:ltj V _ .! 7 -- S'CJ •. ft . . 

," ""~ 1,. 707 78 ,,,c:'..l ,. , j .. ' • ( ,''·L1., qr,/ J.-"'~- • 5 1,5 r ¥ = ~•.i•~~ sq. V 
• • .L .t) S.w0-·• 

so.y '.;1A2.00 

4~ There .sre. t1-~o pertinent Fed erol Gov2rnrrient Indexes 
that I consulted. (Both aro bated on 100 .in 1967). 

!:). 111:Jholesale Cost of. Building Materials", published 
by the Orq::on BurPa.u of Labor, 1·,hich. in· January, 
,07~ ctoo~ .-~ 1.2q •' .L 7 ..,, ' ,o u. 0 u. ..L -- • ' •. 



b. 11 CoB1posite Cost Index of Building Constructionn, 
' 1 . h. ' b t' . "" . ,.... ' . t f ,..., . pno~is _ eo y ~.ne. vrogon Depar-cmen o · \..!Ommerce, 

,fb.ich in January; 1973, · stood at lL;-4 • 
. --.-

_5. In the 16 months of record since January 1973, the 
VCBC-BofL has increased fDoro 129.4 to 156~8 or 27.4, or 
an PverA 0 :e i_ncrease of 1. 71 per month. · · . · ' · · 

6. In the 16 months of record since Ja:nu;:i.ry 197:~, the 
·ccIBC-DofC hc1s increased from lLJ.J+ to 160 or 16, or Dn 
evera~e incr~aso 6f 1.00 per mont~ • . · 

. 7. Considerinc; that there are 31 rno11ths from January 1973 
to July 1975, usine; the overoo;e monthly increc1ses only, 
:project'ed forward: 

a. Using UCBC-BofL, 3lxl.?l/mo=53.Ol% increase x 
01.J:2.0O/sq. ft.=$64.26/sq .. ft. in July, .1975. 
c::. 11 r 6 CO f"- X <' r6F ,..,6./sa ·. f-'- . (' 708 7 ,....,8 L• C. /, ...... /. i,.:l\:..:o · ... v .•. . _ -; ; _,,.;c:.. _ 3_ .• . _ L,. = ~p_,,•c __ , c:_.;-t_:). 

b. Using CCIBC-DofC, ·°7>1 J(l.OO/mo.·=31.OO% increase 
x ~~42. OO/sq_. ft. ==<t55. O2/sq_. ft. in July, 1975 
5)115.6 sq •. ft. x ~55.O2/sq •. ft. = $281 , LJ.6O.?)l. 

8. I '\,rouid take the hiEher fie;ure end round it off at ~:;7;;:30 )000.00 
to complete llD-:-Dorrn 11 in July 1975. _Actually the curves ere co inc; .:2:J2. at ·en .ever-increasing . rate end if thcc:y eontinue 
s.t the rate of climb of the l<?.st three months untj_l July, 
1975, the Rmount indicated 1,rill be -nowhere l':i.ear 2:cleq_uElte . 
The work 1•1ill be so expensive, you will not be able to 
afford it. I ,:,ish my ·crystal l')all woli_ld let r:ie predict 
the situation more accurately. 

No,·1 lookint:>; et the e;row.vid floor, S.outh .Uing, · and o.ssurn.inp.; a 
1""li Yl_. rn1., 1-:1 Ol""" ·0 · · C'-r•i··i..y 'I~.,_.,c.,.• ,r0 1-·e J·1a.~ 0·1· ,,....0, fr·· O'T' r ·~cc-.n..L . ,.,,;or•1r · . 11 t 111· S Of.C'l. CC' '·---~-.J_ . .• J. .. . . uc d _ l, " 0.1.. J. .., c, _ . • L. (J Hu . .u 1:, '--' l, . ,.. h. l . 1 , ..L , 

_;__ 1-:ould s2.y todev this could_ be .sltered throughout for r,round 1~28.OO.sq_.ft~ 
:~::?:::-,l;yin€: Etver2ces ac;ain for·tuelve months 12 x 1.71 = 2O.52/sq. ft, 
~'.28~00 x 20.52% ::, 1~5.1~ = \(3:7·-75/sq. ft •. '.it ?::3-75/sq_. ft.· x 5,115 sq. ft. 
= f l72,G31.25. For thelovrer floor, South :.line;, round it off at say 
:17 :.< OOO.OO. This, of course, is i::,ubject to averages holding e;ood and• 
the curves not going through the sky. 

I. Indirect Costs 

ThiR calculetior1 1·,a.s marle 'o1.1rsuR:nt to LEAA I s formal approval in 
J ,_tly 1 197D., of an A-87 Plan. for~ I"Iul tnon2h County. . Ac·corcHnE; to that 
·,:,1~1· "-',--,,~e ~·r·e ·.,..,o 11 Inai·rec.,_;_ Cos.J... ·s 11 inclu<"J'"a' i·,..., "~J:11.·~ ,...,_,,.,~n"- reolJest -'- r; l, l, __ ..,1..t" , .J... .. o -1 .i..l . -.-..L _ .,,L, ~-L,,._ ...... _ . -·~- - .t...1. . u ..• ~C)..l..Cl l,_. i- H ..... • 
~nl of the "Direct Costs n are caDi tal ir,mrover6ents 'and . serve as · the 
l)asis for the Indirec_t Costs calculation: Al thouch, normally~ co.pit al 
cxpcndi tur.es are to be exempted. from the flDirect 'Costs I catee;ory' to 
he :::>ir to all parties, .,·re applied a 5% rate to those. capital ex-oendi-
- --· ~~....... ..t.., '"• ...... . ..,...., .: r ·-- .-.~L · •··. 1 :-, • ..... --t C _.,_ f · ' . . .1 , . , , _,::-- , , , --~.J..\(·• 01., c:,n J.l1CllI·ec. · Ot,l, lf.:,lJrc. 


